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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.

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO
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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




5584

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

Avgusr 14,

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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PAY OF PAGES.

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
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States in the morning hour of Monday. The regularorder this morn-
ing is the call of States, as the Chair has announced, and the call rests
with the State of Virginia, where it rested at the close of the morn-
ing hour on Monday last.

SAMUEL GARDNER.

Mr. FOSTER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4096) for the
relief of Samuel ({ardner, of the Distriet of Columbia; which was
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims,
and ordered to be printed.

EMILY BEALL.

Mr. FOSTER also (‘by uest) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4097)
for the relief of Mrs. ]:.milr;%eall, of the District of Columbia; which
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War
Claims, and ordered to be printe

WILLIAM HERRON.

Mr. McMAHON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4098) granting a pen-
sion to William Herron, First and Ninth Light Batteries, (Massachu-
setts;) which was remi a first and second time, referred to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed.

THOMAS NUGENT.

Mr. McMAHON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4009) for the relief
of Lientenant Thomas Nugent, Company H, Twenty-seventh Indiana
Regiment ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

LUCINDA E. HUMPHREYS,

Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4100) for the relief of
Lucinda E. Humphreys, of McMinn County, Tennessee ; which was
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims,
and ordered to be printed.

JOHN W. STIVERS.

Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4101) restoring the name
of John W. Stivers, a soldier of the Mexican War, to the pension-
rolls; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com-
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions, and ordered to be printed.

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF PHILIP LAWALL.

Mr. JAMES B, REILLY introdaced a bill (H. R. No. 4102) for the
relief of the legal representatives of Philip Lawall, deceased ; which
was read a first and seeond time, referred to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

GEORGE FORBES.

Mr. HENKLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4103) for the relief of
George Forbes, sr,, 8aint Mary’s County, Maryland ; which was read
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and
ordered to be printed. -

MARY E. SOPER.

Mr. HENKLE also infroduced a bill (H. R. No. 4104) for the relief
of Mary E. Soper; which was read a first and second time, referred to
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed,

MAWY H. TOLSON.

Mr. HENKLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4105) for the relief
of Mary H. Tolson; which was read a first and second time, referred
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT.

A message in writing from the President of the United States was
communicated to the House by U, 8. GRANT, jr., one of his secretaries,
who also announced that the President had approved and signed bills
of the following fitles:

An act (H. R. No. 361) to reduce the area of the military reserva-
tion of Fort Laramie, Wyoming Territory ;

An act (H. B. No. 629) for the relief of Jonathan White;

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

An act (H. R. No. 2161) for the relief of R, H. Buckner;

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

An act (H. R. No. 2692) to relinquish the title of the United States
}o certain property in the city and county of Ban Francisco, Cali-

ornia ;

An act (H. R. No, 2804) for the relief of J. E. Pankey, of Fulton
County, Kentucky ; :

An act (H. R. No. 3392) for the relief of John R. Harrington ;

An act (H. R. No. 4060) to provide for the payment of certain in-
debtedness incurred in the construction of the New York court-house
and post-office building ; and {

An act (H. R. No. ) to continue the provisions of an act entitled
“Anta,ct to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Govern-
ment.,” :

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to make a report from the committee of
conference on the Indian appropriation bill; and I ask nnanimous
consent that after the report is acted on I may have the same privi-
lege of speaking which I would have under the rules while the report
is pending. I desire to hasten final action on the bill, and not dela
sending it to the SBenate until the conclusion of my remarks, whic

Iv—=351

will have relation to that bill and generally to the appropriation bills
of this session.

Mr. FOSTER. I make no objection ; but I wonld like to have the
privilege of making some remarks after the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. Ranpacrr] shall have concluded. I do not intend to
obtrude myself upon the House to the prejudice of any important
business. I have already been granted the right to print remarks,
but I wounld much prefer to deliver them. :

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By general consent it may now be
understood that after the report upon the Indian appropriation bill
has been acted upon, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Rax-
pALL] shall occupy the floor for such time as he may desire and that
;‘fberward it shall be occupied by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr.

OSTER.

Mr. HOAR. Does not the request of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania imply that his speech would have no effect whatever upon the
House with reference to this bill ?

Mr. RANDALL. I do not expect it fo have any effect with refer-
ence to the Indian appropriation bill, because I propose to speak npon
the twelve regular appropriation bills of the repu blican party gener

allﬂ.} [Launghter.]
e SPEngR pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the
arrangement which has just been stated.

Mr. RANDALL. I present the report of the committee of confer-
ence on the Indian appropriation bi

The Clerk read as follows:

The committee of conference on the diug.aains votes of the two Houses on the
dments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3478) making sppmgriauana for
the current and conungent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfil .
treaty stipulations’ with various Indian tribes for the year en June 30, 1877,
and for other p baving met, after full and free conference have agreed to
recommend, and do recomm: to their respective Houoses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 12, 16, 18, 39, 40, 42, 43,
44, 43, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 55, and 61.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate
numbered 1, 2, 5, 6, 7. 8, 9, 10, 11, 15, 14, 15, 10, 20, 22, 23, 24, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 32, 33,
34, 35, 36, 37,56, 58, 59, 60, 62, and 63, and agree to the same.

That the House recede from its ent to the amendment numbered 3,
and agree to the same, with amendments as follows : In line 24, page 2, strike ount
* five" and insert “ six,"” and after the word *‘expenses " insert in lino 27 of the
BAIE “in excess of §100," and in line 9, 3, of the amendments, after the
word * thousand " insert ** and one hundred ;" and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disa, t to the 1 t numbered 4, and
agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Tn line 11 of said amendment,

go 3, strike out “six " and insert * four,” and after the word ** Minnesota,” in

ine 12, same page, strike out all down to and including the word * Carolina,” in line
14, andd as a distinet fpmﬁ:ﬂph to follow the amended paragraph, insert:  For
pay of special agent of the Eastern Cherokees and other Indians in North Caroliea
up to Seglnmher 1 next, after which the office of said agent is abolished, $250,”
and in like 16 strike out * nine " and insert **six,” and at the end of line 3, page G,
of the bill, add the follnwi:g: “and for gilling-twine for nets, §1,200; " and at the
end of line 16, same page, add * and for gilling-twine for nets, §400;" at the end of
Itihm 15, page 7, add “and for gillingstwine for nets, §400;"” and the Senate agree to

@ 8aIme,

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 17, with the exception of
the words after the word ** Territory,"” in lines 22 and 23, page 20, of the bill; and
the House to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 21,
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out *four"” and in-
sert * two,” and strike out *and nineteen,” and strike out * eight hundred ;" and
the Senate to the same.

That the recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 25, and

to the same, with an amendment as follows: In line 4 strike out the word
“tribe " wherever it ocours, and insert in lien thercof the word * bands,” and after
the word * le," in line §, strike oat all down to and including the word * In-
dians,"” in line 7, and insert'' and hereafter there shall be no a ation made for
the subsistence of said Indians,” and in line 20, after the word “designate,” insert
the following: “And the further sum of $20,000 is hereby aé)pmpﬂ.nwd, 1o be ex-
ed under the direction of the President of the United States for the purpose
carrying into effect the foregoing provisions,” and make the word * amount " in
line 26 plural ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its d t to the amendment numbered 31,
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows : Strike out “ fifty " and in-
ﬁ’?‘fﬂ ﬁwe?ty five,” 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 dnty of the
‘War Department to aid the Indian Oflice in seeing that the orders of the Commis-
sioner are executed ; and rations shall not be issued for a longer period than one
;Lealk at 3 time; and arms or ammunition shall not be issued, gold, or given to said

dians.

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 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 numbered 41,
and :g‘dn:ie to the same, with an amendment as follows: At the end of said amend-
men s

““Provided, That when sufficient matter to make a volume of statistics and histor-
ical data is prepared it shall be submitted to the Commissioner of Indian A flairs
and by him to the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution and published
on their written approval.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House receds from its disagreement to the amendment numbercd 54,
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: After the word * for," in
line 8 of said amendment, insert ** agricultural implements and for," and in line 11
strike out “five " and insert *six,” and at the end of said amendment add *and
$300 of said sum shall be paid te the su tendent of common schools in North
Carolina, who shall have the su on of the schools of the Cherokees in said
tsmttl? under direction of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs;” and the Senate agree

o the same,
That the Hounse recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 57,
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In line 5, 45 of the bill,
strike out all after the word " Provided" down to and including the word “but"
in line 8, and insert the word “ That;” and in line 10, strike out the word “and,”
where it firat occurs, and strike out the words “ and others,” and in line 11 strike
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out the w:riin “and" ‘hfem it yl_iiist oocuir?“ and;ﬂh‘;lke out “and for %cl;;;ther pu;
poses,” and insert **and for pa; employés: i further, amoun
now duoe employés for m ending June 39, 1876, may be paid out of the unex-
pended balance of the tal fund of said year;" and the Senate agree to the

same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 64,
substituting as follows:

“8Ee. 5. hereafter the Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall have the sole
power and anthority to appoint traders to the Indian tribes and to make such ruies
and ions as he may deem just and specif the kind and quantity
of and the pricesat which such 8 be sold to the Indians.

“8SEC, G.T'I:h%lt‘h: Commissi:fnerof S dl?nAMndihaﬂadv?.‘l:ise:iurﬂlanppliea:
.h'oudﬁ' t urchase plies for sixty days ma made in open mar-
ket: A mlgmvidd _l;i:ﬂhor. 'I‘ha?a: meet any exigency ofjths service purchases
maznhe e in open market to an extent not to exceed §2,000 at any one time.” °

d the Senate agree to thesame.
SAML. J. RANDALL,

A. M. SCALES,
8. A. HURLBUT,
Managers en the part of the House,

WM. WINDOM,
JOHN A. LOGAN,

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to state before this confer-
ence report is coneurred in, that I recognize the fact that our conferees
have exerted themselves to the ntmost of their abilities in order to
secure the transfer of the Indian Bureau from the Interior to the War
Department. They have been met in this effort by the persistent op-
position of the conferees on the part of the Senate, The alternative
was presented to the House of a defeat of the bill or a yielding to
the demands of the Senate. The transfer of the management of Indian
affairs from the Interior to the War Department was one of the most
immaut measures of reform inangurated by this House., It was
estimated by our Committee on Appropriations that this reform wounld
result in a saving to the Government of from three millions to five
millions annually. ¥or the failure of this important measure the
Senate is alone responsible, und the republican majority of that body
have assnmed this responsibility. The Honse has been compelled to
yield this point, as it mangeothers in the interest of economy, at
the demand of the S8enate. The people will understand this fact and
will not fail to hold their public servants to a strict accountability
for the defeat of this transfer. This failure will serve to inform the

le that they can look for measures of economy and reform onl
to their immediate representatives. If the people desire a thoroug
reform in all the Departments of the Government, they must recon-
struct the United States Senate throngh their State Legislatures.
Until that is done a severe retrenchment and genuine reform in all
Deﬁ:rtments of the Government cannot be secured.

. RANDALL. 1 call for the previous question on agreeing to
this report.

The g:evinns question was seconded and the main question ordered ;
and under the oieration thereof the report was adopted.

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the report
was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid
on the table,

The latter motion was agreed to.

Mr. EDEN. Iask unanimous consent to have printed in the RECORD
remarks on the motion to reconsider the vote by which the President’s
message on the sundry eivil appropriation bill was referred.

There being no objection, leave was granted. [See Appendix.]

Mr. RANDALL Mr. Speaker, before the final adjournment of a pro-
tracted and laborious session, it is proper to review our action cocern-
g appropriations from the public Treasury to ecarry on the Goverp-
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877. In the discharge
this task I am sensible of no other motive than that there shall be a
complete and impartial exhibit of the work in behalf of retrenchment
and reform which we set out to do, and the difficulties and opposition
which met us at every step in the interest of those who saw in any
reduction of publie expenditure loss to them of salary or place, not-
withstanding there was consequent advantage to the tax-payers and
the a'ﬂlcéancy of the governmental administration was in no degree
impaired.

e were met at the very threshold by the inexorable alternative

of reducing expenditures to a just and economical basis, or, by allow-
ing appropriations to be made at the same figures of previous years,
with increased taxation; and this latter it was our plighted faith
and solemn duty to prevent in behalf of the great bogy of the peo-
rle borne down by a heavy load of taxation, and who were further
}listrmed beyond measure by derangement snd misfortune in every
avenue of agricultural, manufacturing, mechanical, and commercial
activity, To this end every item of public expense, whether large
or small, was subjected to the severest scrutiny, and an inspection
of every Burean and Department of the Government undertaken,
without parallel, I believe, for a quarter of a century.

The Committee on Appropriations gave to this work their most
earnest attention. It reqlnired incessant labor and much patience.
Arrayed against us were all those whose favorite selfish schemes were
to be frustrated for the public good; eager and greedy corporations
who sought to fatten from the public purse, place-hunters and place-
holders, and the friends and partisans of nl][,‘ high or low, who were
in any way to be affected by reduction, and especially by the marked
uuwiflinguesa on all hands by chiefs of Bureaus and heads of Depart-
ments to agree to any withdrawal of their official patronage. - But

we had the comforting assnrance that we had behind us the people
who demanded that their burdens should be lightened by practical
and necessary reductions, and this consoled nus oftentimes in the dis-
charge of an imperative public duty when we found ourselves com-
pelled to deny appropriations to the extent desired for objects dearly
cherished by our constituents.

The majority of this House of Representatives was elected to reform
manifold abuses of administration. And when we assembled in De-
cember last that reform element assumed full authority in this Hall,
and obtained partial control over public expenditures. The first diffi-
culty which presented itself to the execution of the trust confided to
us was the existence of a rule of the House which prevented the
repeal or even modification of any law as ta appropriations l:gon an
appropriation bill unless two-thirds of the members assented thereto,
which number the majority did not have.

The construction which had been given to that rule allowed amend-
ments to increase compensation to officers, clerks, and employés, but
adroitly prevented as ouf of order any reduction whatever. To over-
come this obstruction a proposition was submitted to so change the
rule as to allow the incorporation into appropriation bills of such
legislation, which, bein ane, retrenched expenditn thus
making a complete revolution in the operation of the rule and turn-
ing legislative action in this House from extravagance into the better
and safer direction of economy. That change, for the Jm I have
indicated, was vigorously resisted by the republican side of the House
for the reason that, composing as they did and do more than one-third
of its members, no amendments changing existing law could be made
or put upon an appropriation bill except when such amendments in-
creased salaries, as under the old practice two-thirds were required to
suspend the rules to allow the majority to vote even on such amend-
ments; and that two-thirds, as 1 have already stated, the minority
in this House could at any time refuse.

Without such a change any and all efforts on the part of the House
to reduce the expenditures of the Government would have been as
the idle wind. Here stood the republican members of more than one-
third o prevent and obstruet any such reduction, with a Senate, as
we afterward found, even more determined in its purpose. Finally,
through the agency of the Committee on Rules, we secured a report
of the alteration so much desired, and the House adopted it by a ma-
jority composed exclugively of democrats. Almost all the reductions
we have accomplished have followed as the result of that first step,
for it opened the way.

It must not be forgotten that when Conﬁmasassembled the country
was prostrated in all the essentials which go to make a people pros-
perous, contented, and happy. Many of our manufacturing establish-
ments were cl and most of those still running were working ounly
a portion of the time. Commerce lan%'uished, aFricnltum went nnre-
warded, and a feeling of distrust widely prevailed, causing capital to
be nnusnally cantions. Almost all new enterprises were abandoned,
and labor, then as now seeking empl yment, was to the extent of its
activity inadequately remunerated.

Our duty in such a condition of affairs was too plain to be mis-
taken. It was to lop off at once, an lutely, every extravagant
and nnnecessary expense. This we have partially accomplished, and
in a manner which will in no degree cripple the Administration in its
legitimate functions. But to secure even this partial resnlt withont
producing friction has required lonqu:md patient examination, in-
vestigation, and study. A further plan of procedure adopted was
to reduce 10 per cent. all salaries over §1,200 and provide a reduction
in the foree of clerks and employés of 20 per cent. These two pro-
visions, if fully adopted, wonld have secured a much larger reduction

.of appropriations and the discharge of all supernumerary clerks and

employés, of which there are still a large number.

It is well known that all over the land private establishments of
every sort and description have reduced the rates of compensation to
their employés. A signal instance of this is shown at Lowell, Mas-
sachusetts, which is the guide in a measure forall New England. The
working people there have themselves consented to a reduction of 10

er cent.as just and fair, not the first either to which they have recently
Eeen subjected. The House considered this not an unreasonable re-
duction in amount under the circumstances. But this rednetion has
almost wholly failed because of the obstinacy of the Senate and the
Senate conferees in relation thereto. A reduction in the number of
clerks and employés has been only partially realized, as the House
conferees were forced to yield a part of their recommendations. It
will surprise many when they learn the fact that as many as one hun-
dred thousand persons receive pay from the Federal Treasury.

In order that no harm should possibly come from reduction of force,
we directed the attention of the executive officers of the Govern-
ment to the existing law in reference to the hours of labor required
for the clerks and the employés. It is to be found in section 162 of
the Revised Statutes, as follows:

Sec. 162. From the 1st day of October until the 1st day of April, in each year. all
the Bureaus and Offices in Fhe State, War, Treasury, Navy, an Pmbmﬁoeli)epnn-
ments, and in the General Land Otfice, shall be open for the transaction of the pub-
lic business at least eight hours in each day; aud from the st day of April until
the 1st day of October, in each year, at least ten hours in each day, except Sun-
days and days declared public ho{idaya by law.

Heretofore clerks have only been nired to devote six hours n
day to the service of the Government. tly, on the coming in of
the democratic House, by orders to the Bureaus that time has been
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extended to seven hours, If, however, the terms of the law are ad-
hered to, more actual hours of service will be secured under the re-
duced unmber of clerks and®employés agreed upon than we have
now with the present excessive force. :

Great complaint has been made against our change of laws upon
appropriation bills, as thongh it were at this time a novel and un-
heard-of thing and never before attempted in the legislation of the
Government. Let us see how that is. I append herewith a list of
changes of lawswhich have been incorporated into appropriation bills
during all the years from 1865 down to and including 1875. The ex-
tent to which snch legislation has been carried on will, I have no
doubt, rise many ; and I regret to say that during those years of
undisputed republican rule in both branches of Congress the change
has t always been in the direction of increased appropriation
and expenditure.

I will here mention a few notable instances of such legislation.
g_hey embrace changes in the staff and line both of the Army and

avy.

The Pacific Mail steamship subsidy found its place on such act,

The re-organization of the Post-Office Department.

The re-organization of the diplomatic and consular service.

The partial re-orggnization of the subtreasury system.

The prohibiting the pardon or amnesty of any cJaimant in the Counrt
of Claims being admissiblé to establish his standing in court.

The re-organization of the civil service in the Treasury Department.

Legislation as to the enforcement act.

The manner of settlement of judgments by the Court of Claims
and the Supreme Court as to capture of cotton.

The section daclarinﬁvthst the General of the An::({ shall be per-
manently stationed in Washington and only removed by the advice
and consent of the Senate, and directing all Army orders to go throngh
the General of the Army, whether issned by the President of the
United Siates or by the Secretary of War.

On the appropriation bill last year the rates on newspapers were
doubled, to the great injury of those in the rural sections especially,
and the rates on third-class matter were so increased as to take it
from the mails and drive it to the express companies.

I mention these few to show the general character and wide scope
of the legislation which has been pnt into appropriation bills, and
bet to refer to the appendix hereto annexed, which will show the
eisrmous mass of legislation of greater or less importance which has
been from time to time during the past ten years fastened on such
acts, relating as it does fo almost every conceivable subject.

Again, Mr. Speaker, as a natural result of the prostration of all busi-
ness, the revenues of the Government have diminished to an alarmin
extent,and the warning held ont to ns was one not to be disregarded,
as it might turn out in the coming fiscal year, the reduction would be
so great that the revenues would fall below the amount required to
meet the expenditures of the Government. In this emergency it was
absolutely essential to provide for reduction of expenses rather than
entail any increase of our interest-bearing debt or any addition to
our present taxation. Nay, more; if the full measure of reductions
recomimended had been acceded to by the republican minorityin this
House and the majority in the Senate, then, even with a falling reve-
nue, the internal and other taxes could have been reduced to an ex-
tent of say §10,000,000, with comparative safety.

Before I leave the general discussion of these subjects and go to a
detailed examination of the respective appropriation acts, I wish to
direct public attention to what I deem some abuses in reference to
expenditure which have gradually accumulated until they have be-
come of rous proportions. Under existing laws we have a
system of what is known as ‘:lpermanent specific” and “permanent
indefinite” appropriations, They embrace among others the sum
necessary to pay the interest on the public debt, the sum necessary
to pay the interest on the bonds of the various Pacific railroads, and
guaranteed by the United States, and the amount necessary to be paid
in obedience to law to the sinking fund on account of the liquidation
of the principal of the public debt.

In so far as the foregoing objects aré concerned I do not raise se-
rious objections. Their provisions go to make easy the mind of the
B:lrbuc ereditor by the certainty of no hitch in the prognpt and regu-

yment of our publie interest.
clude others which in my judgment should pass under the annual
supervision of Congress, among which are the sum necessary to col-
lect the revenues from enstoms, which is only limited as to amonunt
of expenditures by the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury,
a power too great for permanent safety; for arming and equipping
he militia of the several States; the salaries and expensesof the sonth-
arn claimseommission ; the return of the proceeds from the sale of cap-
tured and abandoned property to owners thereof ; the commission to be
paid to persons negotiating therefunding of the national debt 4 of 1per
cent.; the salaries and expenses of the steamboat inspectors; the re-
funding of money due to owners or reputed ownersol cotton improperly
seized after the 30th of June, 1865; allowances and drawbacks in the
Internal-Revenue Burean ; the refunding of illegal internal taxes; the
repayment of duties levied in excess from customs as well as deben-
tures, drawbacks, bounties, and allowances in the enstoms service.
Most if not all of the latter character should have the frequent inspee-
tion of Congress and the people. Iwonld suggest, therefore,at onrnext
session legislation to remedy these dangers. bout £18,000,000 pass

But the laws go further and in- 1

each year out of the Treasury under these heads, in excess of the amount
paid on account of interest on the public debt and the sinking fund,
which is an enormous sum to be under the control of executive officers
without check.

I shall now proceed to an examination of the several appropria-
tion bills, in order of date as they were enacted into law.

PEXSIONS.

Appropriations last year, §30,000,000; Department estimates for
year ending June 30, 1877, §20,533,500; recommendation of House
Committee on Appropriations, $29,533,500; House passed $20,533,500 ;
Senate committee recommended $29,533,500 ; Senate passed §29,533,500;
law as finally enacted, $29,533,500,

The respective committees of the two Houses and both Houses of
Congress agreed in the amount to be appropriated for pensions, which
was in full as indicated by the estimate.

A pleasant incident in connection with this appropriation was the
fact of its being in committee and in the Honse in charge of a mem-
ber of the committee [Mr. ATKINS, of Tennessee] formerly an officer
in the confederate army and a member of the confederate con
Such exhibitions give the denial to the political charge that the lead-
ing men of the South still bear any hostility to the Union, for he was
scrupulous in seeing that no pensioner of the Union suffered in the
least degree.

Many reforms are imperatively needed in connection with the dis-
tribution of pensions.

The Committee on Pensions recommended the transferof the Pension
Bureau from the Interior De%artment to the War Department, where
it formerly was, as appears by their report, for reasons, among oth-
ers, as follows: Pension agencies which now cost annunally $443,000,
the Committee on Pensions report could be dispensed withand twenty
efficient clerks divided equally among the four classes of elerks known
to the law, at a cost of §30,000, could do the work as efficiently and
with less delay than now occurs.

The work, if under the War Department, could bedone in the main
by the retired officers of the Army, with one-half pay in addition to
;l))erescnt retired }l)ayof such officers, and the amount of pay saved wounld

quite one-half. At present more than one-half is done at the Sar-
geon-General’s and Adjutant-General’s Offices. Both these Bureaus
now employ one hundred and sixteen persons on this work and an
equal number of additional clerks, if duties were transferred to War
Department, to wit, two hundred and thirty-two clerks in all would
be ample ; whereas the present force in the Pension Bureau is over
four hundred ; near three hundred over what economy and necessity
require. The character of the work is in a measure judicial, requiring
legal knowledge ; and yet last year oné hundred and twenty-eight
employés were discharged and ninety-six new appointments made—
putting ont experienced clerks and substituting for such men igno-
rant and ineflicient persons in their stead. This was done mainly for
political considerafions. The truth is, as the evidences etablishes,
the Bureau is run as a political machine. Two clerks of the national
republican congressional committees of last year were entered on the
pension-roll and paid from pension funds.

The War and Pension Departments being separate, there was re-
quiréd last year 56,000 duplicates of rolls from these two offices, re-
quiring transmission by mail and messenger, which might all have
been done in thesame office. The fact is, the delays now incident toa
plications for pensions or increase of pensions, arise almost entirely
from these separations of duty, causing years of delay to those least
able to bear procrastination apd those, too, who never onght to be
subjected to such annoyances and privations.

I will allude to another abuse and then leave this branelr of my
subject, The finance division of the Pension Bureau can be dispensed
with altogether, employing forty-eight clerks. This is set forth in
Mr. Clark’s testimony. In reply to a question whether that division
ought not to be lopped off, he said : .

If the work in the Auditor’s Office was up to date, the work in the finance divis-
ion would be useless,

There cannot therefore be a reasonable doubf as to the economy to
be gained and the general propriety of the transfer.

- o DEFICIENCIRS,

Appropriations last year, §4,703,699.18; Department estimates for
year ending June 30, 1877, $2,723,471.70 ; recommended by House
Committee on Appropriations, $662,315.07 ; House passed $671,486.74 ;
Senatecommittee recommended 8340,831.27 ; Senatepassed $340,831.27;
the law as finally epacted, $316,723.56.

I believe these deficiencies are less than usual and heretofore, Le-
cause of the knowledge by the Departments that a democratic House
was to be in anthority this year, notice having been given last year
by the then democratic minority of the Forty-third Congress that the
l}m.chee of allowing large deficiencies would not be countenanced.

he Departments are, however, entitled to partial credit, for their
estimates of deficiencies this year were considerably less than hereto-
fore. Thesamerigid rulawill be again applied, and the Departments
must govern themselves accordingly.

FORTIFICATIONS.

Appropriations last year, $850,000; Department estimates for year
ending June 30, 1877, §3,406,000 ; recommendations of House Commit-
tee on Appropriations, §315,000; Hounse passed §315,000; Senate com-
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mittee recommended $315,000; Senate passed $315,000; the law as
finally enacted, §315,000.

This was a 1 comparative reduction, buf I believe no material
interests will smt.hemfrom, either in respect to our fortifications or
as to experiments to be made in the trial of armament or torpedoes.
The largest-size guns of our recent war are now considered ineffect-
ive. Earth-works experience has shown to be the best protection

ainst artillery on land or iron-clads on water. The sums so lav-

ly expended since the war have not brought any adequate return
in these respects. In the past ten years, up to and including this
year ending June 30, 1876, we appropriated for these purposes more
than §13,000,000, a large amount of which could as well?::ve been
saved by the same character of reductions which we have made this
ear.
g NAVY.

Naval service appropriation last year, $17,001,006.40. art-
ment estimates for year ending June 30, 1877, §20,871,666.40, c-
ommendations of House Commitiee on Appropriations, 512,803,655.40.
House passed §12,432,855.40. SBenate committee recommended §16,167,-
855.40. Senate passed $14,857,855.40. The law as finally ena.cteti,
$12,740,355.40.

The agpropriationa for the naval establishment are largely reduced.
It is a branch of the service where large mvinﬁs can %: prudently
made, I need not allude at length to the sums heretofore expended
and the mammer of their ex&endxtum. The Department in its man-
agement has been thoronghly examined into by & committee of this

ouse, and their findings are in print, which render a further criti-
cism in this connection nnnecessary. These reduced ap%mpriatiuus
come up to the full measure of recommendations by the Naval Com-
mittee.

POST-OFFICE.

Post-office appropriations last year, $8,376,205; Department esti-
mafe for year ending June 30, 1877, $5,431,602,99; amount recom-
mended by House Committee on Appropriations, $2,680,906; amount
passed the House, §4,230,906; amount recommended by Senate Com-
mittee on Appropriations, $7,586,647 ; amount passed Senate, §7,238,-
647 ; the law as finally enacted, 5,967,498,

The reductions in this act arise mainly from the cutting off of the
salaries of the higher class of postmasters, which have been con-
fessedly too high, and the redoction of 10 per cent. on the amounts
to be paid to the railroads for the transportation of mails, among
which is what is known as the “fast mail.” An erroneaus impres-
sion prevails as to this latter service.

The fast mails were not provided for by law. Speed was not taken
into consideration in determinil::f the compensation. Weight and the
number of postal cars were and are the elements in fixing the pay
to railroads.

This extra line was first established less than a year ago by throw-
ing an increase in the quantity of mail matter on these prineipal
rouds, thus increasing the numiber of postal ears, and with aHﬂitioual
weight, causing an increased amount of payment to special roads.
The compensation as fixed by act of March, 1873, was a very great
increase over former rates. Prior to that time 8375 per mile on all
lines was the maximum rate. Under that act the pay on some lires
was increased to §705 per mile per year, and on the fast lines as high
as $1,016 per mile per year.

This Congress has reduced the rates for railroad service generally
10 per cent., which is a moderate reduction. The compensation on
star lines and steamboat service has been reduced far more than 10
per cent. since March, 1873; in fact, from 10 to 30 per cent. The amount
paid bgfore the passage of the act of March, 1873, was considered high
even for that period. The reduced price of -every commodity which
?M into the cost of running a railroad is far greater than 10 per cent.
These roads have reduced the compensation to their employés, and
together with a general shrinkage of values, it goes to show that the
amount now fixed is comparatively higher than it was at the time
the former rate was agreed to. I amindebted to the gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. HoLMaX] for these facts and conclusions; and any one
who knows his care and accuracy in such matters will at once accept

.them as true and correct.

After all that can be said, the benefits of the fast mail are divided
between the railroads receiving the increased pay and the newspapers
of our great cities in the quick transit of their papers. In this day
of telegraphing the newspapers of the varions eities of the Union are
more on an equality in furnishing promptly the important news of
the day, which renders continuance of these high rates unnecessary
even for the people in receiving prompt public information.

The post-office appropriation act for the year ending June 30, 1876,
raised the rates of postage on third-class mail matter, so as to take it
from the mails and give the monopoly of its transportation to the ex-
press companies, while at the same time the postage on newspapers
was dounbled.

The latter imposition has been removed by the legislation of this
year, but the first still remains o burden upon the people in behalf of
the express companies, and is estimated as worth to those companies
half a million dollars per annum in increased receipts from trans-
portation of merchandise, &e. The House at every opportunity
sought to accomplish full repeal of both provisions, but the Senate
was obdurate, and refused to concede the repeal of the merchandise
portion of the act.

ARMY.

Appropriation last year, $27,933,830 ; Department estimate for year
ending June 30, 1877, $33,348,748.50; recommendation of House Com-
mittee on Appropriations $23,155,077.12 ; Honse passed $23,179,819.52;
Senate committee recommended §27,715,877.20; Senate passed $27,-
715,877.20; the law as finally enacted, §25,987,167.90.

The Army appropriation act does not show that extent of reduction
which we intended and had reason to hope we should obtain at the
opening of the session because of our Indian trouhles, and because
of the determination of the Administration to keagoao large force in
the Sonuth. The House bill fixed the Army at 22,000 soldiers, rela-
tively divided between the three arms of the service, and songht in
addition to reduce the compensations of certain officers which were
deemeqd disproportionate and too high. The manmner of Bsyment of
these compensations is in some respects highly objectionable, render-
ing it almost impossible to compute with accuracy the pay received
by officers in the Army. The Senate was resolute against all these
changes, and the House was compelled to yield, and only succeeded
in securing the following legislation :

Ske. 24. That the whole subject.-matter of reform and re-organization of the Army
of the United States shall be referred to the commission hereinafter provided for,

who shall carefuly and thoroughly examine into the matter with reference to the
demands of the }:ﬁijc ce, as to the number and pay®of men and officers and

the proportion o eral arms, and also as to the rank, pay, and duties of the
several staff and whether any and what reduetions can be made either in
the line or staff, in numbers or in pay, by consolidation or oth consistently

with the public service, baving in view a just and reasonable economy in the ex-
penditure of public money, the actual necessities of the military service, and the
capacity for rapid and effective increase in time of actual war. The commission
hereby created shall consist of two members of the Senate and two members of the
House of Representatives to be a) ted by the i officers of each Hoase,
respectively, of the Secretary of War, and two of the Army, one from the
line and one from the staff corps, to be selected by the President with special ref-
erence to their knowledge of the organization and experience in service. Such
commission shall assemble as soon as practicable and p d to the consideration
of the matters with which they are , and make report to Congress by the
first day of the next session through the Presldent of the United States, with all
the evidence, record or otherwise, which they shall have received and considered.
And the sum ua:}],.l'lloo ti.; hereby npp'nf)pﬂah from the on:lnﬁgagont. hggd of the Wu:
Department to @ expenses of such commission, expended under
direction of the presilant of said commission.

The result of the fore
some defects. We felt t
mediate change.

ing, it is believed, will nltimately remedy
at they were so glaring as to demand im-

BUNDRY CIVIL BILL.

Appropriation last year, $26,644,350.09; Department estimates for
ear ending June 30, 1877, $32,560,475.29; amount recommended b
fiouse Committee on Appropriations, §14,626,981,74; amonnt ]éa
the House $14,857,326.54; Senate committee recommended $18,501,-
gl.gg; Senate passed 19,956,496.99; the law as finally enacted, $16,-
57,905.47. : A

This acs which covers the sundry civil expenses of the Government;,
i3 that upon which it is atbemﬁbed to ingraft all donbtful schemes
and unnecessary expenses, which to any other general appropriation
bill would beruled out of order as not germane.

In reference to this particular act, the President of the United
States saw fit, although approving the same, to send a message con-
demning the character of our reductions. I propose now, and here,
with due respect to the Chief Magistrate, to inquire into the justice
of his criticisms,

In the first place, he says:

Notably among the first class is the reduction in the ordinary annual appropria.
tions for the revenue-cutter service, to the prejudice of the customs revenue,

This criticism is completely refuted by a plain statement of the
facts which show that the amount appropriated is in excess of the
amount expended in the revenue-cutter service during the last fiscal

ear. The expenditures for the year ending June 30, 1876, were

2,000, and the appropriations for the year ending June 30, 1877,
£574,801, the latter exceeding the former more than $50,000.

Next as to the amount given to continue the Signal Service. This
service cost last year nearly a million dollars. 1t has grown to be
an immense Burean in its workings, and we think is extravagantly
conducted. It draws its resources from three appmopriation bills, the
legislative, the army, and the sundry civil, and aggregates, as stated,
£1,000,000. We are advised that the Western Union Telegraph Com-
pany can perform the same service with equal satisfaction to the
public for one-half the money, and that the company is willing to
undertake it at that reduetion. This we understand is also the opin-
ion of many officers heretofore in charge of the War Department.
Our reductions, in view of this statement, have been very moderate,
amonnting to $100,000 in the general expense provided for in the sun-
dry civil bill and of only fifty enlisted men in the Army for this corps.
At some of the stations the employés numbered as high as seven,
and by careful revision of the force at the several stations this redue-
tion of fifty men will hardly be felt.

The criticism as to the mints evidently arose from want of knowl-
edge of the amounts appropriated in theseveral bills. It would have
been seen by examination that the amount appropriated for running
the mints and assay offices was fully up to the necessities of the
country, even taking into consideration the increased expense for
coining subsidiary silver recently authorized by law in substitution
of fractional currency. M

Now as to the objection urged to reductions of appropriations for
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the constraction of publie buildinﬁ throughout the country and the
building for the State, War, and Navy Departments in the city of
Washington. The policy which gnided the House was to make ap-
propriations thisyear for nobuilding the construction of which hadnof
yet been commenced, and in making appropriations for those already
begun to give a snfficient sum to finish and furnish those of smaller
size, such as the custom-house at New Orleans; the custom-house and
post-oftice at Raleigh, North Carolina; the custom-house and post-
office at Trenton, New Jersey; the custom-house amd post-office at
Port Huron, Michigan; the custom-house and post-office at Parkers-
burgh, West Virginia; the court-hounse and post-office at Lincoln, Ne-
braska, and the custom-house and post-office at Rockland, Maine, giv
ing the balance which we deemed wise to appropriate in a moderate
degree to the larger structures, so as to go on with the work slowly.
The appropriation is two millions less than last year, when the ap-
propriations for public buildings, new and old, were unusually extrav-
agant.

82: to the appropriation for new strncture for the State, War, and
Navy Departments in the city of Washington, it was under the same
rule. The expenditures for this structure are made an exception, all

. the others being under the Supervising Architect of the Treasury De-
Eartmeut, while this is under an engineer of the Army, General O. E.

abeock. i

For the repairs and preservation of the navy-fyards we gave $100,000
against §500,000 last year. We deemed that for the legitimate pur-
poses of repairs proper at the different navy-yards and stations and
the preservation of the same $100,000 is adequate, and believed the
half million heretofore given was diverted to other purposes not prop-
erly chargeable to this particular service.

1;1’1 reference to armories and arsenals the reductions, except in one
or two instances of no small amount, were those recommended by the
late Secretary of War, Mr. Taft, in his communication to Congress
revising the estimates of his predecessor.

In regard to the judicial expenses of the Government, reduction
was made upon the recommendation of the Committee on Expendi-
tures in the Department of Justice, and justified after thorough in-
vestigation by exposure of the most outrageous frauds upon the Gov-

ernment, trated by marshals and other United States officers,
the most %ﬂmt of which were in the States of Arkansas and North
Carolina. The justice and propriety of this redunction are undonbted.

The action of the committee concerning surveys of the public
lands was taken after full conference with members on both sides of
the House, representing western districts, as well as with Delegates
from the Territoriés. The gentleman from Minnesota, [Mr. DUN-
NELL,] when the bill came up first for consideration, used the follow
ing language:

There are many tl:inpl in this appropriation bill referring to the d\:nhliu lands
which meet my approval. I beliove that we have apy]':;priated & mu laﬁr sum
of money in years past for the survey of the Iublic s than was needed, and I
bave said to members of the Committee on Appropriations that I believed there
eould be retrenchment and a saving of moneg in this direction at the present time,
and while I represent a western land State, I am very free to say that we may ap-
propriate no more than is in this bill with a vurymgaod reason for the present year.
th?i[sdrc;‘:im:tl::lieva that a single State or a single Territory will suffer pmﬁealfy by

notion.

It is only necessary for me to add the further fact, that there are
ng::d 1&%,000,000 acres of the public domain surveyed and undis-
P of.

The President further complained that we had impaired the efii-
ciency of the light-houseservice. Reference to figuresshows the com-

rlaint to be without foundation. The appropriation last year was
§1,999,000 and for this year $2,018,600, the appropriation for this year
being nearly $20,000 over that of last year.

Appropriations for light-houses, beacons, and fog-lights were made
after consultation with the proper officer having that service in
charge and we gave a sum sufficient, as we were advised, for all that
was absolutely n during the fiscal year. There were some
_which were desirable for which we did not make appropriation, but
they were not such as we thought to be demanded now.

At‘Bpmpriatinna for the District of Columbia are generally included
in this act, and I need not stop to give the reasons why we sought to
be cautious in whatever we did. Past experience has shown such
profligacy in the management of the atfairs of this District that com-
mon justice to the people required we should surround all our ap-
propriations with every possible safeguard.

e anthorized an advance from the Treasury of the United States
of the money necessary to meet the interest on the public debt of the
Distriet for the entire fiscal year; thus preventing any default of
prompt payment like that which has heretofore occurred, although
a portion of the dobt had been reported by a committee of this House
to have been illegally contracted.

We also appropriated for the various charities and charitable in-
stitutions within the District; anthorized the repaving of Pennsyl-
vania avenue, a proporfionate share of the expense to be horne by
the Government; provided for the anment of one-half of the ex-
pense of the police and board of health; and, besides, allowed the gov-
ernment of the Distriet to increase the temporary debt to the extent
of over $400,000, so that no embarrassment should or is likely to
oceur. The appropriations for the year ending June 30, 1375,
amounted to §2,962,251.11, almost all of which was exelusively for
the benefit of the people of the District. The amount appropriated
for the year ending June 30, 1876, was $1,865,136.43.

The implied statement by the President that the aggregate appro-
priations of the sundry eivil bill are in amounnt not more than 65 per
cent. of those heretofore made should command approbation rather
than censure. t

For life-saving and life-boatstations ourappropriationgarein excess
of those madelast year. We gave this year ,460, while the amount
appropriated last year was %231,580. Surely we cannot be charged
with injuring this humane service of the Government when we have
in this democratic House appropriated more than was appropriated
by the previous republican House. :

The appropriation for public printing and binding we reduce
largely on the recommendation of the Committee on Printing of this
House, which established the fact of abuse and extravagance
in the administration of that Office. The amount asked for the cur-
rent year was $2,206,056.56. The amount given last year was $1,665,-
507.66. The amount allowed this year, under advice of the Commit-
tee on Printing, is $1,133,737.50, about half a million dollars less than
the appropriation last year. The reportof this committee, to which
I have alluded, clearly establishes the fact that this sum should have
been sufficient to have done the work last year if the proper prices
had been paid for material and the running expense had been right-
fully adjusted,

For the support of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol-
diers we gave the exact amount asked, §668,733.44.

The appropriations for thesundry civilexpenses of the Government
for the year ending June 30, 1868, were $5,307,191.38. In 1870 they had
crept up to §9,976,223.81, In 1872 they further advanced to §24,161,-
773.86. Fitml’ly, in 1874, they réached thejenormous amount of $32,-
186,129, In 1875, when the distress in the conntry became so preva-
lent it could nolonger pass nnheeded, even in a republican House of
Representatives, we find there was a small reduction from $32,186,129
to $27,000,744.81 ; in 1876, to §26,644,350. We have reduced the sun-
dry civil expenses this year below the appropriation of last year $10,-
441,780.01 apg;opriati:ﬁ only about one-half the amount appropri-
ated in 1574, being a reduction of about $16,000,000.

MILITARY ACADEMY.

Appmfriationa last year, $364,740; Department estimates for year
ending June 30, 1877, $437,470 ; amount recommended by House Com-
mittee on Appropriations, $231,241; amount passed the House, $259,-
231 ; Senate committee recommended §308,841 ; Senate passed $308,-
841; thelaw as finally enacted, $200,065.

There was in confroversy between the two Houses the question of
compensation to professors at West Point. The House deemed that
in some instances, being over $6,000 per annum, they were higher
than for similarservices in eivil lifa,espacially when we take into con-
sideration the fact that these ‘i)rofessors without encountering any of
the privations, hardships, and dangers of Army life are when the
reach a condition of impaired uaefnﬁmss placed upon the retired ].I.B‘E;
and receive three-quarters of their pay at the time they are retired.
The Senate demanded the question of thisreduction should be remitted
to the commission created to inquire into the re-organization of the
Army, and the House was compelled to accede thereto.

RIVER AXD HARBOR BILL.

River and harbor appropriations last year, $6,643,5617.50 ; Depart-
ment estimates for year ending June 30, 1877, $14,301,100 ; amount
recommended by Honse Committee on Appropriations, $5,872,850;
amount passed the House, $5,872,850; Senate committee recom-
mended &,993,000; Senate passed $5,000,000; the law as finally en-
acted, $5,000,000. .

This bill was not made up by the Committee on Approgriations, and
therefore I have not that fnll knowledge which would warrant me
in speaking of its details in comparison with previous bills with the
same certainty that I am able to do concerning the eleven other ap-
propriation bills. It is, however, a large reduction upon the amount
appropriated last year for the same pu and an immense reduc-
tion, as will be seen by the foregoing E , upon the estimates of
the Department.

INDIAN BILL. :

Appropriations last year, §5,360,654.55; Department estimates for

ear ending June 30, 1877, $5,787,095.60; amount recommended by
ouse Committee on A]épmpriatwns, $3,905,771.27; amount passed
the House, §3,979,602,11; Senate committeerecommended $5,206,861.27;
Senate passed $4,958,361.27 ; the law as finally enacted, $4,670,117.02.

The principal disagreement between the two Houses related to the
tragsfer of the Indian Burean from the Interior to the War Depart-
ment. The House believed that the management of Indian affairs
could be more economically and efficiently inistered b{ Army of-
ficers already under pay than by civil officers, under whom had grown
up a wide-spread system of peculation upon the Indian, as well as upon
the Government. One of the grounds which induced the Indian to
go to war against the white man was that treaty stipulations in ref-
erence to the delivery of subsistence and other supplies were not
faithfully fulfilled. An Army officer holding a life position depend-
ent upon integrity and 1 behavior, and with a strong desire for
promotion, which can only oceur upon the active and faithful dis-
charge of his duties, is more likely to execute the promises of the
Government toward the Indian than the civil officer who comes in
and out with every change of Administration. And the present
double-headed system of dispensing subsistence and supplies to the
Indians through the agency of civil officers, while restraining and
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keeping them at peace by the military arm, has been proved by long
experience to be not only enormously expensive, but without any
adequate beneficial results either to the Indians or to the Govern-
ment. The hand that feeds should be the hand to punish in case of
wrong-doing. Viewed as an economic question, we have General
Sheridan for anthority, and almost all of the ofiicers who have come
into collision with the Indians, to show that the opinion I Lere express
is the just one. ;

There is a misconception as to the Army officer. He does not de-
sire constant warfare with the Indians, for, while he has to undergo

reat privation and hardship, he at the same time endangers his life

battle with the Indians without that honor which attaches to war-

between civilized nations. Indeed, of all the peoplein the world,

the Army officer has less to gain and more to lose by Indian hostilities
than any other of our citizens.

The House authorized the transfer in the Indian apl?mpri.atiottl) bill,
having previously passed a separate proposition on the same subject,
whichgvyna t.mnstynitted to thg Sena.tl?e mha 25th of April last, but
which the Senate never took up for consideration or discussion. In-
cidentally, however, they did discuss the clause in the Indian bill,
and voted it down, npon the %rvumnd that it was a change of law
upon an appropriation bill. We think the country had a right to
expect from the Senate more consideration of this subject, and the
House only yielded at last, when longer persistence would result in
unlimited extension of the session without corresponding good.

The mismanagement now existing, althongh unfortunate, is well
illustrated by the faet that the hostile Sioux are armed with better
weapons than the troops put into the field against them. Af this
very session we have been compelled to pass a law prohibiting the
Indian agents from further supplying to these hostile Indians im-
proved arms and ammunition. Idoubt neither the propriety nor the
absolute necessity of the proposed transfer, and only t to say the

position has been defeated in the Senate more by indirection than
g;oopan opposition. ' it

Let me pause for a moment to state a fact which carries with it its
own commentary. While there are in the Army 26,000 men, 15,000 of
them in the Military Division of the Missouri, embracing the whole
Black Hills country where the recent fights and massacres occurred,
General Terry and General Crook bave been left urtfil lately to resist
the combined hostile Indians under Sitting Bull with a force of less
than three thousand men. We are now asked to add to the Army
twenty-five hundred cavalry, when it must be apparent to the most
casual observer that such addition isentirely unnecessary if the force
was taken from where it is of no service whatever and transferred to
where it is needed to win success to our arms.

I yet hope for the transfer at the next session. We have made re-
ductions, even under its present inefficient management, of §700,000 or

thereabouts. )
CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL.

Appropriations last year, 31,374,985 ; Department estimates for year
enr.l{::pg June 30, 1877, $1,352,485; amount recommended by Honse
Committee on Appropriations, §922,847.50 ; amount passed the House,
$912,747.50; Senate committee recommended §1,341,647.50; Senate
passed §1,341,647.50; the law as finally enacted, $1,158,579.50.

The House held that our diplomatic service was conduncted with
unnecessary expense and that the salaries paid to foreign minisfers
were excessive when contrasted with the salaries paid to other gov-
ernmental officials, while at the same time officers of the highest
diplomatic rank were accredited to governments where chargés
d’affaires with greatly reduced salaries would be equally efficient.
The truth is that all important matters in controversy between this
and fomigu governments are to-day directly negotiated and adjusted
through by the State Department at Washington, and therefore in
many cases the position of forcign minister is little more than a costly
sinecure, Under what is known as the Orth bill, the salaries of these
officers were increased, and that increase in a measure we have taken

It must not be forgotten that our ministers abroad are not valnable
for any service they render to our commeree, but that, on the con-
trary, it is our consular system which is bronght into direet contact
with the American shipping, and therefore we would like to seo that
thorongh revision of the consnlar system which will secure itsim-
provement and greater efficiency.

The claim becaunse the consular system is not only self-supporting,
but has an excess over receipts from the payment of fees, that there-
fore all the money received should be expended in the serviee, is
abount as just as to claim that the enstomsrevenue and the internal
revenne beeanse of receipts beyond expenditures should likewise be
administered with extravagance.

We have not secured the reductiens we sought, and which we be-
lieved to be proper, but we have at least accomplished enough fo re-
ward us for the effort.

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL.
Appm&lriat.ions last year, $18,902,236.99; Department estimates for
ear ending June 30, 1877, $20,836,307; amount recommended by
ouse Committee on Appropriations, $13,009,807.61; amount passed
the House, $12,998,815.61; Senate committee recommended, $16,606,858;
Senate passed, $16,635,333; the law as finally enacted, $15,373,960,
The great struggle of the session took place on this bill. I have

already spoken of our plan of reduction, both as to the force and the
salary of Government employés. The House songht to reduee both,
while the SBenate, with equal tenacity, resisted reduction either of
force or salary. The result of the controversy is that while we rec-
ommended twelve hundred and twelve reduction of clerks and em-
ployés, they have yielded but seven hundred and sixty-five, who are
to goont of office on the 10th day of October. We agreed to make
this reduction ual, one-third on the 10th of SBeptember, one-third
on the 10th of October, and one-third on the 10th of November; but
the Secretary of Treasury requested we should change it in the man-
ner in which it has been finally agreed to, to wit, that the entire re-
duction shall take place on the 10th of October.

The House incorporated in this bill a clanse repealing the increase
of the salary of the President from $25,000 to 85&%?)0 a year, provid-
ing that on and after the 4th d.ag of March, 1877, the salary of the
President of the United States should be $25,000 per annum. The
House saw nothing wrong in this, since both Houses of Congress at
this session had passed a bill on the same subject to the same effect.
The bill originated in the Senate and was returned to that body
vetoed by the President. This salary was doubled when the salaries
of Senators and Representatives were increased, and it was equally
condemned by the people. The salaries of Senators and Representa-
tives were restored to 85,000, but the Constitution intervened to Ere-
vent any reduction of the President’s salary from §50,000 a year dur-
ing his term of office. Therefore it was that, in obedience to the will
of the people, we provided for the restoration of the salary of the
President to $25,000, beginning with the expiration of the present
Eresidant-ial term. The Senate struck this clause out of the House

ill, and the House conferees, unwilling to yield on this point, re-
ferred the subject to the two Houses. e Senate still adhered, and
finally the House was compelled to yield.

This increase of the President’s salary was originally made upon
an a[;]pm riation bill which the President signed without demur,
and the House saw a fitness therefore that the repeal of the obnox-
ious increase which the people so unmistakably condemned should be
passed in a bill of a like character. When salaries are increased upon
appropriation bills, there is no hesitation, no impropriety, no injus-
tice, but everything is right and just and lawful ; but when an effort
is made to decrease salaries, and lighten the burden upon the tax-pay-
ers, then it is all wrong, and to be fought to the last extremity. I
have the sincere conviction that the people will see this matter in its
true light, and if we have gained nothing else in our retrenchment
efforts we have made a great step in advance in favor of economical
gﬁlmini]a;ration when we have attracted public attention to these cry-
ing evi

%he next point of difference was as to the compensation of Senators
and Representatives. The Houseapplied the general ruleof 10 percent.
reduction, becanse it scemed only fair when stm‘tinf out to reduce all
other salaries we should first begin with our own. The Senate refused
to yield, and the House conferees were eqnally firm, and the question
finally was remitted to the House, and the decision was similar to that
in the case of the President’s salary.

It was urged on the part of the Senate that when the salary was
reduced to $5,000 the franking privil had been aboli , and
therefore the charge npon Senators and Representatives for postage
was about equal to the proposed 10 per cent. decrease. This at the
time seemed proper to take into consideration ; but since the Hounse
was compelled to yield the Senate hasrestored the franking privilege
80 far as that body could. This action on their part certainly will
not escape criticism.

The Senate refused to reduce in any respect the salaries of the
higher departmental and burean offieers. They were willing to re-
duce the intermediate salaries—that is, of those between the higher
positions and the three classes of clerks receiving $1,400, $1,600, and
$1,800 per annunm—and on those changed only consented to a redue-
tion of 5 per cent., so that. these intermediate salaries are the only
ones which have been redoced in the Departments, under the opera-
tion of the bill as it was enacted into law. =

Another effort in favor of reduction of expenditures was made by
the House in reference to the employés and attachés of the two
Houses. These expenses have gradually grown to very large sums,
and are altogether dispro{:ortionnto to what is fairly required by the
needs of the service. Last year the Senate expenditures were
$282 276.80. The House recommended a reduction to $170,840. The
Senate committee increased this to $245,648. The bill as passed
appropriates $273,520.80. The House expenditures last year were

2,975.70. The Honse committee recommended a reduction to

5,948, which the Senate increased to $345,611.20. The bill as passed
appropriates §312,028. The Senate claimed the i ht, which has been
heretofore conceded, to have the exclusive control of the number and -
pay of their employés. The reduction therefore in the expenses of
the Senate between this and last is only a little over $5,000,
while the House have reduced their expenses $67,000. The House
were compelled to raise their expenses somewhat from the original
recommendation because of the great disparity which the Senate in-
sisted npon in fayor of the salaries of their employés.

As an illustration of how the number and salaries in the Senate and
House have increased in a few years, I herewith submit a statement,
?Irigina.lly reported from the Committee on Appropriations of the

ouse:




Comparative exhibit showing relative force and compensation of the two | Comparalive exhibit showing relative force and compensation of the two
Houses of Congress. Houses of Congress—Continued.
Estimates for 1876-"77. Appropriations for 1865, Estimates for 1876-'T7. Appropriations for 1865,

Officers and employés, Senate. Salaries. Offleers mm House— Salaries.

1
Sesrotary of the Senate............ $4,320 00
O charged with the disburse- 576 00 Private sccretary to Speaker......| $3,102 40 |-cone.nniiviinncsnnnsa)onsmnansss

e el s t-at-Arms of tz?:aﬂt;"maof 4,390 00 [.ueecenenrasaneanaaanas.| §2 160 00
ChisfClerk. .....cueveecracecannes 3,000 00 %ﬂmﬁm.

A RRE S e gelhirmaein | 2

B -} 8 3

bent.) : Messenger to Sergeant-at-Arms....| 1,440 00
Principal clerk ssssaseveans] 5,000:00 Dwrke;perufthoﬂnmo‘!llapw 2, 592 00
Principal executive clerk 3,000 00 sentatives.

Minute and journal elerk 3,000 00 |. Assistant doorkeeper....cccevuen.. 2, 592 00
ot clerk.... " g:% gg Postmt:aﬁte:&of the House of Repre- 2,592 00
............... Vi

Seven clerks, at 82,290 cach ....... 15, 540 00 Amtm!t postmaster.............. 1,800 00
Clerk of printing records 2,220 00 Fourteen mmessengers, seven at
%{"iva oilm-f s‘::::io 100 each lg: m ﬁ ‘ 51,5]?0 each, and seven at §1,200 16,900 .00

T 01 & L1 e . BACH. cccvnsernmccnnnarinssannnns
Amtkmw stationery..... 1,800 00 |- Chspm of the House of Repre- 200 00
MosSENgET - ..o . cecnvornnns snenad| 1,896 00 00 Tm ke hers, at 84,200 each. . 400 00 |.... S M e
Bpacal policeoass., 5,99 00 Buperintentieet of the folding reots S W Lo 1,600 00
CBBPIMN o5 oissas bivgns by vnasnnns 900 00 Superintendent and assistant of | 4,320 00 [.....eveneiiniienienacns]ianrananes
e an T T S e

er Oommitteson G0 .o # R0 U0 lececncsnsonscccanssneas.| 1,830 00 | Document file clerk ......cccce.a.. L R crsssssssmsssesanss]insrnnanns
g{:rlkii.o(}ummimonihim ..... %gg - E‘iv:z&enmatll.mm.... 9,000 00 T:?Tgmngm at | 3,504 00

rk to Comm on Appropria- ,752 each.

tions. ” Bix messengers, at §1,440 each..... 8,640 00 | One messenger, at | 1,740 00
Clerk to Committee on Commerce,| 2,220 00 $1,740.

1874. Twelve messengers, during session | 10,080 00 | Five messengers, at | 7,500 00
Clerk t&gommlm onthe Jodicli S,920 00 [.ccciiccinccrccrnsasnnas]enssaress n‘Cﬁngm (seven months,) a $1,500 each.
c%ﬁ'mc%mmgummm 2,920 00 |veene e TA s S e L : Iaborers, at §720 each...... 10,800 00 | Six messengers, st | 7,800 00
Telalg:;h Elpe;i-nmr. at the rate of 50000 |escsrsinaissnnibananmon | snmasaanas Seven laborers, during session of | 2 040 00 Twelve messen 4,800 00

$100 per month during session of Congress, (seven months, ) at §720 dnrinéotha session,

Gonm ad % A 2800 each per annum. at 81,200 each peran-

Arms Door] BEPET. nnm.

mrmne .............. 2 502 00 1,700 00 | Two laborers, one at $520 and one 1,737 50 | For fuel, lights, pay of | 12,000 00
Acting assistant O el L 4 T ERSR seseeSS e el at §917.50, T8, en,”

eatmstar. .o 2,100 00 1,750 00 an re-
Asssistant postmaster. ............ 2,088 00 1, 440 00 pairs, &e.
Two mail carriers, at §1,200 each..| 2 400 00 1,800 00 | One woman for attending in ladies’ - LIRS ST TR =S -
Superintendent of document-room.| 2 160 00 1, 500 00 retiring-room.
Two assistants in document-room, 2, B30 00 2,400 00 -

at §1,440 each. M o S AT R — 200, 786 T0 Tl - canhneenans B4, 408 00
%peﬂnmndmto‘! folding-room i %% g ;‘:ﬁ g

ree messengers, asassis

ant doorkeepers, at §1,500 each. ; One other valuable result accomplished is the enactment of a clause
TSIy phmmpc ML i |-, 00600 20,430 00 | i, the direetion of civil-service reform, prohibiting all officers or em-
Laborer in charge of private pas- 264 00 600 00 | ployés of the Government not appointed by the ident and con-

sage. g Ermed by the Senate from mﬂ&?: or requesting, giving to or re-
Lot I EMU I dles Tapat PR gt I syl o e ceivinlg from, any other officer or employé of the same, or other person,

TSl of m" directly or indirectly, any money, pmperg, or other thing of valune

Four assistant engineers, at $1,440 | 5,760 00 | Assistant.............| 600 00 [ for political mﬁa; and any such officer or employé doing so

Tmm a4 #1005 ench & 190 % be dism at once from the service of the United States, and

e i o e 2| 100 | i i | "0 | oo be ity o o misdemesnor,and on convicton theref aball be

I now append in tabular form a comparative recapitulation, from

/1 YRR SO 148, 068 £0 Total ............ 79,682 00 | which it will be seen that between the pg]j:ampristions of this year and
Oficers and employés Houss of Rep- last year we have made a reduction within a fraction of $30,000,000.

resentatipes. Mr. SPRINGER. Ihave made an estimate of the amount of mon

to each congressional district, and find that it would be ‘102,5&5‘%

&g‘k Oéhaﬂ'l_ﬂ Hmdiab And I have also estimated the amount which ihis would save an-

Feici e %ﬁm ursing the nually to the State of Illinois, the State which I have the honor in
(B aleek and Soummal oliek’ ‘o Fl:'rt to represent, and I find it would be §1,948,557.35, and my friend

§3,600 each. m New York‘&Mr. Cox] su, astésthat thﬁa wonldkam%unt toan :ln-

nual saving of §3,384,336.45 to the State of New York. Every gentle-

T;‘;{gﬁ;gﬁmhﬂg’,ﬁ‘;‘: ot ok | NS meresaseeslioannanan man can make the computation for his own State. Thisis a most im-

each. portant result, and when brought home to the people of each distriot

Four assistant clerks, at §2,592 each| 10,368 00 | Eleven clesks, at $1,8001 19, 800 00 | they will not fail to appreciate the fact. By the action of this House,

%% Sealstant ek 29000 each thmuﬁh the efficient services of the Committee on Appropriations,an

Right amisbnt ek inoluding 1?’230 00 | mmzr s eseseeeeeeeeee === | aual burden of $102,555.65 has been lifted from the shoulders of
ﬂmhn and assistant librariam,| = | oo the tax-payers of each con ional district.

sRi0ench. i V%080 i Mr. FOSTER. Is that the reduction on the estimates ?
cnl:h%mﬁm S‘? ;i;-?g e ogfhrmk o %103 40 | Thoe m ------------- ai| 3600 00 Mr.i fm&i That is the amount of reduction for each con-
e T oy rocmn| 1,600 00 | M ook o pesi| 1.7 00 | © Mr. RANDALL, ‘The amount s $108,565.65.

of Clerk of the House. er. Mr. FOSTER. On the estimates or appropriations?

Three messengers, including mea-| 4,320 00 |..eeeeeemneeunnennrnnnnsieninnas Mr. SPRINGER. On the appropriations actually made.
Ong et o 809,08 | leeeaiE el m o “Mr. FOSTER. _As against the estimates or appropriations?
Three assistant engineers, at §1, 7 T I e NI = Mr. RANDALL. I cannot yield further.

each. The re-appropriations in Army and sundry civil bills are added in
5 el b A B od O ssesssnssiieans ssareecees | OUE tes.

Moans ot Vaysang iS4, SaRSasaaas iaenn nian tlasmanvany E:ggt& the session, under provocation in debate, but after careful
H:?m ml: Committee of Ways{ 1,314 00 |.cc.oucerancneacanancon: 1, 800 00 ;:xsmin?tign &d close study, i m ﬁﬁoﬁ% the exp:%i-

tures o e Government con U m ,000 to -

Clerk to Committeo on Appropriar| 2,502 00 |..oveeunurensanannicslinnennnnns 000,000 without being prejudical in any degree to an efficient admin-
Messenger to Committec on Appro-| 1,314 00 | oeeemmeeeeeemeeeeseeoiloeeeennns istration of all governmental functions. At the time this was con-
lpr‘mtinm : sidered to be an e tion. Events, however, have demonstrated
El“‘tttggmlimd %“m‘?ﬁ--- the correctness of the statement. And I regret to say that in our
Cletk to Committes on PabHo Lands struggle with the Senate we have been eo:;:‘rellgd to yield to that
Clerk at Speaker's table, at 5. body to the extent of §10,500,000 from the reduetion proposed by the
per day. House committee. In another year, we hope aml believe, the Senate,

e St i)
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by the verdict of the people, will coneur with us in that regard. And
I here assert that, with a Chief Magistrate acting in harmony with
the p of the present House, a further reduction can rezu;ily be
made of $10,000,000, bringing with it no difficulties in the adminis-
tration of the Government.

These facts and figures, Mr, Speaker, k for themselves, and
need no elaboration at my hands. Upon the resnlt which they dem-
onstrate we rest our eclaim of having earnestly and faithfully dis-
charged onr duty to the people in the way which they required when
they sent us here. We have not reduced expenditures as much as
they expected ; but that we have not done so is no faunlt of ours,

One moré suggestion and I will close. I believe the real, natural,
safe, and permanent way to the resumption of specie payments is in
the reduction of the expenditures of the Government to what is needed
by an economieal administration. Human foresight, in my judgment,
cannot fix the exact hour or day when it shall take place. DBut, the
truth is self-evident, if we save 20,000,000 or $30,000,000 or £40,000,000
a year, we not only provide the means for a speedy resumption by the
establishment of a rigid economy and just expenditure, but we estab-
lish that confidence which must inevitably precede the desired result.
[Loud applause. ]

The following are the tables referred to:

COMPARATIVE RECAPITULATION.

2 &= a
| T AR Y R e
.33 -E g‘a E- i -] Q
g Bag- ] -1 23
2 £8 | 28 18 g3 E
| geg :: gs= : - .
2 Easd = a§ 5 5 %
AR~ R oA 3 o < ! A
immrsmasestassssesinsassasssansnsanneessss| 520, 533, 500 00 | $20, 533, 500 00 | §29, 533, 500 00 | $20, 533,500 00 | §29, 533, 500 00 | §29, 533, 500 00 000
Military Academ: 437, 470 00 231, 241 00 259, 231 00 308, 841 00 408, 841 00 %,065 00 W.g‘o: 740 g
and dip: -] 1,352,485 00 922, 847 50 912, 747 50 1,341,647 50 1, 341, 647 50 1, 158, 579 50 1,374, 985 00
Fortifications, &o. .| 3,406,000 00 315, 000 00 315, 000 00 315, 000 00 315, 000 00 315, 000 00 £50, 000 00
Legislative, execntive, and judicial . 20, 836,307 00 | 13,009,807 61 | 12 998 B15 61 | 16, 606, 858 00 | 16,635,338 00 | 15, 373, 960 00 18, 902, 236 99
River and barbor ................. 14,301,100 00 | 5,872,850 00 | 5,872,850 00 | 4,903,000 00 | 5 000,000 00 | 5,000,000 00 6, 643, 517 50
2,723,471 70 662, 315 07 671,486 74 240,831 27 840,831 27 BI6, 723 56 4,703,699 18
37,930,805 90 | 32, 169,100 00 | 33,739,109 00 | 37,004, B50 00 | 36, 706, 550 00 | 35,473, 701 00 a7, 524, 361 00
20, E71, 666 40 | 12, 808 655 40 | 12, 432 855 40 | 16,167,855 40 | 14,857, €35 40 | 12, 740, 355 40 17, 001, 006 40
5, 787, 995 60 3,905, T11 70 3,079,602 11 5, 206, B61 27 4,058, 361 27 4,670,117 02 5,360, 554 55
33,348 748 50 | 23,155 077 12 | 23,179, 819 52 | 27, 715,697 20 | 27,715 677 20 | 95,987,167 90 27,933, 830 00
32,560,475 20 | 14,626,951 74 | 14,857,326 54 | 18,501,601 24 | 19,956,496 09 | 16,357,005 47 | 96, 644,350 09
203, 099, 025 48 | 137, 233, 155 71 | 138, 752, 343 42 | 158, 626, 722 88 | 158, 260, 598 63 | 147, 719,074 85 177,663,327 71
Reductions in Appropriations. APEENDIX.
Statement showing in brigf synopsis instances of independent legislation
Object. _ From estimates. m“"l::f'_m"" upon appropriation laws duriny the last ten years, referved to by date and
title of law.
1866.
= HOUSE COMMITTEE REDUCTIONS. e LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL.

e 466, 1. Directing the manner of disbursement of the unexpended balance of $250,000
Military Academy..... .g g % 153%' :g g apg}v_prlated%:y act of March, 1865, for compensation of temporary clerks and for
Fortifi ¥ 3 091: 000 00 535,000 00 additional compensation to clerks in the Treasury Department.

mmaia;ﬁ;é.';idju i 7,896 499 3 5,809 499 38 2. Fixes the number and pay of force in the office of the assistant treasurer in
Riverand harbor ..........ooooiiiiiinnn. %ﬂ.ﬁ- ?g gg a E{l" g "1’2 3. Authorizes the Secrotary of the Treasury to remove the whole or any portion
5 750, 606 99 5335 959 00 | OF the machinery at the branch mints at New Orleans, Charlotte, and Dahlonega to
8 083: 011 00 4‘ 102 351 00 such other branch mints as may require the same, or to discontinue the said mints
1852, 924 33 1 454 763 98 and dispose of the property belonging thereto.
10, 103, 671 38 478 759 8 4. Sections 2 and 3 increase the of the Treasurer of the United States to
S g 22 m:g’{!} 103 a5 | $6.500, and that of the Commissioner of Public Buildings, &c., to §2,500.
, 933, s izfﬁ bact.fiﬂuilli 4 mm]?ri t:flél‘xmrgnni&u J;he fol;:a I.r;; ® emntgla offices, author-
gz as follows: Priva Y, $3,500 ; nssistant secretary, $2,500; short-hand
63, 865, 869 TT 40,430,172 00 | weritor, £2,500; clerk of vos, §,000; three clerks of fon:t?e.lua and a steward,
at §2,000, the latter to have the custody of all the public property in-the Presi-
dent's House, and give a bond in such sum as the tary of the Interior may
Ohject. From estimates. | Fromlast year. | deem sufficient.
6. Section 6 increases the pay of female clerks and counters from $720 to £000.
7. Section 7 continues in force the provisions of the legislative act appropriating,
BOURE REDUCTIONS for tg:ym ending June 30, 1865, 20 per cent. additi to the pay oPoermin er-
1§ SRR Y Y CTT B VL, cnsesasemdacsansa 466, 500 00 | PIOFES- ;
% i 8. Section 8 authorizes the Secretary of the Navy to int in the different Bu-
Consaiac and diplomatio.er--- oo o7 sa|  ioa sy o | reausof his Department forty throo clerks of various clsees. | ¥
- e gl e A e 3, 091, 000 00 535,000 0o | 9 Section 9 provides for a continuance of increased compensation of inspectors of
Legislative, executive, and judicial. A 7,837,491 39 5,003, 421 38 | customs in certain ports, in conformity to act of April 29, 1864.
River and harbor & 423, 250 00 770, 667 50 10, Section 10 erscnlms the manner of adjustment of acecounts of Stewnart
Deficienies. .. 2 051, 084 96 4,032 212 44 !’.}w%nn,en;oﬁ?tilégg by the authority of thelegislative act providing for the year end-
4,200, 606 99 4,145,209 00 | 105 STA0 L
e e R 1. Section 12 provides for payment of the informers’ moioties, &e., 1
dian ?‘&’3‘ %:1, gg ;' ;’gg‘ ;:é ‘Dﬂ cases where moneys accruing to tﬁl; United Stntgam fines, &e., have ';:en erm?
ST LSS 2 e 10, 168, 928 03 4754010 48 | neously received and covered in the Treasury before said payment.
Su.ndry Ly 1 B S e SR SR e 17,703, 148 75 11, 737, 55 ARMY, .
1. Bection 4 provides for manner of obtaining supplies for the rtermaster’
Total oenneianeniimnecnaieeee i 64, 346, 863 06 35,010, 984 29 Department, and conditionally lgl;fauribeu preﬁegmoggor articles uIQMm‘-
o e e of uly 1,
; i Te 860 7 e act uly 17, and a resolution of
Ohject. Fromestimates, | From last year. | April 4, 1862, in n.;ﬁu-d to assignment of command{! troops and pay n.mil m;nntg-
ments of certain officers, and mdes that no officer in the military or naval serv-
ice in time of peace shall be dismissed except in pursnance of sentence of court-
: THIS YEAR'S LAW REDUCTIONS martial or in commutation thereof.
Pensions. .....ccc..... £466, 500 00 3. Section 6 des that the Superintendent and officers of the Military Aead-
Military Academy.... £147, 405 00 74,675 00 | emy may be selected and detailed from any arm of the serviee, and its charge and
Consular and diploma - 193, 005 50 216, 405 50 | supervision shall be under the War Department, under such officers as the Secre.
e e A v | BiET00| 835009 | & Section 7 provides for extra pay for saldiers empioged as setificers r
. ve, executive, [t 26 . es for extra pay G em as cors or laborers
Rlvar i RRar L 9,306?:10000 %%51150 in constant labor of not less than ten days, &e. ’
748 14 3, B26, 975 62 Seetion 8 i ileage of officors traveling under orders toten cents per
104 99 2,408, 707 00 | mile.
311 00 4,260, 651 00 NAVY.
%gg 1%%% I&DhmﬁmahSmhqufHaqinmwﬁmafpmmofs’eam'sm-
. and.
569 82 10, 226, 444 62 “1 Seotion mds act of May 21, 1864, apprepriating bounties for destruction
enemy’s
930 63 20,044,252 86 h%ﬂswgbe oands es that no payment of the appropriations made by this act
. 8! made

violation of the act of July 2, to preseribe an oath of office.
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4. Bection 4 repeals the act prohibiting allowance to officers in the service for
E{Ent of quarters, &eo., and all acts or parts of acts anthorizing the appointment of

ATy agenta

5. Bection 5 provides that the Secretary of the Navy may direct the time of ex-
amination of candidates for admission to the Naval Academy.

6. Section 6 abolishes office of assistant in Bureau of Ordnance.

7. Section 7 prohibits vacancy in the

8, Section B revives the ael of August 31, 1852, for surveys and reconnaissances
of such parts of Dehring's Straits, North Pacific Ocean, as are frequented by Ameri-
can ships, and directs the Secretary of the Navy to recommence surveys, &o., and
continne in the Pacific Ocean, and to use officers, rasu:h:] &e.

9. Section 9 authorizes er of appropriations for the pay of the Navy to the
uses of the contingent fund.

CONSULAR AND DIFLOMATIC.

1. Bection 2 provides for the appointment of a Second Assistant Becretary of
gtate and an examiner of claims.

2. Bection 3 provides as to the accounting for and disposition of fees collected by
certain consnls and commercial agents.

3. Section 4 provides that the ﬁm—y of an envoy extraordinary shall be only that
of a minister resident, except when appointed to a post where the United States are
now represented by an envoy extraordinary.

RIVER AND HARBOR.

1. Bections 2 and 3 instruct Secretary of Waras to application of appropriations,
as to making contracts, manner and matter of reports to Congress, as to proposals,
disbursing officers, and forbidding the latter to receive commissions, ¥ being
United S officers,) and places the appropriations at the disposal of the Secre-

tary of War.
MILITARY ACADEMY.

1. Bection 2 prohibits persons who have served in the military or naval service
in the Confederate States from receiving an appointment as cadet in the Military
or Naval Academy.

e of professor of mathematics.

POST-OFFICE.

1. Section 3 authorizes the Postmaster-General to employ sailing-vessels for the
tﬁlins :tl:oﬁmoii;he mails between the Unttadﬁhteamﬁ‘ any foreign port, to fa-
¢ BOIYV.

2. Section 4 requires the Postmaster-General to mg?rh his estimates annually to
the Secretary of the Treasury prior to the 1st day of November.

3. Bection 6 provides for manuer of notices and proposals for con-
tracts for all the Executive Departments req by law to be published in the
city of Washington, and the amount of charge to be paid for such.

INDIAN.
1. Section 2 prohibits funds belon oézh any Indian tribes under treaty relations
to be applied in manner nok au ed by such treaty, &o.

2. Section 3 pro for payment, and the manner thereof, of §500,000 for sup-
lies for the destitute Indians of the southern superintendency, and anthori ]
Jomptroller of the Treasury to take testimony as to amonnt due certain contract-

ors ué:cn principles of equity.

3. Section 4 provides who and under what conditions may be Indian traders.

SUNDEY CIVIL.

the independent treasury ; also
er which payment of the commutation-

1. SBection 2 partiall prescribes the
manner and conditioni -fund (act of
Feb 24, 1864) may be made.

2. Section 3 repeals so much of act of April 7, 1866, as provides for compensation
of revenune agent at New York. i

3. Section 4 supplies deficiency for the mail service, to the amount of §925,000,
out of the revennes of the Post-Office Department for the year ending June 30,
1868,

4. Section 5§ increases pay of certain watchmen to $000 per aunum.

5, Section 6 increases pay of Metropolitan police force §20 per month, and pre-
seribes the manner of providing such increase,

6. Bection 7 anthorizes the Secrctary of the Navy to dispose of the property
saved from the rebel steamer Florida, and to distribute the proceeds as other prige-

money.
% S:ctlon 8 gives midshipmen and acting midshipmen one ration, or comutation

therefor. An increase. i

Ga. Section 9 repeals so much of act appropriating salary for ministor resident in

reece.
0. Section 10 provides for traveling expenses of First Michigan Cavalry in the
‘Ew 1866, and subsistence at the time of muster out from the service of the United

tates.

10. Section 11 extends provisions of the act of June 22, 1860, to carry into effect
treaties between the United States and China, Japan, other countries.

1L Sections 12, 13, 14, 15, and 16 provide for payment of bounties to soldiers who
enlisted after the 19th of April, 1861, and after tho 14th of April, 1861, or their
widows, minor children, or parents, the manner of payment, and Ipmvido conditions
of circamstance under which paid, and preseribe the duty of Paymaster-General
in thoe reception, examination, settlement, and payment of said bounty to said sol.
diers, or to their widows or heirs.

12, Section 17 increases compensation of Senators, Ropresentatives, and Dele-
gates in Congress to $5,000, and fixes mileage at twenty cents per mile, and that of

the Speaker of the House at §3,000 per year.
13. Section 18 increases the com of all employés of the Senate and

House 20 per cent., to commence with the present Congress.

14. Section 19 provides for board of officers, to be appointed b&ﬁeorﬂary of War,
1o supervise the expenditore of §5,000 for the preservation of barbor of Prov-
incetown, Massachusetts,

DEFICIENCIES.

1. Section 4 construes the meaning of the fourth section of the act of March 3,
1803, and authorizes the disbursement of certain money through certain agenta
referred to in said section.

2. Section 7 directs of War to report estimates for the erection of snit-
able fire-proof buildings for the War Department.

3 Secﬂdm; 8 ngmnds the fool;rl:h mﬁundo‘ft’%]ha act of Hmioht- lﬂﬂ?, bein ":{n gt
to o for the payment OrSes ant er jost in the ce ]

ptr.ct;d States," by striking outall afterthe umx:gé‘%p:lfuym_and substituting, *that
the said [Third) Auditor shall in all cases transmit his adjustment, with all the

pers relating thereto, to the Second Comptroller, for his revision and decision
hereon, the same in all respects as is provi in the act of September 2, 1789,
the same being “an act to establish the Treasury Department.”
1867.
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL.

1. Section 2 declares the nmpa of the proviso contained in the third section of
act July 2, 1864, to embrace all suits to which the United States shall be a party in
the Court of Claima.

2. Section 3 authorizes the Secretary of War to direct a ﬁ:ﬁlml and topo-

Elmphical axE!ora.ﬁon of the Territory between the Rocky tains and the
erra Ne -

ARMTY.

1. Proviso in reference to the ownership, payment for keeping in repair, and
manper of uging the Rock Island bridge. .

2. Section 2 requires the headquarters of the General of the Army of the United
States to be at the city of Washington, and all orders and instructions relating to
military operations issued by the President or Secretary of War shall be issued
through the General of the Army, and, in case of his inability, through the next
in rank. = The General of the Army shall not be rnmovbdl suspended, or relieved
from command or assigned to duty elsewhere than at said narters, except at
his own request, withont the previoas approval of the Senate,

3. Section 3 the joiot resolution relative to the appointments to the Mili-
tary Academy of June 16, 1866.

4. Bection 5 prohibits whipping or maiming as & punishment by any pretended
civil or military authority lately in rebellion until the civil government of such
State shall have been restored and recognized.

5. Section 6 disbands all militia forces now organized in certain rebel States,
and forbids furthgg erganization, arming, or calling info the service of the same.

NAVY.

1. Section 2. Secretary of the Nav&authudmd to negotiate with the ecity of
Brooklyn for an exchange of lands in Wallabont Bay.

2. Section 3 prohibits Government officers or employés in navy-yards from re.
questing of workjng;:lm maoney for political purposes, and forbids removal on ac-
count of political opinion.

RIVERS AND HARBORS.

1. Section 2 revives previons unexpended appropriation, provides for the manner
of its expenditure, and that the Michigan City Harbor Company shall eontribute
$100,000 for the same purpose, fo wit, a harbor at that place, and provides for the
manner in which eontracts shall be made and the work shall be done, &e.

2. Bection 3 instructs § of War as to manner of inviting proposals for any
work, any material or labor, and as to security from disbursing ugn:m.

INDIAN.

Sections 2, 3, and 4 provide for the manner of paying moneys or annuities to In-
dian tribes; as to the duty of the Indian Bureau to m&:ﬂ tabular statement at
commencement of each December session, showing in detail expenditure, and to
whom paid, and for what objects, and provide for vacancies in particular cases of
Indian subagents, g

BUNDRY CIVIL.

1. Section 2 abolishes office of Commissioner of Public Buildings, and devolves
the duties upon the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army, including all
the public works of the Government in the District of Columbia not otherwise
provided taf-:; Rg;::w. and places appointment of Capitol police under the respective

8.

2. Sections 3 and 4 authorize Light-Honse Board to use unexpended balances of
appropriations for the Pacific eoast; for similar works upon the same coast, and to
purchase necessary lands in certain cases and under certain conditions, and forbids
certain su tendents of lights whose compensation as collectors of customs ex-

annum from receiving compensation as disbursing agents, &e.

3, Bection 6 s ts m&m k‘pgmm%mto ]Zw.u:um'unt appnlt_

e erk o en!

4. Bection 7 directs Clerk of House Bf'
m«t:lh oi the ten rebel States in which laws, shall be published, and the manner
and rates.

5. Section 8 autborizes of Treasury to sell at public auction certain
buildings and mﬂa belonging to the United States.

6. Section 9 the Secretary of the Interior to examine condition of pnblic
buoildings in New Mexico and report, &o.

7. Section 10 directs as to advertisements, &o., to be printed in newspapers in the
District of Columbia, and as to other printing.

8, Section 12 directs Secretary of War toincrease the pay of clerks in Springfield

ATmoTy. -

S;c.nl‘.l That the laws relating to the Army, Navy, militia, and the Marine
Corps be published in the Army and Navy Journal at such rates as are fixed by the
Secretary of State.

tatives to select newspapers in

DEFICIENCIES.

1. Section 2 transfers unexpended balance of riation for legislative ex-
penses of Nebraska for a geological survey of said g}en-fto s

2. Bections 3 and 4 fix tax on gangeable goods withdrawn from bonded warehouse
for export, and fix pay of gaugers at of NawYorkafmArEéll.lSﬁ,

3. Beection 5 construes portion of act of April 2, 1366, to authorize and require the
Secretary of thn’.h'emrylf:ipaymtal.n contractors.

4. Seclions 7, 8, 9, fix salaries of certain surveyors, clerks, and judges.
005. Seotion 11 gives notice of annulment of contract for publication of debates in

nETess,
6. Section 12 authorizes Secretary of Interior to appoint in the Pension Office
eighty clerks for two years.

1868,
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL.

t.hL Re-of ;mwﬁnﬂytheoﬂuﬁmu!mmmntﬁshm.mdw
o act o :
2. Makes Commissioner of Revenue Chief of Burean of Statistics.

2 extends provisions of section 10 of sundry civil law of 1867, concern-
for all the Executive Departments, and
place, number of newspapers in which,

i.u:g' : 18 fi tracts for printing
proposals for con

rinting the laws and treaties, providing
znd !.imge of advertisementa. x

4. Section 3 rej the act anthorizing the publication of debates in Congress,
and directs the Joint Committee on Pﬂn&ng to inyite proposals for the same.
5. Section 4 directs the manner of ad 18, &c., in the District of Colum-

bia, Maryland, and Virginia.
6. Section 5 fixes the pay of each night-watchman in the Tmsu.q Department at

”?W 6 excludes statuary, &o., property of private individuals, from the
Capitol building.
NAVY BILL.

1. Section 2 establishes number of enlisted persons in the Navy at 8,500.

2. Section3 covers in unexpended appropriations existing on the 1st of July next.

3. Section 4 directs Secretary of to state in his next Book of Estimates
balances of app ons made prior to present session of Congress for each
branch of the public service and unexpended on the 1st day of July next, stating
the amount necessary to execute contracts and pay expenses properly ¢ 1o
to such balances.

SUNDRY CIVIL BILL.

1. Section 7 covers in the moneys standing to the credit of patent fund, and re-
quiring hereafter detailed statement of expenditures.

2. SBection 8 authorizes special tax for wfﬁ?l. in Washington and Georgetown.

3. Section 9 r:ﬁnls law Tmng price of labor in Government Prinl,ﬁug Ofee,
?ndt mﬁk:.ng it the duty of the Government Printer to eontract for such labor at

ust ra
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AvGcust 14,

4. Fection 10 provides for payments to Maine and Massachusetts under the fourth

article of treaty of Washington, 9th of Aungust, 1842,
. DEFICIENCY.

1. To pay for services of the First ment of the Colorado Mounted Militia.

2. Section aobo re-imburse the city of Washington for improving the property of
the General Government, and repealing certain acts.

3. Section 3 makes it a misdemeanor for any officer of the Government to con-
traet for the erection, repair, or furnishing of any public building, or improvement

in excess of any © &pp
4. Bection 4 repeals laws a @riating for the solicitor, assistant solicitor, and
deputy solicitor of the Gwrg of Claims, and of the Assistant Attorney-General for

fiscal year ending June 30, 1869, and appropriates for two Assistant Attorneys-
General, one clerg. and two clerks of class four, for said year.

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC,
1 tion 2 forbids }:ay to diplomatic or consular officers while absent beyond

2. Section 3 provi: ?mmfgromrmﬁm' of inveices. panﬂty,waagﬂchm
prov s
&e., and conditionally dgbolishes e or clearance fees,
3. Bection 4 provides for inspection of consalar offices.
4. Section 5 provides a;ainst willful neglect of consular officers to render ac-
counta.
5. Section 6 provides that the consuls-general, respectively, shall hold but one

office, limits ex to stationery, &o.
6. Section 7 fixes salary of consnl at Bangkok, in Siam, at §3,000, and reduces
INDIAN BILL FOR 1868
1. Section 2 bes the mode of delivery of to Indians.

2. Section 5 directs Committees on Indian of each House to examine the
Choctaw and Chickasaw claim and report next session.

3. Section 6 restores the Mendocine reservation to the public lands, provides for
its survey and sale, &e. .
1869,

ABMY BILL.

1. Authorizes of War to have prepared and published the results of

the exploration mm
2. Sections 2 to 7, both inclusive. Partial reduction of the Army.
NAVY BILL.

1. Section 2. Thirty-three and one-third per cent. a day additional to ordinary
Beamen amploi;agauﬁmenmmnl-hoavm

2. Section 3 salary of secretary of Naval Academy.

3. Section 4 repeals the act that authorizes the annual enlistment of ten enlisted
apprentices for appointment as midshipmen to the Naval Academy.

DEFICIENCIES.

1. Re-organization of the labor force having in charge and general care the build-

ings ocoupied bythe'l:rmnry])apammnt.g

1870,
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL,

1. Tmportant logislation prohibitin pardon or smnesty of any claimant in the
Court of Claims from b&ingpndmisdbl% establish his standing in court, and order-
ing the dismissal of cases where jndgment shall have been rendered in the Courtof

C on other proof of loyalzﬂﬂmu therein required, and setting forth what is
conclusive evidence of former disloyalty.

internal-revenue bonded warehouses to pay to

directing

2. Requiring the p etors of

the collector salaries, &o., of storekee) or gther officers in ¢ and
the Commissioner and accounting officers of the Treasury to take steps to
law into effeet, and anthorizing the President in his on to divide States an

Territories into convenient districts.
3, Section 2 makes female clerks eligible to any of the grades known to the law.
4, Bection 3 fixes annual tion of gers, assistant messengers, labor-
ers, and watchmen.
5. Section 4 repeals all acts or resolutions granting extva compensation; repeals
varions sections of various acts.
6. Sections 5 and 6 limit and cover in appropriations and unexpended balances of
riations.
. Section 7 prohibits expenditures for any fiscal year in excess of appropriations
therefor, or any contract in excess of the same.
8. Section 9 provides for the Polaris expedition.
ARMY BILL.

1. Sections 2 to 25, inclusive, re-organization of the Army.
NAVY BILL.

" 1. Legislation on the Corliss Steam-Engine Company, to prevent payment.

2. Re-organization of the Navy.

INDIAN BILL.
* 1. Bection 2 provides how annuities may be expended.

2, Section 3 instructs the of ‘the Interior to encourageable-bedied In
dians in the habits of industry and peace, and continnes the peace commissioners as
long as the appropriation shall last; makes it their duty to supervise all expendi-
tl:lreus.::d Co prbert ditu f Indian appropriati

a i guards expenditures o o ons.

4 Seotiz: 5 repeals pxrgvhiana for paying money to minor children of Pottawato-

5. Section 8, to dicontinue one or more Indian suj tendencies.

6. Section 7, as to sale of reservation of certain Indians.

7. SBection 8, as to pr ds of same.

& Sections 9 and 10, s to certain Winnebago Indians.

9. Section 11 empowers Cherokee Indians to institute suit in certain cases.

10. Section 12, removal of Great and Little Osage Indians to permanent home in
the Indian Territory; sale of their present diminished reservation; payments in
consideration of its relinquishment and for stock, fa utensils, &o.

11, Additional section against making treaty with In tribes.

COXSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC.

1. Bection 2 anthorizes the President to have accounts of consular officers exam-

ined.

RIVER AND HARBOR.

1. Section 5, Secretary of War to detail three engineers to examine all bridges
across the Ohio River.

BUXDRY CIVIL.
1. Provisions affecting support of students in Columbian Institution for the Deaf.
and Dumb,

2. Forbidding advertisements, &c., of the Execntive Departments being pub-
lished without%vrittcn authority from the head of the Department. =

3. Becotion 3 mk?;t]:mviaion as to Light-House Board as to revenne-cutters on
the northern and o western lakes, repealing the law directing them to be laid
up, and authorizing the sale of two of them.

4. Sections 5 and 6 authorize canal commission in the city of Washington, and
&r;)vlde for the re-imbursement of the cost of the same by taxes, &o., and anthor-

certificat indebted to pay amount due by the corporation of Washing-

ton, due up to the 6th day of June, 1570,

5. Section 13 permits the extension of the Junction and Breakwater Railroad
over the iron pier at or near Lewes, Delaware.

1871
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL.
1. Altering the law in regard to furnishing extra documents by the Government

1% Mthela in regard to publishing la treaties i
W WS Or n ne
i & of tho Chief Justice and associate justices

3. Bection 3, increasing the salaries of the
and circuit judges of the United States, and prescribing duty of the latter in regard
to places of ng court.

ARMY.

1. Section 2 directs Presidentof the United States to appoint three commissioners
of claims to examine, &e., and report upon the justice, &o., of claims of citizens
who remained loyal during the war,

2. Bections 3, 4, 5, and 6 provide for the manner, &o., and makes an indefinite

iation.

E Sg:ltinn'ldimta Secretary of War to build and operate a telegraph line from
Yankton to Fort Randall, and thence to Fort Sully ; provides for the cost, rate per
mile, charges for transmision of news, &o. :

‘4. Section 8 vakles an indefinite appropriation for the same.

5. Bection 9 directs Secretary of Treasury to pay certain Pacific Railroad Com-
mm&hﬂfof the compensation doe them for services rendered or to be ren-

NAVY BILL.

1. Section 2 authorizes the Secretary of Navy to bulld a floating iron dock, at a
cost of not more than one million, and prescribes the method of receiving bids, and
that they be referred toa board of at least five officers, a majority of whom shall be
constructors and engineers, and provides for faithful performanee of contract.

2. Section &Emvidea for manner of making contracts for the Navy for sapplies

stations.

3. on 4 anthorizes the President to accept the resignation of any naval offi-
cer until the number of the grade to which such oﬂgoer ﬁl helongi:mdnmdtu
the legal nnmber, allowing one year's sea-pay conditionally.

4. Bection 5 the Medical C active enlisted men in the Navy.

5. Section 6 re-organizes the Z;‘av Corps, a&;(t‘.ive enlisted men in the Navy.

g%&:’ks 1, 12 provid $% e palaniion oF 1. 1
f 88,9, 10,11, 1 ® for the re-organization e Navy, speciall
utnahﬂwpe,mdndiuatfugthed!ﬂemnashawmumﬂmdhnm ¥

INDIAX BILL.
1. Provi a8 to right of certain mixed-blood
2 M&%tmp&mt&hﬂﬂbﬁ made for m supplies furnished In-
dians, or transportation thereon, or fer buildingsor machinery, nd 50 per cent,
of the amount due, until the accounts will have been submitted to the executive

committes of the commissioners apgotnted by the President under provision of the
fourth section of the act of April 10, 1869.
3. Section 3 prescribes the of making contracts with the Indians,

POST-OFFICE BILL.
é.. Section 4 requires bidders on certain mail-routes to send certified check with
2. Section 5 suspends the building of the bridge over the Ohio River, from Cin-
cinnati to Newport, until certain requirements shall have been complied with.
SUNDRY CIVIL BILL.

1. SBection 7 directa the proceeds of fines, penalties, &ec., heretofore incurred or
that may hereafter be incurred under the act of July 27, 1868, and the act of July
1, 1870, shall be of under the act to te the disposition of the pro-
ceeds of fines, eaﬁ.:i forfeitures in under the laws relating to the
customs, &o., A h 2, 1867.

2 8 Secretary of Interior to increase compensation of assistant
census marshals,

3. Bection 9 anthorizes President to prescribe rules for the admission of persons
into the civil service. .

DEFICIENCY.
1. Limits publication of mail contracts to one newspaper.
2. Amends pension laws.
1872,

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL.
1. Sections 2, 3, and 4, concerning printing by heads of Daﬁarfmenta, the duty of
the Congressional Printer, and the%umber ofhgong'rendom! ocuments printed.

2, Section 5 concerns proceeds of old ma tores—to .
ered in as miscellaneous ?wel ts, s he or

: P!
3. Bection 6 provides for the extension of the public grounds around the Capitol.
g. %ﬂ ml;?a' 9, 10, nﬁd‘l‘;‘.‘;lggo ditto, drlitm,psjm IR P
. tion uires the on and Georgetown etropolitan Rail
6 mm:sr:qm b cih': Second Comptroller, Regis Bnperv!.dngw
. n nereases aries tro! ter,
Architect, and judges of Court of Claims. % 2
ARMY BILL.
1. Section 2 prohibits branding of soldiers, &e.
NAVY BILL.

1. Provides for ranks of graduates of Military Academy.
2, Section 2 authorizes Secretary of the Navy to sell useless vessels and mate-
rial, and providing for the manner of the same.
CONSULAR AND DIFLOMATIC.

1. Repeal of previous law touching payment of two salaries to one officer in said
Sakrinh: .

INDIAN BILL.

1. Sections 5, 6, 7, 8, legislate u; praisement of Cherokee lands, for th
moval of the Winnebago Indiammdm rescribe rules, &c., as to thq:'m:rnna:fto:
compensation for de tions commi by Indians, and instruct as to manner
mﬂgenw reol:ind i am} ;'loo also for oﬂfm u:lvm:fval of the Ghippewablndimu of

e Saperior, provide as to manner e of land made vacant by their
moval, and appoint certain commissioners, 4 o

POST-OFFICE.

1. Legislates u the money-order system.
2. Provides fmp:i?d.lﬁon&l monthly mitnla on Pacific route.
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3, Section 5 renders it unlawful for any person who shall hereafter be appointed
an officer, &e., in any of the Departments to actas counsel, &c., for prosecuting any
claim agninst the United States pending while hie was said officer, &c , within two
years after ho had ceased to be such.

4. Bection 6 legislates for mail service between San Francisco, China, and Japan.

BUNDRY CIVIL.

- 13 Lég‘ia'latinn as to enforcement aect, &e. .

4. Legislation as to continnance of appropriations, unexpended balances, &e.

3. Legislating as to the conveyance of the real estate of the Columbian Institu-
%trm for the Deaf and Dumb; also the same as to Columbia Hospital for Lying-in
omen.
4. Establishing grades of the streets and avennes in the vicinity of the Capitol.

o "l‘ra i ;11;;"1&3: ﬁf hmi, District Lolmib“ﬁm ﬂ&w

6. nsferring men's i istriet of Colum ar,

7. Instractions to Saeremryofr{?:rmd Postmaster-G '"];:\ ning busi
between telegraph companies and Signal SBervice, and making neglect or refusal on

part of such companies finable.

8. Section 6, g;mviding for manner of settlement of ju ts by the Court of
Claims or the Supreme Court, in cases of cotton captured, abandoned, orseized.

9. Section 7, providing for adjustment of accounts of collector of port of Chicago
in case of money destroyed by fire in that city October 9 and 10. ;

DEFICIENCY.

1. Section 2, directing accounting officers to L{‘uy laborers, workin and me-

chanics employed between June 25, 1868, and the 19th day of May, 1869, without re-

duetion on account of hours of labor, &e.

2 Bection 3, constitnting citizens born in the Territory of Oregon citizens of the
TUnited States in the same manner as if born elsewhere in the United States.

4. Section 5, directing Secretary of Treasury to pay lawful owners of cotton seized
unlawfully by the agents of the Government after the 30th day of June, 1865, the
net proceeds of the sales of said cotton, withont interest, and providing for the

manner thereof, X

1873.
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL BILL.

1. Inerease of salary of the President, Vice-President, Jluﬂuw of Supreme
Court, Cabinet officers, Assistant Secretaries, Speaker of the House, Senators,
Representatives and Delegates, and officers of the Senate and House.

2. Fixing maximum pay of collectors of internal revenne at §4,500.

3. Prohibiting members or officers of territorial ]tig‘lgllmru from receiving

tates.

other ?ay than that provided by the laws of the Uni

4. Limiting printing for Territories, §4,000.
* 5. Limiting period of session to forty days.

6. Section 2, directing Secretary of ury to withhold payment from certain
railroad companies.

7. Section 3, increasing salary of Snpervising Architect, Commissioners, Solici-
tors, Assistant Postmasters-General, and others.
8. Section 4, directing Attorney-General to institute suit against the Union Pa-
cific Railroad.
ABMY BILL.

1. Asto old uniforms; manner of 1 of snch.
2. National military cemeteries ; head-stones for same,
NAVY BILL.

1. As to rank of engineer officers gradnated at the Naval Academy.

2. Seotion 2, as to prize cases.

3. Section 3, as to retired officers. _Ias
INDIAN BILL.

i:‘ Authorizing Secretary of Interior to sell trust bonds of the Pottawatomie In-

08,

2, Prohibiting traders from selling arms in any district occupied by hostile In.
:!ihSaclion 2, authorizing Secretary of Interior to sell trust bonds of the Ottawa
dians.

4. Section 3, suspending anthority to sell bonds of Choctaw Indians.
5. Section 4, setting apart frem fumds belonging to Cherokee Nation $100,000.
6. Section 5, respecting sale of lands bel-ong‘in% to Kickapoo Indians of Kansas.
7. Section 6, providing for Indian inspectors and their duties, and abolishing cer-
tain superintendenciea,
8. Section 7, prescribing the manner of issue of supplies.
POST-OFFICE BILL.

f1, Authorizing Postmaster-General to re-adjist compensation for transportation
of mails.

SUNDRY CIVIL BILL.

1. Authorizing sale of marine hospital at New Orleans, Lonisiana.
2. Bection 1 amends laws relating to customs, commerce, and navigation, to ex-

teg.d ;hi'll:] rizin Am of Interior fo hase 687 and oining
uthorizing tary nterior ure. nares and 688 adj
Capitol building aud sell old material. R A%
4. Sectious 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, providing for assistant treasurers at Chicago and Cin-
cinnati, and other pertinent matter.

1874,
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL BILL,
1. Repeals 8o much of the act as makes the Public Printer's election by Senate.
2. Discontinues publication of laws in newspapers. ¥
3. Section 2 enacts that officers of the United States courts shall reside perma-
nently at the place of official duty.
4. éotion 3, restricting eivil officers in receipt of compensation.
5. Section 4 mﬁ:ln!zaa national loan foree and fixes pay.
6. Bection 5, provision respecting unexpended balances.
ARMY BILL, °
1. Bection 2, respecting balances of appropriations.
INDIAN BILL. ]
1. Sections 2,3, 4,5, 6, 7, 8 9, 10, 11, 12, 98 to Indian management and disburse-
went of appropriations, making of contracts, &e.
POST-OFFICE BILL.
1, Sections 4 to 13, both inclusive, revise postal laws.

BUNDRY CIVIL BILL.

1. Guarding and directing $1,300,000 for the District, and directing the commis-
aioae;s tt;rtl',am for the workingmen by retaining from the several contractors the
sum due them.

#. Enacting as to the appropriations for charitable purposes, manner of payment,

- agy Declaring northern part of Woodlawn cemetery, New York, a national ceme-

4. Construing the second section of the Army appropriation bill of 1874.

5. Legislation on public buildings.

6. Seetion 3 directs Secretary of Treasury to inquive as to amount due Choctaw
Indians.

7. Section 4 amends sundry civil act of 1873 with respect to compensation of the
census-takers of 1860.

8. Section 6 to enable Secretary of War to carry out the provisions for relief of
the sufferers by the overflow of the Mississippi River.

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL.

1. Section 3 authorizes the a ntment of a board of engineers, for the survey of
the mouth of the Mississippi River, by the President.

1875, ;

. LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL BILL.
1¢ Berﬁmnt—»t-.&ms and Doork , limiting and prescribing compensation.
i wtde hi,t?iim' Buffalo, New York. 3 :g N

of Utah, diverting appropriation upon legislative expenses,
A Kaﬂmu:iy Military and Naval Asylum, manner of appropriation made specific.
5. Bection 2 re-organizes the national-loan force and prescribes salaries.
6. Section 3, legislation upon the manner, matter, and time of submitting esti-

ARMY BILL.

to actual traveling expenses, excepting marshals, district
attorneys, clerks of United States courts, and their deputies.

2. Prohibiting payments to railroad companies for transportation in cases of snch
companies profiting by the aid of public-land grants, &o.

3. Section 2, giving preference in contracts to American materials and labor.
ordnance stores to States and

1. Changing mil

4. Section 3, concerning issue of arms and other
Territories.
INDIAN BILL.
1. Repealing provisions of law which make payment of appropriations to North-
exg,‘b‘hayaanes a;nd A e conditional upon remo%u J
remova

or £
H:;‘Conoeming the rights of the eastern band of Chetokes Indians in North Caro-

4. Sections 2 to 14, both inclusive, as to manner of axpenditumuf-lndimsppm

priations, reservation regulations, &o.
POST-OFFICE BILL.

1. Sections 4, 5, 6, 7, concerning manner of keeping accounts, matters to go free
through mails, and looking to reductions of tures through inmosd“m of
Postmaster-General.

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL.

1. Sections 3 to 14, both inclusive, to construet jetties and anxiliary works to

form channel between South Pass, Mississippi, and the Gulf of Mexico,
SUNDRY CIVIL BILL.

1. SBecretary of War notifies Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railroad Company
to remorahi?rs. abutments, &e.

2. Chief Engineer of the Army to notify Washin, and Georgetown Railway
Cnmggmy to remove track from over Aqueduct Rock Creek.

3. Forming commission to dispose of hﬂadd&h.ta navy-yard.

4. Becretary of War detailing medical officer to report on the reported existence
of cholera in ;.(leoo. .

5. Section 3, providing for the redistribution of the national-bank currency, as

per act of June 20, 1874

6. on 4, authori President to appoint board to test iron and steel.

& 5"’3{%"“"‘“”’%% Muﬂ:ith Revised Statutes, prescribing time of

8. on 6, on 23 ® P
holding elmmogx ‘or members of Con,

9. Section 7, pay of disc| clerks one month.

10. Section 8, to protect offi in their official acts,

11. Section 9, concerning the printing and distribution of the Revised Statutes.

1h o 1] A e Rty o T i Do e o

13. , an manner
taining bonds for the smking fund.

14. Section 12, making it the doty of the Commissioner of Patents to furnish free
of cost one eopy of the d volumes of specifications, &c., of patents to each of
the Executive Departments.

DEFICIENCY.

1. Directing certain action of the board of andit of the District of Columbia.
2 Authuri:ingbeSe:fmtaty of Interior to sell United States stocks held in trust for

the Kickapoo tri
* Beetim, aurhorhi.nlg Postmaster-General to perform certain dnties,
I;d‘.: Sections 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, on various subjects, three last being on
ian matters.

Mr. FOSTER obtained the floor.

Mr. WILLIS. I ask the gentleman to yield to me to submit a res-
olution for reference,

Mr. FOSTER. I yield to the gentleman,

BCHOOL SYSTEM OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Mr. WILLIS, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso-
lution ; which was referred to the Committee for the Distriet of Colum-
bia, and ordered fo be printed in the RECORD : :

‘Whereas it is the duty of Congress to provide for such an tion of the
public schools of the District of Columbia as shall more effec y promote the
mmmednuﬁun;whema uent changes in the rules and manage-
ment be avoided ; and whereas it is alleged that such purposes are not at
present snbserved: Therefore,

Resolved, That the Committee for the District of Columbia be instructed to re-

rt at thmenhg of the next session of Congress a bill for the permanent organ-

tion of schools, and to prevent unnecessary changes before that time that
the commissioners of the District be requested to take such measures as may be’
necessary to prevent any changes being mado or carried into effect in the hy-laws
and r ti of the schools, text-books, and teachers as the same were in force
or employed at the close of the schools in June last until action shall have been
taken by Congress on the report of said committee, except in case of resignations
of teachers or organization of new schools or when the commissioners shall be con-
vinced from personal knowledge that changes of teachers are imperatively re-

quired.
Resolved, her, That said committee ingnire whether the present bvard of trust-
ees is 1 ﬂyorgautzedmdconstltutaﬂ; into the acts of said board ; also into
guuhres,lboth as to character and amount, made or incurred in earrying
00

the expen
the present system into operation, and report thereupon.
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INCREASE OF CAVALRY FORCE.

Mr. BANNING. I ask unanimous consent to make a report of a
bill from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred
the message of the President in regard to recrnifing additional men
for the Indian service. :

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill.

Mr. RANDALL. I reserve points of order until I hear the hill

read.
The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, as follows:

A bill to increase the efficiency of the cavalry force in the suppression of the Sioux
Indian hostilities. .

‘Whereas iwsn' with the Siouhx }a&djiaua noo}v revails ; and whamt:athin the conduct
of this war it is necessary to the efficiency cavalry regiments therein engaged
that their effective foree shall be in : Thy

Be it enacted, dc., That the President of the United States be, and heis hereby,
empowered to increase the number of enlisted men to one red for each com-

vy of such regiments of cavalry as may be employed in the existing Indian hos-
ml“ﬂumduin his opinion may require the same : Provided, That not more than
twenty-five hundred enlisted men shall thus be added at any one time to the 25,000
anthorized by the act approved July 24, 1876, mnkjnylgﬁs;?pmpriaﬁons for the sup-
port of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, ¥

Mr. COX, (intemgtiiﬁ the reading of the bill.) I object to that.

Mr. RANDALL. for the regular order.
LEAVE OF ABSENCE.
Mr. RUSK. Irise toa personal matter. I ask leave of absence for

the remainder of the session, on account of sickness in my family.
There was no objection, and leave of absence was granted.

ANDREW EVARTS.

Mr. RUSK. I have charge of a bill for the present Speaker and
had promised to call it up. It is to pension a soldier in his district.
Before I leave I ask unanimouns consent to take that bill from the
Speaker’s table and put it upon its passage.

Mr. COX. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Rusk] has got
leave of absence during the rest of the session.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. EDEX in the chair.) While the
gentleman is present, he is entitled to make this request of the House.

There being no objection, the bill (8. No. 897) granting a pension
to Andrew Evarts was taken from the Speaker’s table and read a
firgt and second time.

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs the Secre of the
Interior to place upon the pension-rolls, subject to the El‘n:mr'mmns and
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew Evarts, private
Company B, Fourth Ohio Volunteers, at the rate of §3 per month from
and after the pa of this act.

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read
the third time, and passed,

ENROLLED BILLS SBIGNED.

Mr. POPPLETON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re d
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills and
a joint resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker pro fem-
pore signed the same:

An act (H. R. No. 516) for the relief of Floyd C. Babcock ;

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

An act (H. R. No. 2571) making s;;lprco{griat.im for the executive,
legislative, and judicial expenses of the Government for the year end-
ing June 30, 1877, and for other pm;{xm; and

oint resolution g:mNo. 24) providing for the postponement of the
publication of the y BeguYations.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. SAYLER.) The gentleman from
Ohio [ Mr, FosTER] is entitled to the floor.
Mr. HUNTON. The gentleman from Ohio has agreed to yield to

me.

Mr. FOSTER. I would be glad, if in my power, to yield to all the
gentlemen who have requests to make.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio eannot par-
cel ont the floor.

Mr. FOSTER. Iam advised that if I yield further I will lose the

floor.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman certainly will.
APPROPRIATIONS—ECONOMY AND REFORM.

Mr. FOSTER. Somereply is needed to the ingenions misstatements
made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations.

Mr. RAND . I'will be glad to hear the gentleman do so.

Mr. FOSTER. Like the gentleman from Pennsylvania, I desire to
go on without interruption.

Mr. 8 er, my purpose in addressing the House at this time is fo
show what has been done by the House in the line of economy and
reform. So much has been falsely claimed by the democratic side as
to render a fair statement necessary.

‘The minority of the Committee on AEpmpriations, supported by the
minority of the House, entered upon their duties with the full deter-
mination of aiding the majority in making every possible reduction
and postponement in the expenditures. We fully realized and ap-

preciated the demand of the country for economy, and were therefore
prepared to join hands with any party in Congress to provide proper
measures of economy that would not eripple the Government or cause
friction in the workings of the Government machinery.

‘While the people of the country have rightly demanded economy at
the hands of their representatives, they do not ask nor will they lon
permit the real functions of government fo be impaired or weaken
either at home or abroad.

Since the culmination of expenditures in 1866 a steady, prudent,
and entirely safe reduction in the expenses of the Government .year
by year has been the policy of the republican party. The precedent
thus set should have been maintained until the expenditures had
reached their lowest possible limit.

‘We were willing to admit that in the reduction of salaries and the
number of employés an oi)\position House could be more thorough
than one in accord with the Administration. We, therefore, recog-
nizin‘%this fact, determined fo obtain all that might be poaaih!le from
it. We believed that reductions and postponements might safeli;;):
made ting a sum of from fifteen to twenty millions of dollars.
We now believe, after having thoroughly examined the subject, that
reductions and postponements of expenditures for the present fiscal
year could properly be made to the full extent of §20,000,000 without
serionsly impairing the administration of the Government. We have
not been able fo agree in many instances with the bills as reported,
End have tried to indicate our objections by amendments in the

ouse.

For myself, I believe that the appropriations as proposed by the
House would have, in many cases, caused serious embarrassment to the
Government and that the appropriations as finally agreed upon will
have to be angglemnnted by increased appropriations when we meet
next session. fact I am corroborated in this statement by the chair-
man of the committee himself, who, in order to carry his point when
all other argnments failed him, has repeatedly stated on this floor that
if the amount of appropriations then pending was not sufficient we
would be here next session when a further appropriation might be
made if it was found n . He hassnggested to officers cEnrged
with the administration of the Government when refusing to appro-
priate the sum they deemed absolutely necessary, that it wo tf, be
made right next session. I make the prediction now that further ap-
propriations aggreg;ing millions of dollars will be made at the next
session to defray expenses of the Government for the present
fiscal year. 3

FINANCIAL COSDITION OF THE TREASURY.

No great financial embarrassment of the Government was or isim-
pending to in any degree warrant the postponement and withholding
of any needful or necessary appropriation.

On the scale of expenditures of the past two years onr revenues
have been ample for the discharge of every liability of the Govern-
ment, including the sinking fund, as the following letter from Assist-
ant Secretary Conant fully discloses:

TrEASURY DEPARTMENT, July 21, 1816,

My DeAR Sik: In compliance with your verbal request I have the honor to in-
form you that—
The amount required for the sinking fund for the fiscal year ending
B B B e
During that 6 'Far cent. 5.20 bonds were redesmed and paid for
from cash in the Treasury 1o the amonntof ................. ...
In addition to which, under the provisions of the specie-resumption
act of January, 1835, §6,223,420 in legal-tenders were retired, mak-
it?:ﬁt a total Eaﬁlzmpﬂon of the debt on sinking-fund account during
L P e S e S N e R
The agtimmd amount to be applied to the sinking fund for the
On this account 6 per cent. 5.20 bonds were redeemed and paid for in
gold to $he AmONDE Of - -oer ciovsnvciivsissinsmanes pohsarctnasns
Fractional currency was redeemed and ap;;liedtn the account, un-
der the provisions of law, to the extentof......... ..............
Leﬂlbandar notes amounting to §5,999,206 were also retired dar-
ing the year.

These several items aggregate thesum of.....cveemecennnnnnnnans 31, 505, 488 09

It will be observed from the above statements that, during the fiscal year 1875,
the redemg)t.ion on the sinking-fond account was £302,265 in excess of the amount

required, but that during the year 1876 they did not reach the amount neces-
by the snum of §635,425.91.
i will add that during the last fiscal year (1876) the prineipal of the certificates

of indebtedness of 1370, issned under tge act of July, 1870, bearing interest at tho
rate of 4 per cent., amounting to $678,000, matured and were paid out of the cur-
rent revenues of the (.‘Eo?;nnr;;:itiu If f.tig: wwbwil mdi‘.;; t!.afokm st’:litj‘; lham mrl nt as a
1 per cent. payment of t! on ublic v :
Eﬁo;dti]’:- simng fund during the past two Jl’)eira would more than hamm
Va;'y truly yours,
Hon. CHARLES FOSTER, ;
House of Representatives, Washington, D. (.

Since the commencement of President Grant’s administration more
than $500,000,000 of the publie debt has been paid, thus more than
dounbling the requirements of the sinking fund. .

If a reduetion of expenses to the amount of forty millions had ob-
tained as proposed by our democratic friends, the surplus of revenue
over expenditures would have been $73,000,000 for the current year.

We have the anthority of the present Secretary of the
that the revenues for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877, may be
safely estimated as follows:

CHAS. F. CONANT.
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T e e gy S M A e s e $150, 000, 000
Internal reveNUO cocsneenecniannaa i e S S T e A 122 000,
i DO . gnesk s g sisinsasnnnsnnnnas e e vy e S A g 19, 000, 000

Total

73,000, 000

I ask our democratic friends what they proposed to do with this
large surg}!usT 'Was the purpose the creation of a fund to aid Goy-
ernor Tilden to resume S‘miﬁ payments at an earlier date than 18791
I would like a reply to this question from my soft-inoney friend from
Indi.an.nsl[Mr. HOLMAN. ]

‘Was the purpose to aid the schemes referred to by the gentleman
from Mississippi [Mr. SmGLle% early in the session, such as the
building of the Southern Pacific Railroad and the Mississippi levees
or was it to pay the many hundreds of millions of claims, bills for
which have been introduced by gentlemen from the Sonth, which
woul'd have been pressed but for the pendency of a presidential elec-
tion

If for none of these reasons, what was the purpose ¥

If you desired to relieve the people, why have you not proposed a
reduction of taxation !

Reduction of appropriations without a ecorresponding reduection of
taxes will not be appreciated by the people.

THE CREDIT DUE THE CHAIRMAK, i

The chairman of the committee claims much eredit for the industry
he has shown in the preparation and passage of his bills. I concede
to him great industry and faithfulness to the purpose he had in view.
He has carried them through the House substantially as he has re-

rted them. He has done this in spite of the known fact that but

‘ew members of his own y with him. He hasencountered
the opposition of more than one-half of his political associates from
time to time fo very many portions of these bills. I award him full
credit for his snccessful leadership, and trust in the future when he
seel;s highzt honors from his party he may be better rewarded than
in the ;
But.,m. Speaker, how were the bills made up and why the untir-
ing industry of the chairman 1
fore the committee had fairly looked inside the Book of Estimates

it was announced to the country by the chairman of the Committee | P

on %&}Jmpriationa that reductions would be made to the tune of
240,000,000, How did he know these reductions conld be made? He
did not know it then and he does not know it now. The energies of
the gentleman were exerted in making good his announcement that
the reductions would reach $40,000,000, and to this end his labors were
directed. To make his word goodim worked early and late. He was
ever unmindful of what service was to be the sufferer, nor did he seem
ever to care whether it was the soldier on land, the sailor at sea, or the
gkilled and unskilled mechanics and laborers who were to suffer.

DEPRESSION OF BUSINESS.

Times are hard, but I sometimes think much is added to the general
feeling of depression in the country by the continual croakings which
many of us are too apt to make, It is said that no one act of onrs
during the rebellion gave more hope to our friends at home and abroad
and one that caused more consternation to onr enemies than the com-

letion of the Dome on our beantiful Capitol building. Bo now, a
Ettia more cou of this sort would encourage people to throw off
the lethargy of the times and to go forward with their acenstomed
energy and enterprise. In times like these, when a whole people are
suffering and depressed, a great government like ours should be as
liberal in continuing necessary appropriations as the condition of the
Treasury will permit.

ESTIMATES.

‘We have heard a great deal, Mr. Speaker, of the extravagance of this
Administrationin the matterof theestimates. Much ill-advised talkon
thissubject has been indulged in. This matter of estimates is greatly
misunderstood. Gentlemen have stated that the estimates are the
sums asked for by an extravagant administration for the working of
the Government machinery. E?heu fact is, these estimates are made
in obedience to and in conformity with law.

Let me illustrate this matter. The estimates for the maintenance
of the Navy are made by men belonging to no party. They are offi-
cers of the Navy. The Becretary came before the committee and
said, * Gentlemen, this is your Navy, not mine.” The officers in
charge estimate that it will take about twenty-one millions to prop-
erly care for your Navy. This estimate is muge for the legal pay of
the legal number of officers and men, the maintenanece of all thenavy-
yards of the conntry, to complete as far as we can in one year the
iron-clads and other vessels of war authorized by Congress, and cer-
tain repairs of ships, together with the necessary incidental and con-
tingent expenses thereof. “Now,” he says, ““do what you please. I
will do the best I ean with the money you give me.”

8o, too, with the Secretary of Warin making estimafes for the sup-
port of the Army. These estimates are all made by Army officers;
the Government buildings under control of the War Department, to-
gether with all the river and harbor improvements and all other ex-
penses for the support of the Army, are estimated for on the basis of

existing law. They estimate that the river and harbor improvements
will cost fourteen and a half millions, and this, too, in obedience to
the mandates of law. They do not ask Congress to expend a dollar,
but their duty has been performed when they tell us the eost. Ex-

000 | amine the river and harbor bill passed this session by this House and

you will find the engineer force of the War Department is directed to
make surva?;a of rivers and harbors and canals and to make estimates
of the cost thereof, the cost of which I will venture tosay will amount
to more than $20,000,000, and the most of it I might add is for the
South. Will gentlemen claim next session when the estimates for
these works are before us that the War Department is extravagant
because they have simply performed their duty as expressly required
by this Cou&mm 7
Take up the estimates for public buildings. Is the Treasury De-
Bartment. extravagant when they send us estimates of the cost of the
uildings that Congress has ordered to be built? Is this same De-
t extravagant when they estimate what it will cost to build
ight-houses in ai

of commerce as n&nimd by Con 1
have named subjects enongh for the purpose of s!ﬂowing that our
democratic friends are greatly in error when they charge extrava-
gance upon the Departments of the Government in making up these
estimates. The fact is, once for all, they simply obey the laws which
they are sworn to execute when they give us in the detailed form of
estimates the cost of administering the Government for another year.
I will not conceal the fact that a small portion of these estimates are
matters of discretion, but I have yet to find any item of discretionary
expenditure upon which any serious charge of extravagance has been
made or can be made.

Our friends on the other side indulge in generalities and with a
t flourish of trumpets claim that the pro appropriations are
argely below the estimates. Is there anything startling or new in
that? I venture to say that never in the history of the Government
has Congress appropriated the full sum estimated for. Since my serv-
ice here I have never known an instance where the appropriations
were not largely below the estimates. The fact is the estimates are
valuable as forming a basis of action by Con, Knowing what
the full cost is, Cont;ghreas can then intelligently exercise its discretion
as to how much of the cost may be postponed. This is the light in

which intelligent men view this subject of estimates.

REDUCTIONS.

Gentlemen on the other side have had much to say of the reductions
roposed by the Honse apg:"opriation bills. They claim to have made
reductions of $64,000,000 from the estimates, and from the appropria-
tions of last year of $39,000,000. Now a very large proportion of
these sums are not reductions at all, but are simply postponément of
expenditure that must be made hereafter. In an analysis of these
bills I shall give the amount of actnal reductions and the amount
postponed, so that it can be seen exactly how much credit is due the
action of this House on the score of reduction and how much for post-
ponement.
DEMOCRATIC FIGURES.

The table of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] shows
the reduction of the appropriation bills as passed by the House
over those of last gear to &39,175,000 (but correctly footed should
be §38,631,511,) and the reduction on the estimates for this year at
$64,362,000, which when correctly footed is $64,618,727.30. 1 use this
table because it is generally megtod by the democratic party. I
shall show that the reduoctions an mements are largely over-
stated in this table. First, the reduction in the pension bill is $466,550.
That bill was passed precisely as recommended by the Pension Office,
and therefore no eredit can be due to this House for this rednetion.
It simply shows that we have reached the maximum of expenditures,
and that this year, and for the years to follow, we are on the descend-
ing scale in the amounts to be appropriated for the payment of pen-
sions. If is also claimed in this table that there is a reduction on the
deficiency bill of $4,032,212.44,

It is well known fo every gentleman here that this deficiency bill
is for items of expense for the year ending June 30, 1876, not provided
for by appropriations made by the last republican House. It is trne
that the deficiency bill for the last fisc ear was about 84,000,000
less than for the year previous. If any is to have credit for it
it is not the present democratic House of Representatives but the
republican House of last session. It does not enter into the expendi-
tures for the year ending June 30, 1877.

Then let me call attention to the fact that in nearly all the bills
passed by the House there are many re-appropriations of indefinite
snms once specifically appropriated, but by eareful management the
entire sum appropriated was not needed, and which by a wise provis-
ion of republican law would be covered back into the Treasury if not
re-appropriated. Of this class of app ations there appears in the
bills some four or five million dollars, I have not had time to ascer-
tain the precise amount, but for the present purpose will call if
$4,000,000, believing that I underestimate it. For instance, take the
ap]:ropriation for the maintenance of the disabled soldiers and sail-
ors’ homes, The estimated cost for the maintenance of these inslitn-
tions is something less than £900,000. It was ascertained that about
£550,000, being an nnexpended balance of a former appropriation
was unused. The House appropriated about $300,000, whic added
to the §550,000 above zeferred to made the necessary sum for their
support about $300,000, which will appear in the expenditures for
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the enrrent year, when in fact only about $300,000 appears in the
footings of the bill. If is needless to go over the other items of re-
appropriations. I might add, withont intending to e offensive at all
to the chairman of the committee, nor indeed to the committee itself,
that this is a dodizo, pretty sharp practice, and to the man less char-
itable than myself it wonld appear and by him be characterized as
a cheat, a delusion, and a democratic trick thus to attempt to cheat
the country as to the amount appropriated for the support of the Gov-
ernment.

Take the management of the post-office appropriation bill as an-
other illustration of sharp democratic practice, an attempt to obtain
credit where there is none. By examination you will find that in
order to make the deficiency in the post-oflice appropriation bill ap-
pear less than the estimates of the Department, the committee esti-
mated the receipts of the Post-Office Department for the current year
at ,000 more than the estimates of the Post-Office Department
itself! We should then take this $600,000 from the total sum of pro-

osed reductionsand postponementsclaimed by ourdemocratie friends.

t will also be noticed that the sum of 250,000 is appropriated for
postal mail-steamship service, whereas in the last pos ce appro-

riation bill it was §500,000. This difference of $250,000 is simply the
Eiﬂ'emnca in the requirements of law. Last year it required £500,000,
this year only $250,000 is required. No credit, therefore, is due to the
action of the House for this reduction. 2

To gain credit for economy the Hounse refused to appropriate a sin-
gle dollar for the payment of the judgmentsof the Conrt of Claims—
a direct and square repudiation of the obligations of the Govern-
ment as adjudicated by the Supreme Court of the United States for
the mere partisan purpose (as it must appear to every one) of “re-
ducing emnses.” These judgments must be paid. The Supreme
Court of United States have so adjudged, and there is no escape;
and yet a democratic House, so far as it liesin its power, have repudi-
ated these judgments thus adjudicated, and leave for a future repub-
lican Con to redeem the faith of the United States thus violated.
The sum estimated for by the Court of Claims to pay these judgments
for this year is $2,000,000. Not a dollar has been appropria

_Mr. SPRINGER. Then their payment will be postponed all the

time.

Mr. FOSTER. I watched the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
RaxpaiL] carefully, but not an allusion was made in his speech to
the payment of these claims.

Mr. RANDALL. When the bill comes up from the Senate I will
discuss it at that time.

Mr. FOSTER. Well, it is time it was discnssed before the House.
I would like to hear some defense of the action of the committee on
the subject.

Then again in order to rednce the apparent amount of appropria-
tions they make provision in the legislative bill for the support of
the mints and assay offices out of the receipts of these offices instead
of requiring the revenues from this source, as heretofore, first to be

aid into the Treasury and then appropriate such amounts as may
m time to time be necessary for their sulwport.. The snm total for
this purpose will not be less"than a half million of dollars. This sum
does not appear in the footingsof the bill, but will appear in the list
of expenditures when the account for the year is e up. It will
be found that the items to which I have called attention should be
dedncted from the table of reductions as presented by our democratic
friends. Now, in addition to the appropriations which appear in the
table mnst be added $1,500,000 for centennial purposes; §200,000 for
the erection of forts on the Yellowstone and Missouri Rivers; $200,000
toward the completion of the Washington Monument; $227,000 for
post-office at New York, and $200,000 for repaving Pennsylvania ave-
nue. I do not pretend to ennmerate the sum-total of appropriations
made by this House, but simply present the largeritems. The sum-
total of the items to which I have referred which should be deduncted
from the statement of reductions made by the gentleman from Illi-
nois [ Mr. 8PRINGER ]is about §14,177,000, thus reducing the total sum
of redunctions and tponements to about $24,500, The follow-
inq table will exhibit the exact facts in relation to this matter. It
will be seen that the boast of reducing appropriations by the sum of
£40,000,000 is made up of .an actual reduction and postponement of
$24,500,000 and the balance is wind :

Table showing what items should be deducted from the sum of reductions

claimed in the Springer table.
Amonnt of reduction as claimed by Mr. BPRINGER. ..ccueuvusznans £39, 175, 451 10
Dednat error I 838N - L. e i rnaan et n st narebenn 543, 940 00
Total correctod AMOUNE ..cccavacissvasanssnninssonsaasansnass 38, 631, 511 10
From which dednct—
Rednction claimed on pension bill.......cc. coveeenrnns $466, 500 00
Ttems in post-office -bill for which no credit far redue.
tion should be made ... 850,

Deficiency bill, (belongs to last year)..
Re-appropriations ... ... ceoeceimanannns
Indefinite ap?ropdntlum for assay offices......,......
Judgwents of Court of Claims ........

Centennial g‘Ppru riation ...
Post-oftice, New York.......
Forts in Northwest . ........

14,175,712 41
24, 166, 899 50

Now, I do not propose to detract in any way from whatever credit
is due to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] and the
House for making these large reductions and postponement. My pur-
mﬁ is simply to analyze the appropriations to state jnst what has

n done, how much is due to reductions and how much of it is due
to postponements, and how mnch of either was unwise or improper
or both, and how far the Senate has been willing to meet the House.

MILITARY ACADEMY BILL.

The reduction proposed by the House in the Military Academy bill
was $133,499, This was made first by redocing the salary of each of
the cadets $50 per annum and the salaries of the professors was re-
duced perhaps $10,000 in the aggregate. The balance of the reduc-
tion is mainly made by Postpomng gﬂ appropriation for the comple-
tion of important buildings at the academy, the most important and
expensive of which is the hospital for the care and medical treatment
of the cadets, which by law and former appropriations in accordance
therewith has been commenced and its early completion is regarded
by all of the officers in charge as of vital importance, and {hat it is
now and has been for years past demanded in the interest of human-
ity. To swell the list of reductions the progressof this essentially
important work is stopped and the cadets are denied the privilege of
hospital accommodations, thus, leaving to a future Congress to pro-
vide a sum sufficient to complete it, as well as the other necessary
buildings at the academy.

PENSION BILL.

I have already referred to the reduction of $466,500 on account of
pensions, stating that the amount appropriated was the exact sum
recommended by the Commissioner of Pensions, and that the redune-
tion was due to the fact that we are now on the descending scale on
account of pensions.

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL.

The redunctions and postponements in the consular and diplomatie
bill foot np $428,437.50. This is accomplished by reductions, first, of
the salaries of all the officers of the diplomatic service; and, second, by
the discontinnance of forty-four consulates and the rednction of the
salaries of the remaining consuls. As to the wisdom of this wholisale
reduction and withdrawal of onr representatives from foreign e)un-
tries the foture will surely give a negative answer. We levya tacon
the commerce of the conntry for the maintenance of our consular sys-
tem, and upon last year's basis, this tax more than paid all the ex-
penses of every kind for its support. The argunments madeagainst these
reductions by the two gentlemen from New York [Mr. Woob and Mr.
Hewitr] were not answered at the time they were delivered, nor have
they been answered since. I agree with them that the present is a
very inopportune time to abolish any of these commercial agencies by
which our commeree may be protected and extended.

One of the results of the depressed condition of the industries of
the conntry is that the cost of manufactured articles in this country
has been very largely reduced, thus enabling our people to export
many of our own manufactured products, which heretofore we have
been unable fo do. And now, simply to make political capital, a
democratic majority of the Hounse undertakes to economize by with-
drawing consuls (who are simply acting as aids to our commerce) from
forty-four important foreign stations and redncing the efficiency of
those on duty by a decrease of their salaries, and this, too, at the
very time when of all others in the history of our country this branch
of our foreign service should have been strengthened and increased.
This is a mockery of economy; besides, in taking the money exacted
from the commercial interests of our people and placing it in the Trea-
sury to e used for other purposes, no matter how worthy, is wholly
wron%. The implied pledge that the funds secured by this tax should
go only for the support of the consular system has been violated, and
every interest connected with the extension of our commerce and the
increase of onr exports, now so much needed, must correspondingly
suffer. If not a fraud upon our commercial interests, it is a betrayal
of trust, and is wholly inexcusable.

FORTIFICATION BILL.

The reductions, compared with last year, are $535,000, and as com-
pared with the estimates, are §3,091,000. To this reduction the minor-
ity of the committee agreed. The bill was reported to the House by
M.i. WHEELER, and the House was unanimous in passing it. But for
all this it cannot be called a reduction. It is simply a postpone-
ment. The estimates made by the War Department show that nearly
$3,500,000 is needed to be expended on the forts of the country to
make them what they ought to be. No one on the committee or in
the House objected fo the postponement; but no one ecan fail to see
that it is work which sooner later must be completed ; and therefore
it is only a postponement which must some time in the future be pro-
vided for.

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL BILL.

The reductions and postponements in this bill compared with the
appropriations of last year are $5,724,417.30, and from the estimates are
$7,5826,499.39. Twomillionsofdollarsof theseseveral amonntsare wiped
ont by the failure to appropriate the necessary payments on aceount
of judgments of the Court of Claims, a half million more by indefinite
appropriations for the mints and assay offices ; another half million
by re-appropriations; and the balance, $2,724,000, can fairly be ascribed
to reductions. Of this sum, §300,000 apply to the reductions of the
pay and salaries of members and officers of the House and Senate,
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£250,000 more to the salaries of the clerks in the varions Departments
in Washington, anglg_mbably another hundred thousand to reduec-
tions of salaries in different partsof the country. The balance is due
to the reduction of the number of the employés. Having given the
sub{ect careful attention from the beginning of the session, I have been
willing to make the reduction in numbers about 20 per cent., and I
believe that can be done with safety. The reduction proposed is
something more than 25 cent. I have been satisfied from the
start that if the House bill had been adopted the lossin the Internal
Revenue Department would have been ten times the amount which
is claimed would have been saved by reduction of force. That this
would have also been the case in other Departments—in the Pension
Office and of all the offices directly relating thereto, such as the Sec-
ond Auditor’s, Adjutant-General's, and 8 n- General’s Offices, the
reductions as proposed by the House would have caused serious delay
in the adjustment of all matters relating to pensions. This point is
now conceded by g:tlamen in charge of the bill. .

The gentleman from Pennsylvania stated in his speech to-day, if I
understood him correctly, that all of the Bureau officers of the Gov-
ernment refused to |¥'reu to the reduction in force; am I right {

hey

Mr. RANDALL. all resisted it that I came in contact with;
I think everﬁ one,
Mr. FOSTER. I call the gentleman’s attention to Mr. New, of the

Treasurer’s Office.

Mr. RANDALL. He did recommend some reductions, but not to
the extent which we desired at all.

Mr. FOSTER. I call the gentleman’s attention to the statements
he has made heretofore upon this floor that these Bureaun officers gen-
erally acceded to these rednctions, but none of them acceded to the
reductions to the extent made by the committee. I want to do the
Burean officers justice. While they have not agreed to the redue-
tions by the committee to that extent, they have in all cases
a to a reduction and they have manifested a most commendable
spirit, and I want to call the attention of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. RaNpaLL] and the attention of the Honse to the fact
that the greatest opposition that the Committee on Appropriations
encountered was from the officers of this Honse, who organized a
mutiny against it and one night came very near upsetting it.

The gentleman from Pennsylvania says that the retention of the
salaries of members was forced upon the House. It was the most
beautiful forcing I ever witne The gentleman from Pamm{é—
vania sat in his seat; I do not know where the gentleman from In-
diana [Mr. HoLMaN] was. The chairman of the Committee of Ways
and Means made his h, in which he said he was satisfied that the
Senate would resist these reductions. We tried to get the yeas and
nays, but conld not get them.

Mr. SPRINGER. ere you standing up calling for them ?

Mr. FOSTER. Waetried then to get tellers, but could not get them
and I do not know of anybody who was more satisfied with this
forced work than my friend from Illinois, [Mr. SPRINGER. ]

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman knows that I stood up both for
tellers and the yeas and nays.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not want to be inte:’ﬁ}[:ted.

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will allow me to say I was
ill and absent from the House at the time.

Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman was not here and he did not witness
that beautiful scene, nor did the distingnished gentleman from New
York, [Mr. Cox.] Buf he wounld have enjoyed it. The forcing proc-
ess gave great satisfaction to the magnates of the democratic party
who were present, and they all accepted the fowcinghwit.h great pleas-
ure. I never saw sn{thing accepted with so much pleasure as this
forcing of the House by the Senate.

[Mr. Cox here approached Mr. FosTER and addressed a private re-
mark to him.

Mr. FOSTER. In justice to the gentleman from New York I take
back the statement about him. He says he was not absent when the
forcing passed the House.

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL.

This shows a reduction of $770,667.50 over the appropriations of
Inst year, and of $8,428250 below the estimates. As our democratic
friends are claiming so much for a reduction of sixty-four millions
below the estimates, I beg to inquire of them, and I will wait for an
answer: Is it their p if they retain possession of the House to
complete the works referred to in the estimates for the riversand har-
bors of the country?

Mr. HOLMAN. For one I say it without hesitation.

Mr. FOSTER. Do you speak for the democracy ?

Mr, HOLMAN, Ispeak for myself, so far as t{wse appropriations
apply to works of national importance. I am in favor of appropri-
ating for them from year to year until the works are completed, but
as to the works of purely local concern and private enterprise, which
involves §2,000,000 in this bill— ¢

Mr. FOSTER. Cannot yon answer yes or no?

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; but I am opposed to these appropriations
for local objects.

Mr. FOSTER. Do they regard this as a reduction, postponement,
or an absolute abandonment? In my judgment a subseqlt::ut Con-

it

gress will make the appropriations, and in no sense can called a
redustion.

DEFICIENCY BILL.

The appropriations for deficiencies for thgm?rear last past made
by this FEm&c are someth'mg more than $4,000,000 less than the appro-
priations made last session for the then current year. Asbefore stated,
these appropriations apply to the year that is past and in no way
enter into the expenditures of the current year; and if any credit is

due for this reduction it is to the Aﬁpropriat.itm Committee of last

year and to the Administration for ring so closely to the amounts
appropriated.

INDIAN BILL.

The reductions by the House bill this year over last is §1,380,952.44 ;
over estimates, £1,808,393.53. These rednctions were pro to
be accomplished by the transfer of the Indian Bureau to the War
Department, no provision being made for the current and con-
tingent e?enaes of the offices, amounting to three-fourths of a
million of dollars. The bill assumed that the War Department could
take care of the Indian service, if it was transferred to it, without
any additional nses. The difference is further accounted for by
failing to appropriate for plain treaty provisions.

In the judgment of many of the best men of both Houses, among
them the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox,] there was no de-
crease of expenditures in this transfer, and the Speaker of the House,
when ruling on this point, thonght the bill did not on its face estab-
lish any such claim. :

I cannot glve credit for any reduction whatever in the amount ap-
propriated for the Indian Bureau. T&%y are simply postponements,
andsuch ones, too,as would have resnlted in Indian wars,and thus add
largely to the maintenance of the Army. -

ABMY BILL.

This bill proposes a reduction of $4,778,752.88 as compared with the
appropriations of last year and the sum of $10,193,631.38 as compared
with the estimates for the eurrent year. A million and a quarter is
due to re-appropriations of balances in the Treasury unexpended but
re-appropriated by us this m, making the real reduction less by this
amount. A million and a is due to postponements of pure
of clothing, ordnance stores, and to the manufacture of arms. It has
been the custom in the Army heretofore to keep one year's aupB]ly of
clothing in advance. Becretary Taft, after advising with the officers
of the , thought this was unnecessary, and having on hand a
year’s supply, he su ted that no money be appropriated this year
for this purpose, and that hereafter the purchases be made for the eur-
rent year.

Tbg balance of the reduction is due to the postponement of the
building of arsenals, barracks, &c., all of which are deemed neces-
sary by the War Department, and to a reduction in the nnmerical
force of the Army. Recent events have shown the folly of the at-
tempt of the House to rednce the Army; £2,500,000 are due to this
alone. There may be the sum of half a million due to the reduction
of the pay of the Army officers; I have not gone closely into it, but
it is probably about that amount.

BUNDEY CIVIL.

The estimates for this YT WePe. ...-.. .vzseeveeeeseeemeeees sonnes §32, 560,475 29
Ap s e e 26, 644, 350 00
House bill appropriations for this year .. .-=. 14,857,336 54
Less than appropriated 1086 FeaT....«..eeeeeseeresneeessennns " 11,787, 023 46
Less than eotimates. ..emenennreemeensseiessssmsmnnsesnsnnnees T 17,703,148 75

The item for public printing and binding for this year is $1,130,000
in House bill, was recommended by the Committee on Publie Printing.
The amount appropriated last year was a little over $500,000 more
than this sum. The Committee on Appropriations does not know, nor
does any member of this House know, save two of the democratic
members of the Printing Committee, whether this sum is sufficient or
not. Itis qlnjte pmbabfe that this estimate was made by the proprie-
tor of the old Globe office, who is desirous of recovering the printing
lost to him by the action of a former Con The House will be
called upon nexi session for more than a million dollars to en-
able this Burean to perform the work ordered by Co which
was never 8o large. It must be borne in mind also that the cost of
printing the volnminons testimony taken by the numerous commit-
tees of the House will probably add not less than $100,000 to the cost
of the public printing.

ENGRAVING AND PRINTING,
Amount estimated, $1,944,875, and the amount appro(feriated last
f&r 03001.,628,000, to which we had to add this session a deficiency of

Now it is evident that a large reduction can be made here becanse
of the substitution of silver coin for fractional currency, thereby ob-
viating the necessity of hg:int,ing the fractional notes; although the
snm appropriated is not the sum supposed to be necessary by the offi-
cers in charge, yet it is probably approximately so. This reduetion,
whatever it may be, is due to the action of Congress in substitnting
silver for fractional currengy, and not to any economy of the majority
of this House.

PUBLIC BUILDINGS.
Appropriated for this year, §2,371,560, The estimate for this pnr-
, incloding the new State Department, is about $6,700,000. This
m buildings already commenced.
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It must be remembered that in every locality where public bnild-
ings are being erected the Government is paﬁni rent to the full ex-
tent of 6 per cent. on the cost of the completed building. The post-
ponement of their completion entails a loss of a sum equal to 6 per
cent. of the sum already invested; a sum aggregating in dollars and
cents more than $500,000 is lost to the people besitles the delay aqd an-
noyance to the public business because of the present-occupation of
inconvenient buildings and the andangering of the safety ¢f valuable

ublic records. For instance, the present buildings occupied by the
ar and Navy Departments are very insecure. We have expended
£2,000,000 in partially building a new structure for their accommo-
dation. One million three hundred thousand more will complete it.
Its occupancy would place the valuable and precious records of these
two Departments in complete safety at once.

There never was a time since the war when these works could be
built so cheaply. We have the money in the Treasury to do it. The
laboring interests of the country are in need of the labor.

There is no reason except one of a sngposed party character under
the guise of the ery of economy why these buildings should not be

ushed vigoronsly; any private individuoal similarly sitnated would
Ee called a fool if he acted as our democratic friends have in this mat-
ter.

The postponements on account of public buildings are $4,400,000,
the appropriation for which Con cannot escape; armories and
arsens‘l,

estimated to cost $917,000, appropriated $289,000, balance
£628,000, onl tponed ; Light-House Board, estimates $789,000, ap-
propriated &metponed $516,000; which must be provided for
in tgllgnfut.um.
EXPENSES OF UNITED STATES COURTS.

Appropriated $2,500,000, instead of §3,000,000 estimated. This last-
named amount was appropriated last year. A deficiency is asked for
by the Attorney-General, with a statement that this sum is ntterly in-
adequate to the necessities of the service. A deficiency in this item
of at least §500,000 is among the strong probabilities.

The Government has invested in navy-yards property from fifty
to one hundred million dollars. Not a dollar was appropriated in
House bill for their care and protection.

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL.
Reduction by House bill below the estimates $4,200,696.99; below
sp’Fmpriat-ions of last year §3,785,252.
he estimated receipts by House bill over the estimates made by
the Postmaster-General is $600,000 and the reduced requirement of
£250,000 for the Pacific Mail steamship service makes $350,000 which
must be deducted from $4,200,696.99, the House reduction, which
leaves £3,350,696.99 as the real reduction. Of this sum $500,000 is
credited to the reduction of the salaries of postmasters, recommended
by the Postmaster-General. Five hnndred thousand dollars more is
for reduction of other salaries and force by the House. The balance
of rednction is due to decrease in mail facilities, such as cutting off all
fast mails—one that is coming to the knowledge of gentlemen by
cries from the people for its restoration—and otherwise decreasing
mail facilities and reducing the maximum speed of all mail trains
to twenty-five miles per hour.

NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL.

The rednction from the estimates of last year is $3433,811, and
the reduction as coml:ared with the appropriations of last year is
$4,678,451.50. To make this reduction the Hounse has cut down the
appropriation for pay of the officers and men of the Navy to the ex-
tent of $1,850,000 below the estimates and §500,000 from the appro-
priations of last year. To enable the Secretary of the Navy to bring
the expenses for the pay of the officers of the Navy within the appro-
priation he will n ily be compelled to furlongh a lsrge number
of his officers, thereby decreasing the efficiency of the Navy and en-
tailing upon these officers a vast amount of-inconvenience if not ab-
solute want and suffering. The other reductions are made simply by
postponements of avork on iron-clads and other vessels of war in
course of construction, as witness the orders of the Secretary just
issued to the several contractors who have had the work to do, and
to the necessity of stopping the work on other vessels for the want
of money to repair them, while other vessels are being put ont of
commission. The minority a with the committee in some of
these postponements, believing that there was no immediate urgency
for a portion of the work estimated for*by the Navy Department;
but we thonght then and think now that it was not economy to
make these wholesale postponements, thereby stopping most of the
work at the different navy-yards and throwing some of the best
skilled mechanies in the world, as well as the unskilled laborers now
80 much in need of something to do, out of employment. All these
postponements must at some future day be provided for if we intend
to maintain a navy of only moderate proportions.

RECAPITULATION.

The following tables show the reductions and postponements in a

condensed form according to the details I have given:

Statement showing amount of reductions and posiponements in House bills
as compared with the estimates for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877,

Postpone-
Name of bill. Reduction. mg’&

Military Academy L £40, 000 00 §10686, 229 00

Penslon.....c..coanscas o
Consnlar and diplomatie - 339, 737 50 100, 000 00
FortiRoabion . ..o ...iusduvaasianianie g B e I v
live, executive, and judicial ......cooooeeiae.| 2,724,000 00 | 5,102 499 39
Biver and harbor. . ..o o et s 8, 428, 250 00
Post ofice ...... -] 4,200,606 99 | .............
Navy ... --| 1,500,000 00 | 6,938 811 00
Indian .. = « 1,808,393 53
Armdv 5 500,000 00 | 9, 693, 631 38
o | [ G SR S R ) 1,000,000 00 | 16, 933, 493 55
TOkBL. . .caassemsnmssssnansnnnnssanenrannnnssss=iily 304, 434 49 | 52, 909 307 85
10, 304, 434 49
Total reductions and postponements .............cc.ccoo......| 02 566,742 34
Add deficiency, (belongs to year ending June 30,1876) . ..............| 2 051,984 96
T e (I T e i Ay e A LA WP R e

Statement showing amount of reductions and postponements by the House bills as compared with the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June

, 1876,
Name of bill. Reduction. | Postponement Remarks.
%lﬁitgry Academy ....... £40, 000 g £93, 499 00 | Reduction due to reduced pay of cadets and professors.
L T TP S B EORRR S 466,500 00 |.cneeniis-avaaes
%omlgumddiplomsﬁn. 339, 637 50 &%% Redunotion accomplised by violation of a trust and an injury to commerce.
- Legislative, executive, and judicial 2,724,000 00 | 3,000,417 39 | All over §2,000,000 of this rednetion works injury.
LT T e e R Y e o B T70, 667 50
g R e SRR B ISR T SR e s £4,032,212.44. (Belongs to last year.)
t-ofiee ..... 3, 78D, 252 00 |- --ononrerznen.| §1,000,000 of this is proper, the remainder d the mail facilities.
Navy.....- 1,500,000 00 | 3, % 45! 52 Reduction here does great injustice to officers of the Navy.
................................................. va.ovess| 1,390,858 4
.................................................. 500, 000 00 4,278,752 &8 | Reduction due to proposed transfer.
L s 41 AR N AT Al L SR i ) 1,000,000 00 | 11,017,368 35 | Rednction due mainly to the substitution of silver coin for fractional notes.
s Wl A LR R el P o e S 10, 355, 339 50 , 243, 609 06
10, 355, 359 50
Total reductions and postponements ...,...-veeeeeeemalionniannananann. 34, 509, 208 56
Add deficleney.....coccciccnenciasanasaans i WO e el 4,032,212 ¢4
Total Springer'stable.......ccccacaiiaiiniaiond miimaioiinin. 4 38,631,511 00
The Senate met this demand for reduction and postponement of ex- $728,011 00
penditures in a liberal spirit and in the bills as by the Senate n,:;ag: v %
#iey made rednctions and postponements to the amount of more than 217052 R0
$15,000,000, as will be seen by the following statement. 6, 657, E53 90
The Benate made redunctions as compared with appropriations for
vear ending June 30, 1576, as follows: 7, 527, 656 66
o el e THEE A TS i T M et B ST T S0 e . §466, 500 00 3,808, 865 99
ot et S S S LS R ERS DR S 13, 664, 786 §7
' and diplomais ........ e 338 50 g
Mﬁmﬁm...p.??:..”“..... 535, 000 00 River and harbor bill .......cccoeeecrsaconanssnnnnansassssassass 1, 648 517 30
.M\'e. executive, and judieial. 2, 366, 893 90 - e
S TR s 3, 803, 868 9] MRKATE - 4 SOt U8 oo e i in o manessanannanniamsnadosnns, 15, 80% S06 17
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By this table it will be seen the difference between the two Houses
is about $10,000,000.

Whenever the conference committees have met, the Senate confer-
ees have in every instance shown an entire willingness to meet the
demands of the House conferees on all matters of discretion more
than half way. In fact they do not even resist the demands of the
House on all matters of discretion; but, on matters of legislation
that could not receive the sanction of the Senate by the ordinary
methods of legislation, they declined to yield.

I have shown beyond question that the reductions are only about ten
millions, instead of thirty-nine millions, and that the balance is sim-

ly postponements of appropriations that must be provided for in the

nture. That of the ten millions of reductions a constderable portion
of it is obtained by erippling the Government machinery, entailing in-
convenience and loss to the people. I have also shown that the pre-
tended reduetions of thirty-nine millions is in reality but abount
twenty-five millions.

Never in history have current facts been distorted as they are in
this matter by our democratic friends. Never was deception prac-
ticed to snch extent as now.

The reduection in Government expenses last year was more than six-
teen millions when the books closed on the 30th of June, 1876. This
is an actnal test of the year’s work.

When the present year expires and the work of this House is tested
by the actnal result I shall be gratified if it makes as good a show-
iuﬂna last, namely, an actunal reduction of §16,000,000.

* Having said this much on the question of appropriations I propose
now to address myself to the question of economy and reform, the
present watch-word of the democracy.

: BREFORM.

Much has been said by our democratic friends on the subject of re-
form. Economy and reform is the burden of their song. The word
“reform” appears eighteen times in a platform adopted recently at
Saint Lonis. The fact is, reform is an ever-present necessity ; it has
been proclaimed in every platform of every party since the first one
was made; until human nature approaches near perfection necessity
for reform musf alwa{a exist. I do not object to reform, the repub-
lican party does not object to it; and we conﬁmt.nlaw the country
when this democratic party, in this centennial year, shows any de-
sire to reform. Let their conversion for the future be proclaimed.
It certainly augurs well for the conntry. It was this party which is
now erying reform that in 1861 plunged the nation into rebellion to
destroy it. Persons are here on this tloor erying economy and reform
who assisted in that long-to-be-remembered but unsucecessful effort to
destroy the country. A less charitable person than myself might say
that the last democratic Con undertook to destroy the country
by secession and rebellion, and new the first democratic House since
the rebellion undertakes to lyze the Government by withholdin
necessary appropriations. These same gentlemen now have muc
to say about the enormous expenditures of the Government. Even
the gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. TuckeR] is reported to have said
recently in a stump-speech that the cost of the Government before
the war was about §2 per capita and it is now $18. Let me first cor-
rect his statement by substituting $6 for §18.

Be a little modest, gentlemen. Look into the question fairly, and
if there is extravagance anywhere aid in removing it; but when you
draw such comparisons as I havealluded to, yon must know that your
rash act of secession and treason caused these additional expenditures.
Do not find fault if it does cost §3 per capita to maintain the interest
and sinking fund of the 1pub]iu debt of which yon were the direct,
only cause. Do not complain if it does cost nearly $1 capita to
pay the pensions to the soldiers who saved the glorious Republic you
sought to destroy.

Do not complain if it costs §2 per capila more to maintain other
expenses occasioned by your attempt to obliterate from the Declara-
tion of Independence the immortal words of Jefferson.

What evidence have we of reform on the part'of the democratie
party? The only thing that they can possibly claim as evidence is
their attempt to reduce and postpone expenditures.. When you
claim credit for this tell the laboring men that with a full Treas-
ury you refused to appropriate money for the payment of the nec-
essary work on the pablic buildings of the country at a time when
the completion of these buildings could be effected with greater
cheapness than at any time since the war, and when the labor of
the country would be greatly benefited thereby. Let them tell the
laboring-man now in distress that the great democratic party required
that they and their wives and little ones must suffer For the good of
the parts. Tell them, you representatives from Philadelphia, Cin-
cinnati, Chicage, and Saint Louis, that it was not because the Govern-
ment was embarrassed that this was done, but they must suffer pri-
vation, hunger, and pain because the democratic party wanted an op-
portunity to-ery reform.

Tell the commerce of the country we have deprived it of facilities
for which it is taxed ; we have put ont lights and refused to create
new ones to aid it; all for party capital.

While you have reduced a little and postponed largely you have
refused to reduce taxation. You have resolved in all your conven-
tions for years, including the one just held at Saint Lonis, that the
present system of taxation was vicious, that it provided bounties for
the rich at the expense of the poor. My friend from New York [Mr.
Cox] made the statement but a few days since that the people of this
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country were paying $1,000,000,000 a year as a bounty to the manu-
facturing interests, Nobody believes this, but he proclaims it, and
the democratic party proclaims it now as they have in the past. If
this is true, Mr. Speaker, why has not some attempt been made on
the part of this reform House to relieve the people of their heavy
burdens? Isap fit to be intrusted with power that admits and
charges grievous evils but makes no effort when it has power to re-
lieve the country of them? -

Yes, you talk of reform. What did -you do when you gained pos-
session of this Honse? How did you practice reform then ¥ g(:u
knew but the one democratic motto  to the victors belong the spoils.”
Not less than ten thousand hungry democrats besieged these halls for
the twohundred dﬂmeﬂ within yourgift. Virginia came five thousand
strong. North Carolina, too, Georgia, Alabama, and even Texas, with
ber “ biger man than old Grant,” who was made Doorkeeper. Hi
only known qualification was the fact that he had been doorkeeper
of the confederate senate. .

Weall remember the scene here at the opening of this Congress with
disgust. Why, in fact, Mr.‘?eakar, it was the first time the confed-
erate forces ever eaptured Washington in an organized form. Tak-
ing that scene as a criterion, what ?el:iy we expect in the way of re-
form if Tilden shounld be inaugurated on the 4th of March next?
Why, Mr. Speaker, the ravages of the grasshoppers in the western
country would be a fair comparison of the ravages to be inflicted npon
the country by the hungry crowd of office-seekers that would come
" here in that event. ’

Men were here on that occasion claiming to be democrats of the re-
form order, giving as evidence thereof the fact that they had served
four years in the rebel army, and therefore their democracy could not
be questioned. How did this reform party act then? The officers of
this House of known capacity were turned out to make room for the
6reedy horde who came up here from the by-ways of the South.

nion soldiers were driven out of their places, to be filled by men who
served in the confederate army. Our new journal clerk was compelled
to resign ; our Doorkeeper expelled from office. A elerk to the Wa
and Means Committee was selected because he named a son after the
assassin Wilkes Booth. If he had any other qualification I have not
heard of it. I will aequit the honorable chairman of the committee
with any knowledge of the character of this clerk.

In short, Mr. Speaker, in pmgortlon to the number of employés,
the disgrace and scandal attached to this reform House is infinitely
greater than to any or all of the Departments of the Government
even after putting the worst construction upon them, as is done by
all of the reports of your committees. So far as practical legislation

is concerned, this House has been an utter, absolute failure. You have
songht to make re}ml;ation by showing up the deformities of repub-
lican officials, not for the public goed, but simply in the hope of par-
tisan benefit. In many instances they have been conducted in the
most shameless manner. They have sought to bring before them per-
sons discharged from Government employ for djsﬁmueat ractices ;
they have hunted up from the slums of the eountry all the “dead-
beats” they could find who would come here to testify to falschoods
for the fees they get. They have investigated in secret and without
the knowledge of the accused or of the minorities of the committee.
Noman’s rel];utation wassafe. Even the Speaker of this House was ac-
cused of selling an office for money, with nothing but his known good
character torebut it. If the same charge had been made by the same
witness against a republican of equally good standing he would have
been reported a scoundrel.

While the cost of making these investigations will amount to per-
‘haps a half million dollars and is much more than has been or will
be saved to the Treasury, upon the whole I do not regret them.
Upon the whole they have done good. In admitting this I remember
that it was the policy of the republican party itself to investigate
wrong-doers, and whenever a committee finds and points out wrongs
in Government officersit has rendered a genuine service to the country.*

In concluding this portion of my remarks, permit me to advert to
the case of ScHUMAKER and Kixg, two members of this House, proven

to have been in corrupt connection with the Pacific Mail steamship
subsidy bill before they were members. The evidence of their corrupt
connection with the passage of this bill was referred to this by Lge
last Honse. Nomnotice has been taken of it. Does any fairminded man .
believe that if one of these gentlemen had not been a democrat we
would have had areport recommending their expulsion ?

Mr. LAWRENCE. The Committee on the Judiciary did make a
report in that case, saying that the House had -no jurisdiction over
the parties ¢ with crime. I did net concur in that report, but
did unite in the views of the minority asserting such jurisdiction.

Mr. FOSTER. Have they repo to the House?

HMr. LAWRENCE. I suppose that the report has been made to the
ouse,

Mr, McCRARY. It has been made to the Hetse.

Mr. FOSTER. I accept the correction.

1f Kixg, the republican, had been alone he would have been ex-
pelled long ago. The ven, ce of this virtuons reform House would
not have permitted him to hold his seat a week after the opening of

Congress.
I read from the New York Times a carefully prepared statement of
the reform practices of this House, Its general accuracy cannot be

gn‘;o:ﬁoned, while pessibly there may be an ocoasional error of minor
© H
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DEMOCRATIC REFORM.

Union soldiers removed to make room for rebels—What the demoeracy has already
mﬂq}am—mwpgﬁm u!gwt:n m;md o;.:'fd nn}i‘wnfdemﬁ:d qf various
grades of incompetence their places—A carn of ignorance imbecility
and a foretaste of what we may expect under Tilden.

[From our own correspondent.]
W ASHINGTON, Saturday, July 29, 1876,
The declaration of the Saint Louis p!at:l’orm made and repeated with frequent
reiteration that ** reform is y,” is well illustrated and sustained by the man-
ner in which the civil offices under control of the House of Representatives have

been filled and administered during the present session. The same facts will per-
haps that the reform which is necessary will not be secured in the civil
service by intrusting the admini ion to thed atio party. At least thereis

nothin the record of the House in the dﬁht months since the beginning of
Deoem{ver last to prove conclusively that the democratic party is, as a party, de-
voted to a pure, high-toned, efticient, well-conducted civil service. If civil service
reform, however, means the turning out of all persons now in office, the replacing
of Union soldiers with soldiers of the confederacy, in putting into places men
who have failed to secure aj tments in the past, and who for that reason have
joined the demoeracy, and others who have been dismissed for canse and have natu-
rally gone to the opposition; in giving places of responsibility, filled by trained
and experienced mwen, to the new, inexperienced, and incompetent; in generally
ignoring the requirements of efficiency and mmi?r in the intereats of msarﬁm-
ship and personal services—if this is the kind of reform contemplated by the
Saint Louis platform, there has been a fair display of it by the democratic House,
and the eountry may very properly be called u to look at it and determine
whether the same thing of which the House holds l}ﬁu“ example is desirable to
be introduced throughout the administration dorin T years.

The House organized l'ﬂ electing a Speaker, Clerk, keeper, Postmaster,
and Sergeant-at-Arms. ® im t appointments are in- the Clerk’s office.
The largest number are with the keeper, and the smallest with the Sergeant-
at-Arms. The Speaker has no patronage to save that he is allowed a
private clerk, aj ted by the Clerk of the House, who leaves the selection to
the Speaker. e clerk appointed to Mr. Keri is an ex-confederate. The Post-
m\‘m ha:h: few, but im; nt, ?z::staut&f Ew]ii niommit-}asml:la; a l:ltzw‘l)l:fst&2 agen-

rule, exceptions this year bei ew. Heis appoin y vote € com-
mittee in some cases, but oftener by ng:&:{nizmnn. to wlpnﬁlm the rest of the com-
mittee leave the designation as an act of courtesy. One of these clerks described
his duties as requiring about twenty minutes of his-time each week, for which se-
vere labor he received about §160 per month. Many other committee clerks are
less fortnnate, and have harder work.

The appointments of subordinate officers to the Clerk, Doorkeeper, Postmaster,
and Buﬁm:t-atf.&ms arenot in reality made by those officers, who have little more
:geno{h thew-tarthmformallyl?hcin the lected tythe bers on

8 10 There is a general scramble by the State delegations for places for their
States. It is quite common for the Doorkeeper to say, I can give Pennsylvania, for
example, 5o many places, and the delegation, or rather the Pennsylvania democratic
members, get Wothat and after grave deliberation, or a light and agile * serim-
mage,” or more frequently the casting of lots, the members for whom the sortes
leap forth, not from a helmet, but from a dilapitated plng-hat, annonnce to the
Dwoorkeeper the names which are to be put down for a Government stipend. The
appointing officers, to fulfillschemes of their own, or to show favoritism to particu-
lar friends, are compelled to resort to all kinds of tricks and auhtodugm such, for
instance, as placing on the rolls as from one State really residents of an-
other. One of Fitzhugh's difficulties arose from trying to play these tricks and
getting caught at it, and the Postmaster was subject to great complaint in the first

of the session because he had taken his subordinates tvo largely from one

tate.

It will be observed from this manner of making the appointments the whole
democratic pa.rlm. through the great Lody of its most v chosen representa-
tives, has splaying it-nelE Mistakes in the system or in the details of its
administration cannot be shifted upon individuals, for the great body of the demoe-
racy has been en, in the work.

In to administration of the offices a great deal migl'l’:t be written.
Much of the delay in getting the Honse in working order, by which in the first two

months of the session not a solid week's work was accomplished, is attributable to
the greenness and inefficiency of the officers. In no department was the work well
done. Frequent blunders were made in keeping the record, so that members for
the first time in many i&m felt compelled to 1i each morning to the reading of
the Journal. The t doorkeepers could not find the members when on the
floor, and sending in cards sometimes to wait hours for an answer.
This m have been avoided by retaining for a time some of the old door-
keepers. Members conld not get a report or bill the document-room without
great trouble and delay. They were stifled and made sick by bad ventilation be-
cause of an inexperi 1 engineer. The Ser t-at-Arms in one instance put a,
reputable citizen under arrest as a witness without aunthority or warrant. Blun.
ders—not to use a harsher ve been common in all the branches of servi
and it is only a few days since one of Clerk Adams's subordinates enrolled a bil
which had been by both Houses, an important bill on straw-bidding, in such
@ manner as to render the action of Congress null and void.
Thus much in relation to the general manner of * reform ” appointments and ad-
+ ministration as exhibited by the democratic party through its representatives in
the House, Specific statements are always to be preferred to generalities, and the
facts and records quoted below will command attention, which need not therefore
be invited. They afford material for extensive generalizations, which readers will
ggtmf;l.l todnd a. The{’;lﬂ'mdpmfnr tl?i?;;ghg ma’i‘!t‘li patri ui':t humut
u am isan exhibit of = @ patriot, ones -
itician, and thm mform{r may well pause to consider whether any more of the
amklugyo!"rﬁumisnmary" or desirable, or likely to be advantageous to

6 country.

One of the most striking factsshown by the record is the ntter abhorrence which
the democratic party, throngh its representatives, exhibits for the Union soldier and
the love of those wgo bore arms against the Republie. Wﬁms of loyalty
will stand against such a record of Union soldiers dismi and rebel soldiers ap-
pointed. On this point little need be said. The list of names shall tell their own
story. The column on the left hand contains the names of employés discharged,
and the column on the right those :lp‘poinwd. The Union soldiers discharged have
their names printed in small capital letters. The names of confederates appointed
are in italics. A star designates the Union soldiers who were disabled by wounds
received in the service:

OFFICERS REMOVED AND APPOINTED BY THE DEMOCRATIC HOUSE.
In the Olerk's Office.
OFFICERS REMOVED. OFFICERS APFPOINTED.

E. McPherson, Clerk. George M. Adams, Clerk.
C. Lloyd, Chief Clerk. Green Adams, Chief Clerk.
J. M. ¥, journal elerk. C. H. Smith, journal elerk.
J. W. NIGHTINGALE, tally clerk. H. H. Smith, journal clerk.
W. K. Meehaffy, reading clerk. N. 8. Brown.
C. W, Cilsbee, reading clerk. 7. W, Pettit,
J. W. Clayton, assistant journal clerk. D. Flanagan.
J. H. BONEBRAKE, printing clerk. T. 0. Towles.

< W. P. White, ‘W. Frenvh.

L. REIXBURG.

W. KRAUTH.

. D. Wood.

. BARNES.

Moses, cashier.

Holeombe.

. D. WHARTOX.*

P. JEFFRIES,

J. CREssY.

S

Paul Stephens, Librarian.

Joseph s, chief messenper.

J. B. CLARKE, jr., superintendent doeu-
ments.

(r. F. Stimseon, clerk.

J. C. ROWLAXD, clerk.

J. T. MILLER, engineer.

Levi Jones, assistant engineer,

A. T, Sherman, assistant engineer.

David Small, assistant engineer,

J. H. Barker, fireman.

C. P. BurDICE, fireman.

E. H. Brown, fireman.

J. B. Snayoxs, fireman,

Hugh Lyons, fireman.

F. BALLENGER.

J. D. Barclay.

T. H. 8herman, secretary to Speaker,

WiLuiAM DEPLICH.*

H. 8. LISKER.

dJ.
A
A
Z.
J.
H
.
E.
E.
.

GEORGE WINTERS.
DAVID SMALL.
A. T. SBHERMAN,
Under the Doorkeeper.
0. Buxton, Doorkeeper.
Jonx BoyD, assistant doorkeeper,
Groree W. DuxN, superintendent fold-

ing-room.
J. Duffield, superintendent documents,
W. 8. Youxe, assistant superintendent
documents.
?. é.SBUx‘rox. file clerk.
f AMBON, messenger,
A. 8. French, messenger.
5. B, Wells, messenger,
J. W. Chandler, messenger.
R. R. STEPHENS, messenger.
Grorck C. McPHRRSON, messenger.
JOHN BTERLING, messenger.
J. W, WRIGHT, messenger.
W. . Lawer, messenger.
H. Il. REMMINGTOR, messenger.
W. P. ANDERBON, messengoer.
Hupsox DECKER,* messenger.
AL J. BUSKELL,* messenger,
J. B. EUGENE,* messenger,
WiLLIAM M. GIBSON,* messenger, -
8. H. Neally,
G. W. Pogh.
E. C. Stevens,
J. L. Kenea.
A. Marstan.
George W. Currier,
dJ. Eﬂ V. THOMPSON.*

Robert O'Hare.
S. 8. BTRACHAN.

Sergeant-at-Arms,
N. G. Ordway, Sergeant-at-Arms.
E. L. Whitford, clerk to Sergeant-at-Arms.
Charles Christian, Messenger.

Capitol Poli

Colonel GEORGE W. KIRK.
W. K. TAYLOR,
E. 8. Atkinson,
U.J. Jones.

F. M. Colby.
A. M. Greene.
Post-Office.
11, M. Suruwoon,* Postmaster.
James F.WiLsox, * assistant post ter,
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NORMAN CRANE, messenger.
J. H. LYTLE, messenger,

F. A. WARDELL,* messenger,
W. B. SESSIONS, messenger.
C. Palmoni, messenger.

D, B. BRADLEY, messenger,
D. T. BisHoF, messenger.

R. 8. McMICHAEL,* messenger.
A. M. LEGG, messenger,

C. M. Thomas, m

James L. McKee, messenger.
J. 1. SEVERN, messenger.

R. P. Bisnor,* messengoer,
Jaues H. PAINE, messenger.
J. R. Mertz,” mail agent.

E. 0. Glass,
Joseph M. Taylor.
_'Greor e . Rock.

Henry Cook.
Thomas B. Carby.
George T. 8.
Richard J.Ucu.w
I, Lathram,
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» Anunmmﬁonefﬂmhbleahowsthﬂthmwa disc from the Door-

keeper's department, 23 Union soldiers; from the Clerk's office, 19 Union soldiers ;
from the d]i::t-omee. 13 Union soldiers fmm the Capitol police, 2; making 57 Union
soldiers the demountio House since its organization last mber.
A number of these soldiers wem dmbled in the service.

There were app 1 in as far as can be ascertained, in the Door-
kee r's department, 19 oumfederatu ; In the Clerk's office, 10; in the post-office,

C itol police, 1; and 3 committee clerks; making 47 confederate soldiers ap-

‘pmn The names of many of the emplu_véu of the present House, such as extra
mmgm folders, and extra committee clerks, cannot be ascertained, for the
reason that they are paid upon vonchers instead of a regular roll. A ‘at num-
ber of these extra employés are ex-confederates, and if the facts conld be ascer-
tained in all the cases, the number of ex-confederate soldiers appointed would be
found to exceed the number of Union soldiers disc

The ce rolls show the most wanton disre, by the confederate House
of the obligations of the Government to its disabled soldiers, where nearly every
man disehsrged unad i.n the Union Army, and with two exceptions every man

“The Pnet.mast.er. Henry M. Sherwood, was an officer of Company C, Fourth Mich-
igan Cavalry. He served with distinction in the Southwest, and lost a leg at the
battle of Kenceaw Mountain. He was succeeded by Colonel Joseph M. Stewart, a
confederate officer in Ashby's command of confederate cavalry.

Joseph F. Wilson, the assistant postmaster, served with distinetion in the war,
and was shot through the face at the battleof Fort Donelson and terribly disfigured’
He still suffers severely from his wounds. He was the first ono discharged to make
room for E. Snowden, jr., an ex-confederate, who was not, however, in the army.
He took the modified ondl in qu&h{iln for the office.

F. A. Wardell was a member of glxt.h Massachnsetts Ragmmnt, mwed w:th
distinetion dm‘in& the entire war, and was very severly w
He was disc! early in the session by Colonel Stewart to make mom furan ex-
P Hisbop, In’the postaoffice d t, belonged to a Michigan inf

shoy the t-office departmen lom, 0 & Mic infantr
regiment, mvepd dnﬂng?t‘: war, losing an arm in the service. He, too, gave pl.no{
to a confederate soldier early in 'the present session.

R. 8. McMichael was a soldier in a Wisconsin regiment, and is almost mmmli

blind from wounds received in the service. An ex-confederate soldier su
Mr. McMichael.
The Doorkeeper's ent was notoriously the worst demaralized, however,
the changes made of any. Mr. O, 8. Baxton, a gentleman of intelligence and

character, and a most effi officer, was su by L. H. Fitzhugh, an ex-
t'on{oderate and the sergeant-at-arms of the confederate congresa. This man Fits-
huogh has become famous by reason of letters in which ha describes himself as “a
biger man than old Grant." The same lettar daacribas the importuni-
ties of members of the reform Congress friends, and teils how
the writer is féted by wives of diatingnmhed momlm‘s bmnm of the offices he
has at his disposal. Fitzhugh was he pposed to hava BOTS
of the blood of Patrick Henry coursing in his veins, The degenerate d dant

acquitted, no donbt deservedly. A committee still has before it a resolntion
uf in whether Adams has not lahomd to oppose the legislation of the House
t.‘lI the reduotion of his own °f. he admits, in a wa but the com-

mit.teo has not reported any condemna of such action. ault consiswed
chiefly in nal'l‘ng to secure assistance in this affair from the repub‘hcan side of the
ﬁuun Soasrs lnm.uel{ escapes any condemnation, the appointees under
m have been
The veteran jo'arn&l elerk John M. Barclay, who had held the position for thirt
aarn, sndwunﬁ]lamostvﬂnnhleumeur was forced to resign, and his assistan
W.Cla n,wu dmmiued. One C. H.Smit.h,nf New Hampshire, was appoint
to su and proved to be not only incapable, but dishonest. He was
caught ndnu% his position to secure business as & claim agent in anticipation of the
o bill equalizing soldiers’ bounties, and he was no doubt counting upon
mdm tho oi the bill by u.m:nig the mﬂuanoe of his office. He was investi-
wlt.h dismissal, 'fn
Tlm nuuceasorof Clinton Lloyd as Chief Clerk in the office of the Clerk of the
House is Green the uncle of the Clerk Adams: a case of neRalnm re-
versed. Green Adams was formerly Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office
Department. While in that position the chief clerk, Sharretts,-sold waste paper
10 the value of $5,392.76, and paid 10 Green Adams out of the amount £2517.52.
Neither Sharretts nor Adams ever accounted for the money till both were out of
office. 'When the facts were y discovered through the man who bought the
paper, Bharretts refunded $2, and turned over Green Adams's receipts for the
remainder to the amount above. Adams makes o long statement, which is
in effect that he was informed b fgShamunthnt this money had been kept by the
aud.ig;;“ becnrtm;:'s‘? thca‘te m s:idd.,mul'f which it aﬁu&:l be reomved in 1Eam’fmua.
ury an “If you pay Any person, pay i your
successor in office.” But Sharretts had n gm of this money ;ipnid over
wgl.b y one auditor. Adams h.adintmdadmpaythemomy over to his succes-
sor, but went, home before his snccessor was a; ted. These facts appear in the
pu‘l:lio records, and show that the present Chief Clerk is either not a very honest
mnn or not a competent officer. Adams is also an ex-member of the House.
engineer, n, is under investigation on various charges, and no report
hubenn mnda. Itwon!d uire more to set forth the nature of the charges
affec his character than is warranted by the importance of his position. The
greatest tronble with him is his incompetence. Mr. HEWITT, who originally rec-
ommended Ellison, withdrew his recommendation on discovering hv inquiries of
his own thatx]limndidnothwthmm difference between a high-pressure
and a low- what he would do if he found the
water in the boilar h was afterward put through a com-
petitive examination, and came out at the head and was appointed. Itiseommonly
Bup that hawaa “crammed " for the occasion, and knew what questions to ex-
That he was incompetent was shown by the condition of the air in the
which never was so bad before, though the machinery remains unchanged.
The result of the investigation is unknown.
J. J. Piatt, the Librarian of the House, a writer and scholar of some celebrity,
gress.

of a famous Virginian was ignominiously turned out of office, his truthful letter
being made a pretext to cover the real reason, which was a failure to distribute his
patronage 8o as to satisfy inflnential and axad.m%_ embers.

Under the Dourkeeper were a e number of Union soldiers, fourteen of whom
were more or less disabled in the Union service from a mere gunshot wound in
some cases to the loss of an arm c-r leg, and even both arms. Allof these soldiers
were marked for discharge, and nearly all of them had been given notice to quit.
]n a t majority of instances their places were filled hg ex-confederates. There

owever, o much disturbance raised by the Northern democrats about the

dl rge of these crippled soldiers, that nine of them were re-instated in their

ln-(-es. one of whom has since been discharged, and the remainder probably will be

ischarged as soon as Congress shall have al ourned, Some of the most notable of

t:? chl'hnu kma]:ls are worth more consideration than will be allotted to them in
this brie et

Major M. J. Bunnell entered the service in 1861 in the Thirteenth Regiment New
York Volunteers. He parﬂcimeﬂ in many uf t.he lmpomnt battles of the war.
In October, 1861, he was lient; and in Jannary, 1862,
first licutenant. He was engaged in all the battles from the siege of Yorktown to
the second battle of Dull Run, in August, 1862, where he was severely wounded,
having been shot throngh both ]n.ntga and the left thigh. He was left on the field
for dead, remaining in the bands of the enemy. While he waa still ill he was com-
missioned a captain, remaining as such till e expiration of his regiment's term
of service, when he was mustered out. He then entered the Veteran Reserve
Corps, and did duty as provost-marshal till the close of the war. He was brevetted
m.uT_larfor meritorious conduet on the field.

his brave soldicr and meritorious officer was succeeded by F. M. Schell, of In-
diana. Schell is a big,

ﬁ:pom fellow, whose business it was to clear the floor of

all ns except mem previons to the ealling of the Hom to order each day.
This duty he discharged in such an imposing and hion as at first
make him a butt for ridicule. He became disa hle his officiousness, and

grave charges were also preferred, which ca ssal. He is still to be
seen about the floor of the Honne. and it is said he has bean “ taken care of," which
robably mmna t.haa he is paid upon a voucher inat.aad o‘! & ng unthsmﬂn.
&‘ npmt him is too indecent m m‘l:hin
n.ut.hepune yor wmembanufute Homufam .fortha fur
ﬁ::lhjngof which he assisted at the beginning of the mnioninaetti.ng up an estab-
hment.

William M. Gibson was a private in Company C, Thh-ty-ql:th Tllinois Regiment.
He enlisted on the 1st of June, 186 pan:f all battles throngh the
Southwest. At the battle of Pea Ri Lﬁn, he lost his right arm.

Hudson Decker was a member of First New York Cavalry, and served from
1F61 to 1865, through nearly all the cavalry engagements of the war. At Cold
Harbor he was so injured by a fall from his horse that he has lost nearly the en-
tire use of both his hands,

J. J. G. Ball was a | ruember of the Twenty -sixth Massachusetts Volunteers, from

which be was ti &tain in the Eighty-sixth Regiment
United States Emmo()n Apﬂfs gl kely, Alabama, during the engage-
ment which took at that point, he was shot throngh the right cheet and lost

s 1ight arm.
Wilﬁhm Deplitch, snotlmr of the disabled soldiers discha by Fitzhugh,
- in:: Company E, Third Massachusetts, and lost a leg at Gol d.sbomgh, l\ort.h
arol

Charles H. Sewell, of Company G, Ninty-ninth New York Volunteers, was an-
other vietim of democratio reform. He was twice wounded in action and saw four

yearsand more of hard service.

J. B. Eugene was a ber of a Wi in regiment, He served doring a large
part of the war and lost an arm in the service.

J. E. W. Thompson was also discharged by Fltahugh among the first of the Union
soldiers sent off to make room for wﬁd lost a leg in one of the notable

battles of the war,
Philip W. Coleman was one of the recent discharges from the Doork
nion, and was four

partment. He loat an arm while battling for the
verel ded at James Island, South Carolina. He served in the Eighth Michi-
gan

That l.hu.'&Ime was not fortunate in the character of its appointees has been

well known, but a brief summary of a few instances is worthattention. The Clerk,
Ar, Adamws, has been under investigation. and of the charges of corruption has

T's de-
mes Ae-

Was . John D. Young, a demooratic e:-member of Con,

John B. Clark, jr., a Union soldier, superintend f the d t-room, Was suc-
ceeded by M Rawlea. an ex-confederate and demomtioax memberof éonﬂrana

The commi have a larger army of clerks than ever were employed before.
Th ezxm'e supposed to be made ¥n ous investigations. Many

to commitiees are nutraﬁn]yamm ted, butara simply em loyadnndpaid
onwunhmwth rellpml will not appear in th 'he disgrace of
two of the most important of the re committee ulerks is notorious.

MogrrisoN appointed as clerk of the Committee of Ways and Means J. P. Ham-
bleton. This man was a cotton-claim lfientrmd lobbyist, and, besides, was an un-
usuall bn.ter and vituperauw reba!. named & sonJohn Wilkes Booth, for the

of Abraham Lincoln. This charge having he denied it intem-
having been pmvad, MoRrrisoN was unable to stand the

perately. The o
pressure, and Hambleton resi
Boughton, clerk of the Committee on Mili Mi:w“ charged with entering
into collusion, while a revenne officer, with ulent whisky distillers, and ahalruin §
whie

the profits of the frands. The invuhgsdnn was made by his own committ
was as lenient as ble. The ez case was clear against him, but division
arose in the committee about the extent of the examination, and he was finally per-
mitted to resign, instead of being dismissed. His offense was outlawed under the

statate of limitations.
Savenl committee-clerks were d the Departments. Sach
to be preferred h, and in onaortwo notable instances

for commi
they used the commiﬁmummuiwmmge.m however, very successfully.

The only reform in the democratic y that I know of is the
reform of the chairman of the Committee on ApFropriations. He
has reformed, from being the leader of his side of the House in all
forms of governmental extravagance, who has time and again on
this floor advocated high salaries, even up to and including the closing
hours of the Forty-third Congress; who once went so as to say
that a man who could not earn §7,500 as a member of Congress was
not fit to be one. He has now reformed and has even become a re-
former, and the democratic side of the House has reformed with him.
How long this will last is quite doubtful. Like all old and hardened
sinners, he and they are more than ordinarily zealous in their profes-
sions of reform. It is to be hoped that unlike this class of zealous re-
formers generally they will not fall by the way-side after the election.

My purpose in briefly alluding to this matter of reform is to insti-
tnte & number of comparisons of the expenses of the Government
between the years of democratic rule and the present republican rule.

In 1859 the expenditures of the Government were $68,934,090;
1876 they were about §258,000,000 in round numbers; making a dl&'ar-
enﬁalg élBQ,OO0,000 between the expenses of the Governmenls in 1859
an

This difference can be accounted for quite easily. Three causes
account for it:

First, the war and the expenses incident thmh.whioh entail an expense of
£170,000,000, divided as follows : e

Interuton‘l’.hapnblio debt about
Penalons ab00R. .cccnccaancascancasonas A 2 3
Expnnminudenttothnw S e RN o R N el T 42, 000, 000
& el growto i esvics wih o growi of e ooy 110 000,000
o ce e eoun i
Newaetvioo,nmgm ............................ n:y , 000,
Total expenses for 1876 in excess of 1850...,.cceeacccearnnnnnss 189, 000, 000
Add expenses of 1839......cc0cccnnmnssnnes Wy S S i g et e RN, O

Tﬂlllfﬂrihe mﬂwinlm:nnu-onln-n!l"'u-no"!-ﬂn-?aaoml.m
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Add nineteen millions fo the cost of the service on account of the | Comparative statement of the work performed at the several Bureaus of the
growth of the country fo the sixty-nine millions, cost for 1259, and Treasury t, §e.—Continued.
we bave eightyl-gght millions as the present cost, less war expenses.
I;B(llpu]aﬁon in , 31,000,000 ; capita cost, §2.10; population in o S
6, 44,000,000 ; per capita cost, $1.85. The actual per capita expenses
to-day (less expenses caused by the war) is twenty-five cents less
thsn 1n 1859, ; AT FOURTH AUDITOR'S OFFICE.
It will be seen by this table, which is entirely accurate, that in 1860
in the First Auditor’s Office there were nineteen hundred and eighty- [ Yumber of accounts adjusted........ - b
one subjects examined, sfamst- seven thousand and sixty-fivein 1875. | Amount involved. ... ..........oo... $17,442,757 43 | $49,109, 708 61
In 1860 the amounts involved were §157,000,000, against $1,144,000,000 | Number of prize-claims settled .....c.eeeeefovernnnnnnn cinaves ¢ :
in 1876. The expenses in that Bureau for 1860 were $42,340; in 1875 ﬁmﬁ: gl!ﬂ-‘l;ﬁm distributed. .......ooforieeiiiennn s 338, 588 30
£76,780; whereas the work performed is more than fourfold, and with | YTV SRRt St slsien o - R T
this relative expense, namely, in 1860, it cost $4.10 to settle a single | Aonthly statements from paymasters re. .
account, whereas in 1875 it costs but §3.06. ceived and examined. ......o.veecenennraiaals P i oy 1, 500
In the Third Anditor's Office the number of accom;ta seftled was oo of mﬁm furnished Commis- o5
2,300 in 1860 and 19,138 in 1875, amounting in 1860 to $14,591,815; in GHOReC OR £t R b Hie e e
1875 it was $53,418,828.50, The average salary of each clerk in 1860 m “p“ mq'ﬂ’iﬂmm ..... i T L_l'.’ag
was §1,490.82, in 1875 it was §1,312.13; showing the average salary to | Number of refunding requisitions. ...........
be in 1875 §178 less than in 1860. So that after all the talk about ﬁm"‘%ﬁ: A e e B R §326, 608 00 4,607, 428 00
hi%h salaries the average cost is §178 less than in 1860. e Mmm“““‘m’:a’mm“d@m"" Cee 5
- The cost of settling an account in 1860, in so-called good old demo- | Number of letters written 5,673 21, 859
cratie-reform times, was $35; the cost now in times of so-called re- | Number of clerks employed 15 " 45
publican extravagance is $12.30. An examination of all the Bureaus | EXPESes.ccceeenreeniiinnriiiinecanenees §27,740 00 §78,328 25
of all the Departments presents precisely similar results. The fact R AN DETOR'S OECE
_ is, examination discloses the fact that the average cost of settling |, . = - ts tod
any given account is from 25 to 50 per cent. less now than in 1860; | Number of d‘““h“"nmﬁ;:d o Tt
thus showing beyond controversy that the employés of the Treasury | Expenses........ce..... $17, 840 00 £52, 400 00
to-day do at least from 25 to 50 per cent. more work now than then, | Cost per sottlement...... 1, 448
and that, too, at an average annual expense of §178 less for each OFFICE OF COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS,
clerk. treseesemnmsaaensnsnanraaeanaaeenes]  $53,166,728 00 | 8150, 117,443 &7
Comparative statement of work performed in the several Bureaus of the b ! i
Treasury Department, below specified, during the years ending June 30, 10, 878
1860, and June 30, 1875, respectively. 20318
10, 824
5,841
1860, 1875, 5, sg
: §45, 420 07
FIRST AUDITOR'S OFFICE. FIRST COMPTROLLER'S OFFICE.
Number of accounts for money received..... 1,085 7,065 | Accounts revised and balances recorded 7,580 21, 533
Amount involved.......cecemvrnicr vonneranas 61 36 Requisitions 4, 415
Number of accounts for money disbursed.... B, 334 48, 407
Amount involved....eoovaeenenenanreans b gg 12,252
15
130 20 Internal- e reports copied, &0..eoevecei]iccncareariennnnas %H;
&ECOXD AUDITOR'S OFFICE, Powers of attorney examined and entered.... 1,527
T DO o e s M a s SRt Bk E e §28,201 00 $73, 768 00
i s s L 9,072, B §27, 536, 257 49
mount Involved..c..oceecnsonesesisnansancs j f
Letters, claims, &o., received......ccveunsnn. , 043 118, 602 2,738 2, 608
Gy o e D S e 8,003 131, 321 7, 269 7, 206
Number of employés............ vasessunavase o 5% e :gi 16 :n; - D%
Number of acconnts stiied o sach employé. 90 144 13,852 40,046
Number of letters received to each employé. 210 673 . 1,700 4, 558
Number of letters written to each employé.. 333 46 3,404 14,072
Co8E DOF BO0OUDY. ovenvevemvassmns e sanmassnss $16 34 $9 68 14,131 2, 538
THIED AUDITOR'S OFFICE. gl{ Eg s%' éxg
Number of aoeounts settled..oocoooovonenel 2300 138 1,500 dg
i Rk gt i $1,307 81,176
Mwa| LMD
) ) I submit a table herewith showing the receipts and disbursements
erage ed h el : :
ﬁ;mw ?ﬁhﬁﬂmﬁﬁ ] mm’;ﬁ mm 23 of the Government since January 1, 1834. Thﬂ table also shows the
AVerage CO8t Per ACCOUN .« vmxsmsesznnnsns §35 §12 30 | receipts, losses, and ratio of losses per §1,000 to aggregate of receipts.
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., June 19, 1876.
Statement showing th ipts and disbur ta of the Government from J 1, 1834, t ; exhi defalea
ratio of losses per ;1,05: tnothe mte received and di.shun:ed, amng:g in p@ia‘l:.mm]?:'a e m‘]:i? u:?::gn egv:ll:o mt%ea?:ai:nt‘h:{ periods m::ddsm
mtthﬁ.lQﬁl;pmﬁ’%ﬁ?ﬁmmedhﬂﬁmM the SBecretary, to accompany his answer to a resolution of the United States Senate, dated Fel 8, 1876,
:m.l.ng for a detailed statement of balances due from public officers no longer in the public service which have arisen since 1830
Receipts, losses, and ratio of loss per $1,000 to aggregate of receipls.
s Customs, Internal revenne,
Period.
. Receipts. Losses, | 7000 | Receipta. Losees. | T on
£70, 185, 498 66 | §1,211,566 25 | $17 26
67,283,444 08 | 264,502 4 393
78,046,436 31 | 254,939 03 3w
110, 564, 342 31 7,719 11 06
104,057,446 48 | 215,740 08 110
245,148,753 03 | 131,277 05 53
184, 125, 082 85 38,776 03 21
303, 360, 453 61 31,961 89 10
609,077,488 65 | 254,408 55 36
805, 208, 501 96 20,935 15 02
320,271, 556 04 3,407 28 01
G R e R S R S PR S S e e 3,082, 089, 093 08 | 2, 434, 632 46 8
January 1, 1834, t0 Jume 30, 1861 . uucicincsceioasiaiassrissarmaiirionsniinnst 951,211,003 72 | 2,124,529 49 2% Rl o TR e py
July 1, 1861, t0 June 30, 1875..reeeeereenrrnnnans R e reeee 2,130, 678,000 26 | 310,102 97 14 | 2,066,331, 218 88 | 3, 650,332 06 17




1876.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

Receipts, losses, and ralio of loss per §1,000 to aggregate of receipts—Continuned,

Miscellaneous. Net total, Gross total.
Period, Yons Toun
Receipts. Losses. 31.0000.“ Receipta. - Losses. o 003.‘ Receipts.* Losses. Imf‘
January 1, 1834, to December 31, 1337...| $62 796,953 70 | 172,250 16 $2 74 | $133,002, 971 77 (81,383,825 41 |  $10 40 | $135, 995, 060 U2 |§1, 383, 825 41 §10 17
January 1, 1839, to December 31, 1841...| 26,832,178 67 | 137,825 40 4 76 04,125,586 05 | 302,328 34 416 | 190,948, 548 01 | 392, 38 34 301
Jonuary 1, 1842, to June 30, 1845........| 8,545,633 07 | 175,042 36 20 48 7,498 012 08 | 429,081 39 400 | 116,736,004 57 | 429,981 39 368
July 1,"1845, to June 30, 1849 . ... .| 12,019,158 04 10,390 87 86 | 122 587,147 61 18,100 98 14 | 201,857,508 45 18, 109 08 08
July 1, 1849, to June 30, 1853 .. 12, 64, 329 01 60, 521 50 470 | 207,581,715 49 | 216,230 58 133 | 211,008 61201 | 276,270 58 130
July 1, 1853, to June 30, 1857.. 37,024, 174 86 81,724 73 920 | 28917292789 | 213,001 78 75 | 262,199,820 56 | 213,001 78 75
July 1, 1857, to June 30, 1861 .. 12,838, 900 35 | 165,237 80 12 00 | 196,963,373 20 | 194,003 &) 08 | 312,350,679 56 | 194,003 83 62
July 1, 1861, to June 30, 1865 67,251,745 08 53,043 01 A0 | 720,458,335 99 | 508,493 60 69 | 4, 670,460,137 61 | 508, 493 60 10
July 1, 1865, to June 30, 1869 91,743,004 44 | 181,621 19 1 97 | 1,716, 418,954 21 | 2,562,721 90 149 | 4,042 316, 438 46 | 2, 562, 721 90 63
July 1, 1869, to June 30, 1873 19, 624, B4R 56 | 107, 407 86 135 | 1,457,962 242 50 | 954, 698 62 65 | 2 576, 645 535 22 | 054, 698 68 37
July 1, 1873, to Juue 30, 1575 51,973,037 T3 35, 581,01 69 | 583,061,862 25 | 392,183 92 55 | 1,420,222, 808 62 | 323,183 03 2
Total ..cvuuiee W a il e 462, 573, 453 51 | 1,161, 634 B9 2 51 | 5 611,033, 780 95 | 7,255,610 41 1 20 |14, 100, 631, 205 09 | 7, 255, 619 41 5l
Jnmélm,ma‘mm,lﬁl ........ 172, 680, 767 70 | 782, 991 82 4 53 | 1,123, 931,795 00 | 2,907, 521 51 258 | 1,390,986, 145 18 | 9, 907, 521 31 200
July 1, 1861, to June 30, 1875 ...... . .-..| 239, §93, 085 378, 643 07 1 30 | 4,487,101, 994 95 | 4,348 098 10 96 {12, 709; 645, 050 91 | 4, 348, 008 10 M
* Includes receipta for loana.
Disbursements, losses, and ratio of loss per $1,000 to aggregale dishurseirents,
Miscellaneous. Post-office.
Period. Losson Losson
Disbursements. Losses. $1,000. Disbursements. Losses, $1,000.
January 1, 1834, to December 31 1897.....L $23, 921, 077 47 $300,154 05 | $12 54 | $11,697,684 58 | $13,606 31 | $1 17
January 1, 1838, to December 25,372,036 06 | 2,485,336 47 | 97 %5 18, 284, 9l 77 51, 800 86 283
Jannary 1, 1842, to June 30, 1 21, 535, 282 45 4,008,452 22 | 46 82 18, 666, 750 20 2,679 46 14
July 1,1845, to June 30, 1819 . 99,133,077 73 166, 262 44 | 23 24 16, 861, 478 41 2,571 24 13
July 1, 1849, to June 30, 1853 68, 899, 995 00 809,785 74 | 13 05 26, 582, 570 4 52, 946 20 19
July 1, 1853, to June 30, 1857, 111,122, 107 75 86208 11| 77 40,439,110 70 | 280,198 05 6 02
July 1, 1857, to June 30, 1861 101, 502, £26 81 814,731 06 | 822 56,037,098 74 | 172,278 46 30
July 1, 1861, to June 30, 1863.. 115,145,844 93 | 1,111,281 85 | 965, 779, 085 45 93, 467 03 101
July 1, 1865, to June 30, 1869........ 201,926,036 61 | 1,080,156 82 | 5 34 81,016,286 91 | 167,236 74 206
July 1, 1869, to June 30, 1873.... LS LD ceveeeneass| 248,033,245 2 440,953 04 | 1 77| 104,132,079 69 | 117,797 60 113
Tuly1, 1873, t0 JUDE 30, 1875000 n 2oeeesiinessoressnireiaereeese e SRR 156, 212, 296 50 317,24886 | 203| 6573772403 349063| 53
Total....cevueen N R L b ooy Tl I L i - It ol 1,105, 803, 726 67 | 10,106, 467 56 213 489, 155, 864 B2 080, 552 38 204
T T L L o e e 384,487,303 27 | 7,156,826 00 | 18 61| 180,490,678 74 | 576,100 7B 3 M
July 11081 to Juinean 1878, L wl L Lo L et WL e Ll 721,316,423 40 | 2,049, 64057 | 408 | 209,665,176 08 | 413,472 60 138
War, Navy. Indians. Pensions.
Period. : Eg 5‘§' §§‘ Eg
Disbursements. Losses. 23 (Disbursements. Lossea. 5 > [Disbursements. Losses. > |Disburserents.| Losses. | =S
S S b S%
Jan. 1, 1834, to
% ?Qmﬁ. $36, 895, 432 32 | §502, 062 23 [§13 60 | $20,275, 832 24 | $213, 405 04 [§10 53 | §12, 005, 456 75 130,256 56 $10 76 | 10, §73,957 03 | $17,906 63 | §1 65
an. 1,
5 1.311{:“1:’3.41‘;0 a7, 711,097 43 206,873 89 | 548 | 94,428, 848 64 101,256 23 | 4 14 | 12,879, 740 60 4,215 61 32 | 10,290,804 48 | 101,951 64 | 9 90
an.
Ju{m;:lﬂﬁéﬂg 20, 483, 584 01 48,350 58 | 235 | 24,020,331 48| 54,201 93| 217 4,573,354 42 10,585 20 | 231 6,650,769 55 | 11,55338| 1 T4
Jﬂn;':}n,mw% 68,500,208 38 | 747,275 33 | 844 | 33,550,831 62 | 115606 60 | 3 45| 5 084,563 30 11,768 92 | 231 | 6,112,34531 71,196 44 | 11 64
; ;L'%sjlhg. 40,250,004 32 | 37315805 | 920 | 36,770,937 67| 141,493 87| 3 85| 11,417,46340 | 69,49761 | 608| B384 | LW 15
n
Jnlyl?;ﬁ!fsﬁ 62,492,658 32 | 378,333 37| 605 | 50,843,720 68 | 37750568 | 7T 42| 11,322,013 17 3808807 | 336| 531688756 | 1884051 | 354
i 1.:?'351': 88,307,575 55 | 287,516 48 | 3 25 | 52,645,908 80 | 183,510 52 | 3 40 | 14,325,403 42 982,417 05 | 68 58 | 4,577,393 06| 4,64951| 101
, to
Jsmrgo.mi%.u,mmmm 4,241,868 55 | 1 56 | 314,223,986 21 | 1,079,639 44 | 3 43 | 13,169,317 15 136,582 62 | 10 37 | 23,263,779 07 | 99,650 45 | 1927
u . v
Jﬁall!nf,?ﬁm}mt% 583,749,510 99 | 542, 5347 69 92 | 120,173,925 90 98, 422 02 81 | 19,135 153 08 T3,07307 | 396 | 88,810,848 02 | 94,510 67| 1 06
J%’“:.I 'm. 175,150,962 73 | 169, 900 39 97 | 85,087,323 86 | - 180,964 68 | 2 10 | 25 848 369 29 23, 557 44 91 | 120, 676,926 67 | 230,826 93 | 1 90
-
J’mso,lsrs. 83,434,573 20 23, 742 80 28 | 52, 430,213 69 26, 670 77 50 | 15,077,118 01 2,676 38 17| 58,404,630 B8 |.aeemceennficnnen
3 Fﬁt&:.-.;mmmm 7,521,638 96 | 191 | 816,252,950 B2 | 2,572,827 TT| 3 15 | 144,927,954 00 | 1,483,020 42 | 10 23 | 343, 286,700 65 | §52,37357| 1 @0
an. 1, 0 = =
ngnf.?'aslx,utl 374,661,551 28 | 2,543,579 53 | 6 79 | 243,437,501 22 | 1,187,130 86 | 4 87| 71,697,995 06 | 1,246,830 01 | 17 30 | 52,140,585 21 | 227,355 52 | 4 36
2t \
J{mm.ms.a,sa.m.mvs 4,078,059 43 | 139 | 579,815,449 66 | 1,385,606 01 | 241 | 73,220,050 03 | 236,790 41 | 3 23 | 201,246,184 64 | 355,018 05 | 1 21
Net total, exclusive of post-office. Gross total, exclusive of post-office.
Period. % Administration.
Disbursements. Losses. L‘“l‘m'm Disbursements.* Losses. r"sf“m%‘_'
January 1, 1834, to December 31, 1837............. $104, 051,745 81 | §1, 163,786 01 | §11 18 §110, 308, 325 19 | §1,163, 786 01 | 810 55 | Jackson’s.
Janunary 1, 1838, to December 31, 1841...... 110,683,427 21 | 2,899,653 84 | 26 19 137,094,438 34 | 2,899,653 84 | 21 15| Van Buren's,
J. 1 to June 30, 1845. ... .... 78,163,322 81 | 1,133, %4240 | 14 49 109,187,401 24 | 1,133,242 40 | 10 37 | Harrison and Tyler's.
July 1,845, to June 30, 1849 .............. 165,381,096 34 | 1,712,169 82 | 1035 205,194,700 57 | 1712169 82| 834 | Polk's.
July 1, 1849, to June 30, 1853 .............. .s 165, 688, 818 66 1,485,192 68 B 06 194, 370, 493 14 1, 485, 192 68 7 64 | Taylor and Fillmore's.
July 1, 1853, to June 30, 1857 ................. i 241,007,397 48 | 1,674,852 64 | 6 04 985,638,875 65 | 1,074,852 64 | 5 86| Pierce's.
3o Lk st el [ JmmED) imEa) fn) ksl dmma] on) s
uly g WO JULNG ), 00D cennccscsnsnnnss - 'y " v - LF
July 1, 1865, to June 30, 1869 ... .0ocommems YOI 705 #7460 | 1830601 17| 196| 389U576,29910| 1.9 66 17| 48 |5 Lincoln and Johnson's.
July 1, 1869, to June 30, 1873 ... S 655,605,827 82 | 1,046,202 48 | 150 | 2 601,158 560 90 | 1,046,202 48 40 }Gmnt‘
July 1, 1873, to June 30, 1875 «.evevuemreconnnannn 365, 648, BE3 27 370,338 8L | 101 | 1,406,699, 819 31 370, 338 81 26 e
Totalecovunnnninrscancabninsannannsvacaansacs| 6,340,937,492 52 | 2,966,028 28 | 3 51 | 13,936,870,072 05 | 22,966,923 28 | 150
Jan: 1, 1834, to June 30, 1861.. 1,126,424,036 04 | 12,361,722 91 | 1007 | 1,369,077,502 52 | 12,361,722 91| 902
July 1, 1861, to June 30, 1875 5, 214, 512, 485 43 9, 905, 205 37 1 89 | 12 566, B92, 569 53 9, 903, 205 37 ki)

* Includes expenditures for public debt.

POSTAL MONEY-ORDERS.—Amount involved to June 30, 1875, $389,718,745.38; loss, $156,818.42; loss per $1,000, forty cents,
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NOTES TO FRECEDING TABLES.

1. Inthcases whﬁ the kﬁwut.? h:! defaultin o?aars pgm mm than one
period the losses, unless known Ve 0CO n other ve been charged
to the periods in which the accounts were o] in this Department. In cases of
defanlting baoks, however, for want of other information, the losses have been
charged to the periods in which they are reported on the books, thongh doubtless
in several instances they actually occurred in previous periods. No losses of the
latter kind, however, have been inclunded unless known to have occurred within

covered by this statement.

the period

9.1;13 dedunetions have been made for amounts which may be collected hereafter,
thnnﬁtalargepem&ntngﬁo! the recent losses will doubtless be yet recovered.

3. praparlnﬁthismatam«nttheml and disbursements since June 30, 1843,
have been classified by fiscal years as in the published official reports; the losses
bave in all cases been classified by calendar years, it not being practicable to sepa-
rate the losses oceurring in the fractional years of mt}:‘ﬁah«l, but the periods com-
pared being of the same length the result is substantially correct.

From customs receipts the loss during Jackson’s time from 1834 o
1837 on §1,000 was §17.26; in Van Buren’s time, §3.93; in Grant’s ad-
ministration, two cents loss on each $1,000.

From Jannary 1, 1834, to June 30, 1861, the losses to the $1,000 was
$2.23 per $1,000; from July 1, 1861, to June 30, 1875, during repub-
lican administrations, fourteen cents per §1,000. The internal-rev-
enue system did not exist during democratic administrations. The
losses per $1,000 of receipts have been $1.70; from miscellaneous
sources during Jackson’s term, $2.75 ger $1,000; during Van Buren’s
service, $4.76 per $1,000; doring Buchanan’s time, $12.09; and now,
General Grant’s term, sixty-nine cents per §1,000! The average losses
dm‘inﬂﬁ democratic administrations, $4.53 per thounsand; in republi-
can administration, $1.30 per thonsand.

On the total receipts from all sources the loss during democratic
administrations was $2.09 ; during republican administrations, thir-
ty-four cents. Now take the disbursements, the loeuwa1 and ratio of
loss per §1,000. In the War Department during good old democratic
times—General Jackson’s term—the losses were $13.60; during Van
Buren’s term, $5.48; during Polk’s four years as President, $3.44 ; dur-
ing Pierce’s term, $6.05; during Bue n’s term, $3.25; d’uring
Grant’s administration, twenty-five cents. The total losses on dis-
bursements of offices belonging to the War Department in democratic
times, from 1834 to 1861, was $6.79 per thousand; total losses from
1861 to 1875, $1.39 per §1,000.

In the Navy Department, in the disbursements the losses during
Jackson’s term per §1,000 were $10.53; in Pierce’s term, §7.42; dur-
ing Buchanan’s term, $3.49; during General Grant’s term, cents

§1,000. Total democratic, $4.87; total republican, §2.41. Indian
urean: Here oor democratic friends have so much to say about ex-
travagance that this table will be read with interest. The losses dur-
ing Jackson's administration. per $1,000 were $10.76; in Buchanan’s
time, $68.58 per §1,000. (I suppose these were the reform times that
our democratic friends desire to bring us back to;) during Grant’s
time, seventeen cents per $1,000. The total loss in democratic times,
$17.39 per $1,000 ; during republican administrations, $3.23 per §1,000.

Losses on account of pensions during democratic administrations,
$4.36 };]ar $1,000; during republican administrations, §1.21 per £1,000.

In the Post-Office Department during democratic administrations,
losses on each $1,000 were $3.04 ; during republican administrations,
$1.33. From miscellaneous sources, losses in democratic times was
$18.61 per $1,000 as against $4.08 in republican times. The total
losses per $1,000 on disbursements from all sources from 1834 to 1861
during democratic administrations was $9.02, while doring republican
times it was only seventy-eight cents per $1,000. Anditmay be added
here that the losses during republican administrations are recent, and
it is estimated at the Departments that 25 per cent. of what is put
down as losses recently will finally be recovered, so that actually the
losses dtring republican administrations will be probably 25 per cent.
less than the figures here given.

‘When the republicans came into power it was found that looseness
and disorder in all the departnfents of Government were the rule and
order and care were the exception.

Con was in the habif of making appropriations in and
in indefinite sums. The Departments were permitted the widest range
and discretion.

Under republican rule all appropriations were made in the greatest
ossible detail and in specific sums, leaving little or nothing to the
iscretion of the officers of the Government.

Now the conditions that oblained in democratic times are reversed,
and we find order, care, and integrity the rule, and looseness and
disorder the exception.

As a sample of the way things were done in old times, I give the
following :

On pages 257 and finance report for 1854, in the of ial Agent
&uﬁ, of November !2?1354, will be found statements showing the mnl memd
w

ch public moneys were kept in the better days of the Republic, and the
unique, economic method by which transfers of such moneys were made in those

days.

{?r. Minor, who undertook to transfer the 100,000 from New York to New Or-
leans, as far as kaown to the t, has not yet reached his destination.

The amount appears on the list of defanlters sent the House by the Treasury
Department, charged against the City Bank of Columbus, Ohio.

This is but a sample of hundreds of others that are shown on the
books of the Treasury Department and in the report sent to the House.

The system of checks and balances, instituted sinee the republican
party came into power, renders such a transaction impossible,

The burden of the democratic song is now the cry of corruption. I

admit there is corruption in Government officers; I do not expect it
to be otherwise as long as human nature is what it is.

To the charge of extravagance and corruption against the Adminis-
tration so often made, I desire to say that in the discharge of my dnty
as a member of the zg)pmprintion ommittee I have had occasion to
meet many of the officers directly in charge of the expenditures of
the ap‘Pr:&ristiona made by Con

It affords me pleasure to say that they are a snperior body of men
in all that Eerﬁu.ina to Eennina manhood, and they will rank in intelli-
gence and honesty and in an honest discharge of duty with any pri-
vate em})loyment in this or any other country; while private employ-
ers pay for similar service ter salaries than these men can possi-
bly receive. It therefore is a duty and a q}a&sm to say this for a
class of men who are constantly maligned by the opposition for the
sole purpose of making parfy capital. There are, possibly, among
these men, here and there, one who is wanting in official integrity.
It is expecting too much of human nature not to find it so, as the
reign of democracy for a period of a quarter of a century conclusively
proves, Investigation shows that the average of this class was far

ter in numbers and costs to the Government under democratic
han during republican rule.

I make the statement deliberately that,in my jundgment and in
the judgment of all candid men having knowledge of the subject
never in the history of the country was there as much capacity and
integrity exhibited by the officers in charge of the administration of
the Government as there is to-day. Inmaking thisstatement I make
full allowance for all the disclosnres made by the committees of in-
vestigation this session. My opportunity for knowing these officials
has been that of an actnal, personal eontact with and knowledge of
them such as is enjoyed by but few of the public men of the country.

I do not believe that any of the walks of society can show an equal
number of men more capable, more honest, and more deserving in
all respects than these men.

*As an illustration of the loose manner in which the House con-
ducts its business, I will refer to one case as a sample. A demo-
cratic member offered a resolution ca!linghfor a list of the names,
Ela.cas of residence, and number of shares held by each of the stock-

olders of the national banks, the object being to obtain the names
of members of Con who were shareholders. To answer this re-

nest it required fifty-two months of the labor of the elerks, equal to
the labor of one clerk for four and a half years. The cost of answering
this resolntion, including the labor, stationery, and printing, was
about §20,000.

This House has utterly failed to act on a proposition of the Secre-
tary of the Treasury, to by the republican Senate six months
ago, relating to the refunding of the 6 per cent. bonds into a bond
bearing interest at the rate of 4} per cent., thereby saving to the
country the snm of five millions annnalli in the payment of interest.
If the House had acted promptly on this matter, by this time the
refunding would probably have been an accomplished fact and the
sum named above saved annually to the people.

There are l{’i:{; in the commiftee-rooms of this House bills unacted
upon, introduced by gentlemen from the Sounth, W&ﬁ @ 81Im
of not less than $2,000,000,000, to be warmed into actual, life by
the success of Tilden and Hendricks.

Not acted on thissession; why? Because if pressed now they wounld
injure the p: ts of democratic success.

Another of reform movements of this House was the of
the following proviso to one of the clauses of the sundry civil bill:

Provided, That all of the sions of title 26 of the Revised Statates of tho
peslaots of Slociions, and Aoputy cod. special doputy mareRAlS I Souhing the

TVISOTs 1
ﬁpmhiun of elwﬁ:'m are hgmgy mpenpf:d. =

It will be seen that the repeal wounld remove all restraint against
dishonest vofing in the great cities of the country as well as in the
States where the riEhta of the colored men to vote are flagrantly in-
terfered with. With this law repealed, Tammany Hall and John Mor-
rissey conld give 'ilden so large a majority as to overcome the honest
vote of the State, as was done in 1868, when General Grant and John
A. Griswold were cheated out of the vote of the State, and that, too,
under the management of the present democratic candidate for i
dent. I make this statement on the authority of the last domoerat ic
candidate for the Presidency.

I put with it the ciroularletter sent fo the faithful all overthe State;
the compliance with the suggestions therein contained enabled the
present democratic candidate for the Presidency, the then chairman
of the democratic State committee, to (by withholding the announce-
ment of the count in the city of New York until he heard from the
State) count enough votes in the city to give the State to Seymour
and Hoffman : :

[Private and strictly confidential. |
ROOMS OF DEMOCRATIC STATE COMMITTER,
October 27, 1868.

My DEAR S : Please at once to communicate with some reliable person in three
or four principal towns and in each city of your county, and request him [e.xlre.nm '
daly for this end) to telegraph to William M. Twmd]l'h.mmmy all, at
t];e ﬁl:l.i.‘ntltﬂ of closing the polls, not waiting for the count, such person's estimate
o @ vote.

Let the teleg'nﬁh be as follows:

“This town will show & democratic gain (or loss) over last year of (number.") Or
this one, if sufficiently certain: “This town will give a republican (or democratic)

majority of —."
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There is, of course, an important ohject to be attained by a simultaneouns trans-
mission at the hour of .closing the but not longer waiting. Opportunity can
be taken of the usual half-hour in the tel pliie communications over lines
before actual results begin to be declared, and before the Associated Press absorb
the telegraph with returns and interfere with individual messages ; and give orders
to wat%nghkually the count.

AR SAMUEL J. TILDEN, Chairman.

I submit that this gentleman will m«ke an excellent reform candi-
date for the democracy.
As a further of the reform qualities of this model reformer,
the democratic candidate for the Presidency, I append here a letter

from the last democratie candidate for the Presidency, a witness who | 157

certainly will not be impeached.

In the New York Tribune of November 9, 1869, Mr. Greeley, in a
second letter to Samuel J. Tilden, chairman of the democratic State
committee, arraigns Tilden for his complicity in this gigantic villainy
and holds him to a just accountability. In this letter Mr. Greeley
reviews the labors of the constitutional convention of 1867 ; the defeat
of the results of its labors, the * reform constitution,” by the great
champion of reform, Samuel J. Tilden, at the election of 1369; the
defeat of a fair registration and the means of purging the ballot-box
of its notoriously infamous frauds, and of securing to the people and
State a fair election. Mr. Greeley reviews all in detail in the light
of incontrovertible facts, and says:

But while honesty and law act odically, villainy ever sleeps with one eye
open,and plans new and more subtle devices for venting justice and overthrow-
ing right. Had no illegal vote been polled in this city and Brooklyn, General Franz
Si would now be our secretary-elect, as Grant, in the absence of frand, would
have received the electoral vote of our State by more than 20,000 majority. Let me
multiply demonstrations on this point: Since your party pretends to believe our
last State mmmnmmdi:;:ﬁwl,_l put that aside and appeal to official
returns whereof no one can even to doubt the accuracy. follows the

ere
number of deaths in several of the lower wards of our eity, where your party has
swelled its vote so monstrously in the past two or three elections:

Number of deaths in the lower wards.

Wards. 1855, | 18se | 1850, | 1861 | 1862 | 1864 | 1862
Fourth .ooooeoenoee.. 844 | 934| s7| mer| es| ess 649
Sixth...o.ooooooeenes| 1,242 B74| 93| 1,05¢] e8| om0 697
Seventh -...o.ooirinis. 1180 | 1,134 | 1,090 | 1017 | 1018| 1,156 | 1,103
F o 're | Uo13| 'sse| eos| 708 | 1006 736

Totﬂ‘ 3,951 | 3,835 | 3,648 | 3,638 | 8,512 | 8,010| 3 18

Now, Mr. Tildanﬁun know that those wards have not increased in aggregate
popualation since 1 People who live packed up in tenement honses fronting the
narrowest, crookedest, worst smelling streets of our city die at least as fast as
who live in more cleanly, airy, and commodions quarters ; and the increase or dim-
inution of the population of these wards is accurately reflected in their annnal return
of deaths. Now look at their total vote at our several presidential electiona sinee
1855 and at our State elections last week :

‘Wards, 1856, | 1860. | 1864. | 1868. | 1869.

2,82 | 4,310 | 3,865

3,781 | 5 401 6,274

= 5,250 | 8,160 5, BG4

. 5,000 | 5,252 | 4,214

1 S 13,241 | 13,837 | 16,920 | 23,123 | 20, 037

You know what these figures prove as well as T do. Yon know that vote
'mduwnoutthuwulﬂgin the int 1 tested el

tion of 1860, and that
few were then polled which had no ri fnt- to be. You know that the popula-
tion of these wards has not increased, v polled over 9,000 more in 1868 than
they did in 1860, and over 6 000 more in 1869, when the sixth ward cast 873 more
i‘-hm[llilaer m&l;:hﬁm vote of last year, and considerably more than double her vote
n 1860 or 1864,

I do not instdnce these cases as worse than others. Probably none of them are
80 bad as that of the twenty-first ward, where your sheriff bears sway. But the
twenty-first is a ing ward; so I confine myself to those which the bills of
morh.gty clearly show to be less populons to-day than they were when their a
gate vote was but 13,241 against the 23,232 they rolled up for Hoffman last

Mr. Tilden, you have confederates who will chuckle over this ezposé, as showing
that * the democrats know how," and that. they can never be driven from power.
" What if the publie judgment condemns ns! Let our repeaters vote twice more
all round, and we'll come ont all right." But I believe in and feel a profound
conviction that the fruits of triumph. thus achieved will tarn to ashes on the lips
of the victors, I believe you will yet realize that an honest defeat would have
E&qﬂ more advantageons to you in the long run than either of your frandulent vie-

rics,

I will print here a table showing the reduced cost of Government ex-
penditures year by year since 1866, which conclusively shows the gen-
eral good management of the Administration. A constant decrease
of e ses is shown in all Departments of Government except the
Post-Office Department.

In making these reductions the number of clerks has been reduced
in the Departments at Washington to the number of twenty-five
hundred and to the number of five thousand men throughont the en-
tire counfry, The Posi-Office Department of course shows an annual
inerease in proportion to the growth of the country.

REDUCTION OF PUBLIC EXPENDITURES.
The following table shows the expenditures of the Government for

the fiscal years from 1865 to 1876, inclusive, with the reduction each
year from 1265 :
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29
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While this constant reduction was going on Congress ually re-
duced taxation, making the reduction of expenses and the reduction
of taxation go hand in hand. Our present pretended reformers pre-
tend to large redunetion of expenses, but are not willing to reduce
taxes. :

This illustrates the difference between the policies of the two par-
ties now contending for aupmmacg;

The following table shows the dates of the acts of Congress redue-
ng taxes and of the amount of the annual reduction:

REDUCTION OF TAXES BY ACTS OF CONGRESS.

The following exhibita the estimated reduction of anmual internal taxation and
cnstoms duties under the laws mentioned :

Act of July mym ........... §65, 000, 000 00

R N R e R e e N S A RS S  a 40, 000, 000 00

Act of February 3, 1868 ........... eeae 23,000,000 00

Acta of March 1 and July 20, 1868.......cccuremcrecnccnnenanns vesses 45,000,000 00

Actof July 14, 1870. ....... e PR R e T L NS LA 76, 848, 827 313

Actd of May 1 and June 8, 1879, ... coucceeicsiinnacsnaiasnsnssnnns . 51,823,761 38
Time will not

%ermit me to go further into details.

The great republican party, besides saving the Republic whose de-
struction was songht not on %bythe rebellion but by all the crowned
heads of the world, (save the Czar of Russia,) has shown itself capable
of adjusting the delicate taskof reconstruction, and to-day, but eleven
yenr% since the close of the war, every State is fully represented on
this floor.

This great party has given freedom and citizenship to all its peo-
Bla. Every one of its t fundamental Yﬁnciples form a part of the

onstitution and are accept-erggatincip es of all parties. As aprac-
tical business-like party it has reduced the per capita expenses (less
war expenses) twenty-five cents below what it was when it assumed
governmental power.

Since this party assumed control it has reduced the average annual
cost I:..Ot clerks by the sum of §175 each and they do 50 per ¢ent. more
wor .

The losses on the collections and disbursements of the public funds

have greatly
The system of checks and balances in the keeping governmental

accounts is vastly improved.
terTeltlle character and capacity of Government officials are greatly bet-

The Government eredit which stood at 12 per cent. interest on its
loans is now reduced to 4} per cent.

1t g;na gradually year by year since the war reduced expenses and
taxation.

It has paid nearly $600,000,000 of the public debt in the last eleven

years,

It has provided for every obligation of the Government, including
the sinking fund.

It has reduced the annnal interest burden by $45,000,000. It has
pensioned the brave soldiers who foighb to save the country.

It may not at all times have done the wisest thing, and some of its
officials have been dishonest and corrupt.

But it has a glorions record, one that causes its adherents fo rejoice
and be glad that they share its glories,

To put against this party, the democracy propose economy and re-
form, when they have not shown a single characteristic that entitles
them to the appellation of reformers. Under this cry they will try to
have the people forgl?: that the complete fruition of reconstruction
is not yet an accomplished fact.

Thefy want us to forget that democratic success means the practical
loss of the rights of citizenship to the colored people of the South.
With democratic snccess these rights will exist only in name.

They want the people to forget that hundreds of millions of war
claims are to be paid, dependent upon their success.

They wantthe peopleto forget the many schemesof southern plunder
that will be aocompEahed' facts with their ascendency.

The people who saved the Republic are ever watchfnl and alert.
They who have sacrificed so much to make the old flag an emblem
of freedom and glory will not trust gentlemen with power who sought
to trail it in the dust and substitute in its place the stars and bars,
until they manifest a spirit that will assure them that the great prin-
ciples fougmt oa.fnd wonln.re secnre in t.hﬁ?dl:nda.

a people turning over t tinies of a t coun-
try to :ﬁ:ﬂ very men who sought to destroy it will not begmneaaul
for four years to come at least.

The following statement shows reductions and postponements
finally agreed upon by both Houses:
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Statement showing the reduction and postponements of appropriations as
Jfinally agreed upon.

PEBBIOR: oo s i c e s s s s e Ao e R Ak S L s R s S hy s has waan pwaspaht | A0 DY 00
Military A 74, 675 00
Consular and di 216, 405 50
Fortificati "%gﬂ.“gg
Legislative.... ;
River and 1, 643, 517 50
Deficiencies. ... . 3,B86,975 62
Post-oftice ..... 2, 408, 707 00
L A SIS A O [ A e A EAR L Rl L] 4,260, 651 00
M S v e e e e B b = Baap sy NS b P AAS SRS SeanE e 690, 437 53
............................................................... 1, 946, 662 10
8 T AR T e LN e U L B LRI [T ™ )
29,944, 352 86
Dedust Aeflelanoy . .oenounsinssvassermsnssnassnsansdisnmssnsnds 3, 886, 975 62
20, 057, 377 24
Dednet Court of Claims.......... 4 e b b v de i $2, 000, 000 00
Indefinite for assay Ofice......oceveceneseasanncannes 500, 000 00
T R R PR RS e R 500, 000 00
3, 000, 000 00
23, 057,377 24
Deduct also—
fie 500, 000 00
Was 200, 000 00
Penns; 200, 000 00
Fortifications . 200,000 00
New !Srkpoe]tigmw ................................. %,% g
Agricultural Reports.......cccceuseavesanmesssasnnss ,
2,457,000 00
Actual reduction and postponement .......cecevieniaciaaca.. 20,600,377 24

Mr. SAVAGE. Mr. Speaker, in the time granted to me I shall not
be able to elaborate any.of the points npon which I propose to touch.
But I ecannot resist the temptation which the opportunity affords to
me of indulging in a few remarks npon the testimony taken by the
Committee on nditures in the Department. And the
temptation is greatly enhanced when I consider some of the speeches

e npon the opposite side of this Hall, comparing the corruption
and stealing of the present Administration with the democratic Ad-
ministrations before the war and with the management of the present
House of Representatives, notably the speeches delivered by the

entleman from Illinois efi(r. Hurrsur] and the gentleman from
ine, [Mr. HALE.]

The first case of imp: conduet (which out in the country where
I was raised would be called stealing, but which, I suppose, out of def-

erence to the custom which has grown up of late years I must call “an
irreguhrity’;) is the case of Parkman & Brooks; and that I may do
no injustice I will give you a brief statement of the case in the lan-

guage of Mr. Wilson, the Solicitor of the Treasury, as contained inan
official letter to Secretary Bristow, bearing date December 31, 1574.
The letter of the Solicitor is printed in full, commencing on page 79
of the statements and letters relative to eaptured and abandoned
property., The extract which I wish to read is as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE,

THE SOLICITOR OF THE TREASURY,
Washington, D, 0., December 31, 1874.
o) T Ihspam that in the year 1805, George L. Carleton, then United
States depositary and acting surveyor of customs at Emp]ﬂs. Tennessee, issuod
to J. W. Page, jr., president of the Commercial Bank at that place, certificates of
d t on aceount of subscriptions to 7.30 Government bonds to the amount of

945, taking therefor, instead of money, Page's individual checks.

Itis &Ilegedi and the evidence tends to show, that neither the bank nor
himself received any advantage from these transactions other than the difference of
exchange, but that the of the sales of these bonds were all %Iaw!,usmn
as received, to the credit of Parkman, Brooks & Co., and drawn out by them.

In May, 1875, the checks of Page, thus held by Carleton, were given up by him,
and eanceled at the solicitation of Page, on the ground that Parkman & gmks
had received the proceeds of the bonds, Carleton receiving in their place from Page
the checks of Pa.r?:man, Brooks & Co. of like date and amount.

The evidence shows, huwever, that the checks of Parkman, Brooks & Co. were
obtained by Page in April, 1863, in their absence from Mem from a Mr. Learned,
who was clai to be their partner, and who was anthorized to draw checks in
the firm-name in the ordinary course of business, and who also was accustomed to
dﬂuparmarthemeot{heﬁm.

May, 1865, Parkman, Brooks & Co. denied the authority of Learned to sign
their name to checks.

In this state of affairs the Secretary of the Treasury sent aspecial agent to in-
vgstigate the matter. From his report it appears that kman, & Co, ac-
knowledge themselves indebted to the Commercial Bank and were willing to as-
sume secure, as best they could, §201,603.12 of the checks held by Carletom on
being discharged by the bani.

Acting upon the conclusion that the proposal of Parkman & Brooks was the best
on the facts that conld be bad, the agent of the Treasury obtained from them, on
settlement of the checks held by Carleton, five notes aggregating $201,003.12, four
of them dated Angust 14, 1865, and one August 16, 1865.

The egent, however, did an unauthorized aet himself in this matter which he was
in vaeﬁgaﬂn%.ﬂ He made at the same time—A ugust 14, 1865—in behalf of the United
States, a contract with F, W. Brooks, one of the firmof Pukmamnmﬂn & Co., for
collecting and delivering to Treasury agents certain lots of cotton and
P Y-

contract was made, as is alleged by the agent, for the purpose of securin,
the payment of Parkman & Brooks's note. %

By its terms the share of Brooks in the proceeds of delivered over and
above actual was to be & Iiedmthe;:yman of four of Parkman &
Brooks's notes, amounting to $150,000. Brooks nunderstood when the contract was
mndet.hntitmnla?uhotho of the Secretary of the Treasury, but,
without wnhéng for i.nwapprov ¥ ﬁ'fmd' in writing, to this application of the
P 1s, and pr ded to collect. P y b
- The Secretary, however, refused to ratity the contrac and Brooks was notified
that it terminated on the 20th of August, 1

OFFICE OF

In the mean time Brooks claimed that he had collected six hundred and forty-
four bales of cotton under the contract, and made a claim therefor, which, on the
30th of Apu-l.h 1866, evidently with some hesitation, the Secretary of the
decided to allow to the extent of one ﬂmm of the six hundred and forty-four
%nleukinfumandtocraditthomnt upon the notes given by Parkman &

rooks.

This eredit, amounting in the whole to §24,315.75, was noouni.ln.g}g indorsed uw
the note of $94,000, na.m%.ly. May 18, 1866, $21,112.55, and June 25, .ﬂ.mm?on

This is all the money ever awarded to Parkman & Brooks by the Treasury De-
partment for cotton collected under the Risley contract, as a| by the records.

They were allowed, however, another sum, amounting to Wi the history
of which is as follows: Some time in May, 1865, & claim was made by one A. K.
Shepard and Parkman & Brooks for the proceeds of 19,700 bales of cotton collected by
the agents of the Treasury, on the grounds that the claimants had purchased it un-
%e: proper anthority from the confederate government for deli

ent.
mm&mmy declining to consider the claim thus presented, the parties then
made a claim for salvage, alleging that, having acquired an interest in the cotton
t.hegl‘ga.d, throngh their inflnence with the mlﬁ’!m-ysuthaﬂdu of both armies and
by the expenditure of money and personal attention, saved the same from loss and

In this form the Secretary decided to allow $157,044.66, dividing this into
three drafts, for the pm;g:ns of keg;n the interest of g‘;rkmn &? Bmk.:‘:hich
ge‘fummppgrmg aimmsg that ﬂfor;ti‘::pm mnm ?u‘thgh?il:
debtedness due from them to the United States on their five mﬁp;. ;

Thisapp knowledgeand consentof Parkman & Brooks
and their attorney, and theamounnt was afterward sent to the Treasurer of the United
States, and, in point of fact, credited to the indebtedness of Carloton, which was
the-same thing, for what was paid on the notes of Parkman & Brooks would lgni-
date to that extent the indebtedness of Carleton,

Parkman & Brooks, not having paid the balanee dus on their notes, they were
afterward, namely, June 25, 1860, put in suit by the United States attorn Mem-
B;i;.i’.[‘en.neem. which suit was tg:ndtng until May, 1874, when it was dismissed

rection of the Secretary of Treasury.
= '.II?;:a W:;:fi the % vn;: :; follows: On“th& lt_irt.h of Dmﬁrmgr‘lg'%? u;;!

. D. Rodd, @ 4n & on 1] Smetnry 8 1 reasury 0] -2,
the his yandtho s tion of which I have just related, on the ground that this
sum had adjudged to Parkman & Brooks in settlement of what was known as
thtﬁ She% 333, and t.hatia the interest of Parkman & Bkr:ﬂ::dm t‘hgs n?ns:l and in
oLher oo confederal p.'l‘o])a‘[‘ty m‘lxn"bui Broo! H
tract had been assigned to him previous t.ot.hantglmmt . dcf

It will be observed that in the first settlement with Carleton, the
defaunlting agent of the United States, the special agent sent to settle
said claim sacrified more than one-half of the entire claim ; the orig-
inal claim being $556,945, and the agent accopting the notes of Park-
man & Brooks for §201,003.12 on their admission that they were in-
debted to the Commercial Bank inthatamount. During the years of
1865 and 1866 Parkman & Brooks, it will be observed, had by their
dealing with the Government obtained eredit upon said notes to the
amount of $57,613.03, up fo this time at least not claiming that they
had any defense to said notes. And thus the matter mnsalanﬁ until
1869, when the balance due on said notes not having been paid, they
were put in snit, so says the Solicitor of the Treasury; and said snits
were itted to drag along until May, 1874, when they were dis-
mi by direction of the Secretary of the Treusury, as will be seen
by examining the following letters. I read first the letter of the Bec-
ra%ary of the Treasury on page 74 of the docnment to which I have
referred :

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
February 20, 1874,

Sm: It having been decided bgutllo proper accounting officer of this Department
that, certain notes executed bﬁ kman, Brooks & Co., now in your jom,
“are invalid and im 1o obligation on the makers," I have to request that the
may be returned to this office, and that any suits now pending in relation to sals
ek Ao

¥
3 WM. A. RICHARDSON,
Seeretary.
Hon, E. C. BANFIELD,
Solicitor of the Treasury.

I shall examine hereafter who this “ proper accounting officer” of
the Treasury was to whom reference is e in this letter.

I now read the letter of Mr. Banfield, the then Solicitor of the
Treasury, from the same page, and it will be observed that Mr. Ban-
field, the law officer of that Department, did not conenr with the
Seecretary’s “ proper acconnting-officer” of the Treasury,

1t is as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE,
OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR OF THE TREASURY,
Washington, D. 0., March 6, 1574.
Sk : It has been decided by the Treasury Department that the notes of Parkman,
Brooks & Co., upon which suits are pending in yourdistrict, are invalid and impose
moh I un:hema;ieﬁ.th decision reached by the Department in this regard,
cannot agree e dec y the
I am constrained by the terms of the Secretary's letter to me, a copy of which I in-
close, to ask you to comply with the request therein contained.
Very respectf:

ully,
p E. C. BANFIELD,
Bolicitor of the Treasury.
W. W. Munrary, Esq.,
United States Attorney, Memphis, Tennessee,

Now how was this decision arrived at, and what was the occasion
for it? I will explain. On the 13th of December, 1873, one P. D.
Roddy filed a petition in the Treasury Department, claiming to be the
owner of the interest of Parkman & Brooks, and also claiming that
the original notes were void and created no obligation on the part of
said firm of Parkman & Brooks, and Mkjt[ﬁl the Department to pay
to him the amounts which had been credited upon said notes. This

spetition it will be observed was filed more than seven years after tho
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date of the credits npon said notes; and I might say right here, as I
go along, by a party who was before or about the same time mixed
up with thig same Brooks, of the firm of Parkman & Brooks, in a dis-
reputable swindle of the Treasury Department with a cerfain seal-
lock, with which they swindled the Government out of thonsands and
thousands of dollars, and therefore the Secretary of the Treasur
should have been upon his guard, unless he was a party to the steal,
for I can call it nothing less. This petition was referred to Mr. So-
licitor Banfield, the only person who, in the language of the Secretary,
counld be called “the proper accounting officer of the Department,” to
give an opinion upon such a subject. Mr. Banfield gave the matter his
attention and had prepared a letter giving in full his reasons for
deciding against Mr. Roddy’s claim, but which had not yet been for-
warded to the Secretary of the Treasury, when on the 23th of Janu-
ary, 1874, he received the following polite note from Mr. Bawyer, the
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury:
Mr, BANFIELD :
th dy claim and 18, and obli tral.
Please return the Roddy ¢ pape gnyonrai_wgua

Now, why was this claim taken ouf of the hands of Mr. Banfield
just at that time ! Plainly for the reason that it had been discovered
that he was going to decide against it. There can be and there is no
other reason given for the act.”

It was no sooner taken out of his hands than it was referred fo a
Mr. William T. Haines, the Commissioner of Customs, whom the Sec-
retary designates as “the proper accounting officer of the Depart-
ment.” The only reason which I can see from the testimony why he
should be called that is that he had his mind made up to allow the
claim before it was referred to him, as I think the testimony which I
shall quote hereafter will abundantly prove; but on this particular
point I desire now to read from the testimony of Mr. Joseph Burr, an

- employé of the Treasury Department at this time. He said:

nestion. Please state to the committee, if who was the proper account-
inqomm to upon the validity of these uffa:?n’ N A
wer. There is no accounting officer thut has that power.
3. Do j'u'n know, in fact, what officer it was that assumed tohave that anthority
an T

A,]“I“;now who it was that reported that they were invalid.
State to the committeo who it was.
. It was William 1. Haines.
g. ‘What was his position }
. Commissioner of Customs.

I have read from B{;aga 38 of the testimony taken by said commit-
tee, which I think shews very satisfactorily that the reference of this
matter to Haines was a mere arbitra.l:f exercise of power on the part
of the Secretary of the Treasury, and it might as well have been re-
ferred, so faxr as the propriety of the thing is concerned, to any other
officer of the Treasury. The motive which actnated the Secretary,
then, must be looked for somewhere else than in the propriety of re-
ferring it to this officer. I think, however, before I get through I
shall be able to show from the testimony, in the most conclusive man-
ner, just the motive actuating all of the parties to this most infamouns
transaction. I read from the testimony of Mr. Gough, at present a
clerk in the Department, pages 15 and 16:

Question. Do yon know anything about the cotton claim of Parkman, Brooks &
Co., and about the manner in which it was paid, the amount of it, and the persons
at whose instance it was paid?

Answer. Yes, sir.”

Q. State now to the committes, without the necessity of more particular inquiry,
all yon know in reference to that matter.

A. 1 think it was in Jannary, 1874, W. T. Haines, who was then Commissioner of
Cnstoms, sent for me and requested me to withdraw from the files the account of
G N. Carleton, who was surveyor and special agent at Memphis, Tennessee,
Ifind the record shows that I went down that day and withdrew the account my-
self, and took it to Mr, Haines. He then asked me for a receipt and papers given
by H. A, Risley in the Parkman, Brooks & Co. ease. Mr. Barstow, who was a clerk
in the office, was in there with Mr. Haines. I found the and handed them
over to him, and hesaid that was all he wanted of me, and 1 left. During that week
I saw this Frank Brooks and Mr. Barstow and Mr. Haiues uﬁe&her and I had been
informed by Mr. Noerr that Parkman, Brooks & Co. were after that claim ;
knowing the case to have been brought up some years previous, and that it had
allowed these parties, the same claim, but the money was not to be to thi
but to be applied to notes held by the Government in the hands of the Solicitor o
the ‘I‘mmg upon which this money was to be a to their credit. On the
Uth day of I')mmy, 1874, Mr. Lockwood, who was then chief clerk, came into my
room and laid down in front of me the claim of Parkman, Brooks & Co., and re-
mﬂetl me to examine and pass the account and enter it on my book. I told Mr.

kwood that I wonld enter it on my book, but I would not examine it and
it. In that case it required my signature, and I declined to do it Hamkadp::
why. I gave himhrﬂrmm; Itold him I thought it was a bogus claim, and I
lm]iaved the claim been paid once before. Mr. foc‘kwuoﬂ replied, It is ordered
by the Secretary, and the Assistant Secretary, and the Commissioner of Customs;
what are we to doabout it1” I said, “I don't care an g about it. I will enter
it on my book, but I will not examine and pass it.” I entered it on my book, and
passed the accountin to Mr. Lockwood. r. Barstow was standing ﬂm:lgﬂde of
me at the time that I replied to Mr. Lockwood that whoever examined and passed
tlmt account should put his name to it, as I was in charge of that branch and it
would reflect on me.  Mr. Barstow spoke up and asked me whyI didn't doit. M
reply was, “Not by a damned sight.” You do it if you are not ashamed of it.”
left the office and went back to my desk. Mr. Mahon, the First Auditor, came in
shortly after and asked me what I did with the account. Says I, “I took it in to
Mr. Lockwood. I got throngh with it.” He said he was sorry; he wished he had
é:;.hol(lofit Says I, “He has gotit; ouoaniecitthm" That was a claim for
000 and odd, and was on the 9th day of February.
Q. What year? d
Eighteen hundred and seventy-four; and I noticed, as T

to enter it, that the warrant had been drawn on the Tth, two days
waa brought in.

1 Signed by whom 1 |

gued by W. T. Haines, but not signed by any other clerk as having exam-

ed the aceount
ore the account

R

ined and it, and I beh;ﬁin charg’of that hmcﬁ-.t didn't like it; I thought
at some future day the case might be brought up and the question asked who was
in charge of that.

By Mr. STENGER:

The warrant was dated the Tth1

The warrant was dated on the Tth of , and the account.was bronght
?}mm;‘tlobemmimdandpsmd and entered on my book on the 9th, twe daya
terw:

By the CHAIRMAX:
2. Proceed now with the history of the case.

. About a week after that Mr. Lockwood came in and laid down on my desk
another account of Parkman, Brooks & Co. I didn't know that was h.
I immediately got up from my desk and told Mr. Lockwood that L neil

msmumwn;mmwitm:ﬂmdbmk. &mmmhm
bo&kh,l you can enter it yourself.” And it is in Mr, ood’s hand-
W /

.IEhemtemd!

Yes, sir; it is the only ease in the book that is entered by Mr. Lockwood, or
any one else but myself. 1 declined even to enter that account.

. Lockwood held what position 1
He was then chief clerk.

What was the amount of this last claim ?
Twenty-four thousand dollars and odd. The first was §33,000 and some odd,
I think the next was $24,000; or it may have been vice versa; 1 have forgotten
now which. Those are about the two amounta,
i..&ny farther facts within your knowlege about that matter 1
. No, sir; not that I know of, of my own knowledge.
By Mr. WLsox :
) tion did you say Lockwood held !
5 Hawa?&mnhidolﬂrk.
. Chief clerk of what?
. Of the Commissioner of Customs.
And he is now what?
.Deput{wmmisdmotm Mr. Lockwood was working under the in-
structions of the Commissioner. He could not do otherwise,
TUnder the instructions of Mr. Haines 1
Yes, sir. He was authorized to do what he did ; he could not help himself.
}Vashesw;l:n&th;u his i o ths‘tthssmhrymmit the
presume he was, but was
mqmammmmﬂlfdmu :
. The Scoretary of the 1
Yes, sir; it was by
And the assistant ordered it1
F. A. Sawyer, the Assistant Secretary, and also the Commissioner of Customs ;
80 he had no one to go to.
By Mr. STENGER:
E:Conlrlbamthawdmwhlumdid.mduidhawmdmumeriﬂ
1 presums he conld.
%Howmmtanymmhwndtodoh.mh than you?
d“.hldon'li know a8 he was. Neither one of accounts were signed by any
By Mr. WiLsoX: ;

The entry of it in book was not necessary to the payment of it ?
3: Not necessary to the payment; only recording.
By the CHAIRMAN :
You have been speaking now of the manner and mode in which the Parkman,
qud‘okxa{&.(:io. nhhnmpuidl
A. Yes, sir.
Q Do you know anything about aclaim which was made as against this fund of
captured and abandoned 1866 by Shep! Parkman & Co.?

1
‘What is the total of these two amounts,

. Yes, gir; I had thaﬂg:tmu.
$24,000 and odd and $33,000% I didn't give you the exact amount. Will they
amount to the same thing 1

g. No; this is £157,000.

. That is a different case altogether, then. I have got a requisition-book of
requisitions drawn on H. A. Risley and also on F, E. Spinner. Those amounts will
all be found in those requisition-books.

ﬁu?flrw know nothing of this particular claim, then, to which T call your atten-
A. I cannot explain it now. Thess two claims of Parkman, Brooks & Co. were
ordered to be paid by the Seere I think, seven or eight years

be th cmdim?whaldb the Departmen
ago, to be o to their tonn t t
kman, Brooks & Co., in the hands of m&ﬁdmm Ttﬁllil:a
I understand it.

By Mr. STENGER:

Qo Yo, St o1 mpaa that geeand that T ohyosiud 6 having saythlng to do
. Yes, 3 t is upon ol g an; ng to

with this claim. %

By the CrATRMAN:

Q. Notwithstanding that objection, these claims were allowed and the money
paid again to these parties?

A. Yes, sir.

By Mr. WILSON:

Q. Have you reason to believe now that those officers who ordered this payment
were aware of the identical amounts having been credited on those m?dd by
the Solicitor of the pnvhm.l!ui

A. Ithink that W. T. knew all about it

S‘ %nu:&emtposiﬂrubwlthaoth&uﬂimuf the Treasury knowing it 1
. ANOD, BIT.

By the CHAIRMAN:

. Did th state as one of
ou not, ggh. your

to the claim
- paaulngnmaw

ohjections
ol ym;o:hh wenmmitot%.thomd
when it was 8 @ officer who insiated being entered that
you would mm it ym you knew that it had hamm gnl,lwruaucl!
A, Yes, sir; he asked me to give a statement of the uitlnme,
B Jotter wristem by Toe 12 Toad BoMAE Witk g sikatire Gh s EiCTag B et
en by me, m i
of t.hilcmo.m mdlgnm&m.m, Thahlt'i'gwnf s

lars it the grand
Jury had it, asked me if it was my writing, and I told them it was..
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The method of manipulating clerks and working up a job will be

retty well developed by a careful examination of the extracts which
{)have read. And let me say here thaf the clerks in the Department
are not apt to tell more than they know to be true, especially
where it reflects in the least npon their superiors. Iknow the gentle-
man from Maine [Mr. HALE] reflected severely upon the character of
the witnesses who testified before our investigating committees, but
you will observe thus far I have only alluded to witnesses who are
at present in good standing in the Treasury Department with the ex-
tion of Mr. Banfield and Mr. Wilson, and as fo them I have only
erred to their official communication while in office, Bo thateven
as to them the term “sore-head” does not apply. Yon will see by this
extract the anxiety exhibited by Mr. Haines to get possession of the
papers pertaining to this matter, an anxiety which it is not possible
that he could have felt in the matter if he had not an ulterior de-
sign. It was not a mere anxiety to protect the Government and to
do his duty as a faithful officer, but rather a desire to assist the'firm
of Parkman & Brooks and Roddy to swindle the Government out of
this large sum of money, as I shall show before I get through by the
most incontestible evidence. Before following that line any further
I desire to read an extract or two from the testimony of another wit-
ness showing the fraudulent and rotten character of this whole con-
cern of Parkman & Brooks with P. D. Roddy thrown in. I read from
P 32 and 33 of the testimony an extract taken from the testimony
om. Burr, also at this time a clerk in the Treasury Department :

By Mr. WILsON:
estion. You say those will tell all that can tell about it?
g':uvw -5 w’fﬂpﬁmwm that{m

. Those s necessary to know in regard
tol.haehhn.!thin}: cheremothermgpeu‘ in the case—and I don't know of
any others—I don't think they are mal

By Mr. STENGER:
Q. Your answer was not a direct answer to Mr. WiLsox's question. He asked
whether those papers will tell all that you know about the case ¥
A. All that I know about the one hundred and fifty-seven thousand-dollar case
: h?;t 'Do the papers in regard to the subsequent claim show all that you know about

A. do not show all matter to which I was called to testify before the Com-
ditures in the ent of Justice.

Q: Il)ioyreeoli:;ﬁmof itism?t&mmﬁafwrﬁ.ﬂo;ndmaﬁ&ceﬁwom.ﬂ
w anything of means Teso prooure passage

that claim which donotsrpenrupon the papers as there filed 1

matter which relates to the passage of

testimony fully on that point 1
A. Well, they took a good deal of testimony upon that point.
Did they pump you dry on it ?
Pretty nearly so, I am inclined to think.

Did 1a; the grand jury of this Distriet, a short time ago, the of-
ﬁc{%ihdt?y:::k;dnymthhdatm! $5y s

hﬁalm; the papers were all there, and I explained them to

them as fully as I co

i Tbuoomt‘hsmepapanthummwon file in the Office of the Solicitor
e Treasury

A, The same papers, other than a kind of an abstract of the case which I made

out some time ago.
Can yon procure those papers and lay them before the committee !
I can procure all, with the exception of that abstract, which has been lost.

There was aclaim of John Duncan, December 18, 1866, for §97,284.26, Cau you
Amf who we:’l; the attorneys for that claim !
_ Do wwhat attorney it was that finally procured the passage of the
Pghnm,yg:mh & Co. claim ¥ y
A. The one hundred and fifty-thousand-dollar elaim ¥

. Who procured the passage of the subseqnent Parkman, Brooks & Co. claim !
2. There was no attorney or professional claim agent in the case. The gentle-
men who interested themselves to my knowledge were Senator SPENCER, and Mr,
Alexander Whil;ni a member of Congress from Alabama. Those two gentlemen
interested themselves in the matter, but further than that I have no knowledge of
any person except themselves, Brooks and Roddy.
é. Where did Brooks and Roddy reside
. I think they may have been said to have resided at that time in the State of
New York more than anywhere else.
g Are they still living 1
. Mr. Brooks is living ; Roddy is also, so far as I know. I have seen Mr.
Roddy frequently ; Brooks I never saw to know him.
2; Jan you Elvn their full names and their present places of residence 1
Mr. y always signed bis name P.D. Roddy, and I think it is Philip.
That is the way heis indicted, as I‘hilig:. Brooks's name is Frank W. Brooks. He
has been in Washington a great deal; he may be to-day for anght I know.

2 Do(yuumnmtlgvs
. Quite recently, as I have heard; but I do notknow him or about him, t
as I have been told. Roddy, I am told, has been for four or five months in En-

gland,
: Whois Parkman !

. He was a man who was in partnership with Brooks at Memphis, Tennessee,
bot I am inclined to think he has never been in Washington in regard to any of
these claims ; that Brooks used the firm-name, aifned it; and so far as the firm's
having any existence now I have no knowledge. It had existence man

of the matier

bot I have no knowl:igo that it is in existence now. A great deal
waamyt.l;ioml'tnmy d—a shadow. It was very hard to find anything about it
that was

ifﬁhﬂmgmmm‘mma&m' hole performan The elaim which I
; the whole e, e claim w]
spokedinr&&b(ﬂwthe matter that came to the Solicitor of the Treasury
:ﬂd to me as a clerk m%m%hmm&?adfigﬁn to that was alﬁlgml;egm
ese persons, being some w they no m originally, which two
sums made nghghe §57,000. The d t was idered as due to them
necessarily if first amount was; therefore the amount that was allowed was
£57,000 in the two claims which they secured. The second allowance was com-
Emdu[ two items, one of 24,000 and one of £33,000, That was allowed to them

February, 1874

Q. Can yon tell me if aninne, and, if so, who argued the case before Mr. Tayler
80 68 to convinee him that he could exercise that power nnder that act 1

A. Idon't think any one argued the case before Mr. Tayler; but of that I have
no knowledge. I know the case was argued before me by several gentlemen, It
was not argued, becanse there was no argument in favor of it that could be pro-
duced W thxn were :el‘riarta m&dsifanl hui:me me ht: ming mmend it. St :

as it presented to yon with a view to having yon recommen yment
2: Yes, sir; to the Solicitor. L

By whom ¥
i (%mmimiamr of Customs William T. Haines and Philip D. Roddy; no
others. The‘mnmberuf personal interviews with me, and in those interviews

they present reasons to me why I should report to the Solicitor of
the favorably upon the claim ; in my judgment those reasons amounted to
nothing. The reasons for its allowance were given me and urged by Roddy
and es were that the President had ordered its allowance.

Dld':l’::f uce you any evidence of that fact?

. Gen y showed me & paper to which was signed the name U, § Grant ;

whether the President signedit or not I don't know, for I have no knowledge of
his re at all. The paper amounted to a certificate in favorof General y's
i ty—that he was a man worthy of belief, and statements made by him could
be relied ns;:‘n. The exact words I cannot clearly eall to my mind.

%Wa any mention of this claim in the paper !

Nothing at all. That is the position I took with these gentlemen—that al-
thongh they might use the to engineer the claim through, nevertheless it did
not seem to me that it would that construction. I said tothem also that there
mmurgm' g it even if it did, for I did not pass papers on that kind of evi-

Nothing which I could say, Mr. Spegker, would add to the strength
of this testimony and from one whom our friends on the other side
dare not assail,for he is still in their employ.

Mr, Speaker, L have stated that before I was through I would show
that Mr. Banfield’s opinion was known, and that the knowl of his
adverse opinion was the cause of the papers being withdrawn from
him before he had time to make a report, and further that they were
afterward referred to Mr. Haines because it was known that he was
a z::lpple tool that could be used, and that in fact the decision was
made by him in favor of Roddy’s bogus claim before the papers were
placed in his hands. I think the circumstances already detailed,
added to the direct testimony which I have already cited, abun-
dantly prove both propositions. But 1 have one more extract on this
point which I will detain the House to read. This extract is from
the testimony of Mr. Burr, on pages 42 and 43 of the testimony taken
by the committee. This testimony shows in the most conclusive
manner not only that Mr. Banfield had arrived at an adverse decis-
ion of the Roddy claim, as stated by Mr. Wilson in his letter to Mr.
Secretary Bristow, bunt that his adverse decision had been communi-
cat;ad by this witness to both Haines and Roddy. The extract reads
as follows:

Examination of JosErH BURR continued.
The witness produced paper indorsed “ Bluford Wilson, Solicitor, to Hcn. B. H.

WasamnetoN, D. C., April 27, 1876,

Bristow, Becre of the msur%'g:cambar 31, 1874. Opinion that money frand-
ulently obtained by Parkman & ks can be recovered by the United States,
gﬂ.}&tﬁﬂngﬂeﬂ regard to criminal proceedings against the parties to the

The letter was read to the committee by Mr. STENGER.
By Mr. HOOKER:

gumﬁon. Who wrote that letter 1
nswer. 1 wrote it, unless there are changes in it. T am the author of the paper,
but it is not in my handwriting. That is a copy of the paper which I did prepare.
Under whose order did yon prepare it ?
Under no one's order,
% ‘Who was at that time Solicitor of the Treasury?
. Mr. E. C. Banfield.
%ﬁem&?ﬁm Mdu?un‘b;o{tit. referred to th
i : ; for §33,207.28 was to the Soliitor of the
A E“l::l: Banfield, by moi}e«m-y of the Treasury, Mr. Richardson. When
it came to the Solicitor's Otfice it was sent to my desk for examination. I examined
the nlm.ﬂ and I wrote thatletter withont conference with the Solicitor or anybody
else. I laid the letter on his desk with thaEnpem. and it lay there in his possession
for some length of time. T have a recollection that he told me that he intended to
have signed the letter at the time after he read it, and he told me some two weeks
ago here in this eity that he intended to sign it, with, it may be, one or two im-
material alterations.

By Mr. BTEXGER:
E:‘Didheuy why he did not sign it?
i £hs AEsetonk Rttary) Me. Thn ot Mutay 6 peper Bick, T St 5
m 51 5 , sending . to
William T. Hainea, Gotnmig{unar of Customs, that the m wasa groundless and
without any foundation, and I gave him my reasons for snch conclusion. I stated
that also to Mr. Roddy.
Q. Was that statement to Haines and Roddy made by you prior to the order to
return the papers !

A. Yes.
When the were returned did they go back to the Secretary's Office and
wg‘n they mim him to the Commissioner of Customs, or did gegr go directly
from your office to the Commissioner of Customs !

A. I takeit for granted, without knowing the fact, that they were taken to the

s Office.
&uﬁu&hmmmmc issioner of Customs ?
Yes; the rs show that. Mr. Banfield desired that this paper written b
meahanlrfhekmtheoﬁcaumindimﬂmdhisﬁewxmthemqaudmt

mgh?:imm&mvma g duplicate of th actuall
tness P ces & © paper v sent, signed by the
, and & copy of whichhasbaenpnpuedfuf‘the

Commissioner of Customs
commui

ttee,

The witness also presents a copy of the order from Assistant Secretary Sawyer,

under which the papers wmrmmdtom&uemy'nwm S
The following is & copy:

Mr, BaxFieLp: Please return the Roddy claim and papers, and obli
F. A, ﬂWYER.

JANUARY 28, 1874,
By Mr. HOOKER :

Q. In accordance with that letter, the papers were returned to the Secretary, and
were by him referred to the Commissioner of Customs 1
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A, Yes.
2_ He had previously decided in favor of the claim?

. Yes; the dates speak for that.

. And that decision is to be found in the letter addressed to Hon. Alexander
White §

A, Yea.

Mr. Hooggr. If there is any fact or circumstance within your knowledge, de-
rived either from records in your office or from conversation with the es in
im in freference to the allowance and the payment of this claim, you may
2 The Wrrsess. T cannot reeall anything just now that I deem of particular im-
E:Ehnee in the matter., There was a good deal developed by a gentleman who

dt..hi.u thing in charge, more particularly with a view to having an indictment
foun

‘Who isthat

His name is
ice division.

By Mr, STEXGER!

Have those papers ever been laid before Secretary Bristow, or has any state.
m%t of the facts connected with this whole transaction been laid before him?1

A. That letter of the 31st December, 1574, was sent to him. This has been avery
notorions thing in the Trmu? Department ever since the claim was first filed.
Of course the warrant clerk, who has charge of all m?,? matters, (so far as draw-
ing the warrants is concerned,) mnst have had knowl of the transaction then
and since, because (although I never have talked to him) I heard of his speaking
in m%ﬂl to it.

2. ho was the warrant clerk

. The warrant clerk was Mr. Conant. He is the t Assistant Secretary
of the tl‘rumng. The opinion of the First Auditor the Commissioner of Cus-
toms and the t Comptroller was had upon the matter, and after that it went to
the warrant clerk, Mr. Conant. The First Anditor was D. W. Mahon, the First
Comptroller was R. W. Tayler, both of whom are yet in the Treasury Department.
The warrant clerk records the warrants. They are signed hiy;tha Secretary of the
Treasury, I think. ‘The warrant clerk, as I understand it, is the particular clerk
who hes in charge the matter of drawing warrants. 1
2. And niﬁnlng the Secretary's name to them 1
. No; I do not think anybody but the Secretary ever signs his name to war-
rants.

By Mr. HOOKER :

Q. You m that the wnrranﬁo o;lerk ?{?w& the warrant and presents it to the
Secretary ﬁgﬂnﬁm an

A. I am not h uqnaintéﬂdth the exact daties of the warrant clerk
to spealk of them. I oniy know that the office is an exceedingly important one
under the Bomhg I know that there is a record kept of every warrant, but
the ular functions of the warrant clerk I am not able to state exactly.

(Mr. R, W. Tayler, First Comptroller of the Treasnry, was invited to appear
before the omlm.l{&ea, and was given the privilege of maii.nglany explanal he
might desire in re to the payment of the claim about which the committee was
invmﬂ'fnﬁng and abont his action in conuection with it.

A Mr. g ayler replied that he had no desire of saying further than the record evi-
ence.

This testimony also shows that some of the officers who had at
least a very intimate if not guilty knowledge are still high in aun-
thority at the Treasury Department. This transaction is traced to
the very door of some of these high officials who now ocenpy a posi-
tion where they should be the an%m‘ sof the people’s Treasury, and
when they had an opportunity to explain their connection with it
they declined to avail themselves of it. This may not prove guilf,
bat it at least casts a clond of suspicion which ought not to hang over
a man who occupies a position of such vast importance to the people

of this countlay.

I have no disposition, Mr. Speaker, in this matter to ond
what is required of a faithful representative of those whd"have hon-
ored me with a seat on this floor. And I certainly have no disposition
to treat it in the spirit in which my friend from Maine [Mr. HaLE]
treated the House of Representatives in his review of it a few days
ago. But that therehas been a great wrong perpetrated in this mat-
ter there cannot be a shadow of doubt, and that the wrong was
winked at, if nothing more, by some of the very men whonow hold the
most important positions in your Treasury Department, is equally well
established. I could not, with my view of the matter, suffer it to
Ea.ua withont at least calling the attention of the House to it, in the

ope, if it did nothing more, it might at least prevent a repetition of
such conduct upon the part of Government officials.

But, Mr, Speaker, there is another matter of still more importance
connected with this Burean to which I wish to call attention, as
showing the utter unreliability of the mﬂgorts emanating from the
Treasury Department, as well as of the officers connected therewith.
In the finance reports for 1874 and 1875 the total proceedsof captured
and abandoned property covered into the Treasury is stated to be
$20,910,656.44. g‘o show the inaceuracy of this statement, allow me
to read from the testimony of Mr. Lovell on page 60 of this report :

By Mr. STENGER:

Question. Let me understand whether the figures of twenty-six millions and odd
given by you include the premium en sales of coins :

_Answer, Yes, that includes the preminm as stated in this executive document.

' Q. T'hold in my hand aletter from the Secretary of the Treasury in answer to a
resolution of the House of Representatives of December & 1870, dated February 9,
1871, which purports to give a statement of moneys into the asthe

_proceeds of eaptured and abandoned property ; look at that m&tﬂ amountof the
payments given, and say whether in your opinion that is a statement of the
amounnts that were covered in from your knowledge of the books.

A. 1 should mﬁpoee it to be more nearly correct than the figures given in Execun-
tive Document No. 56 of the second session Fortieth Congress, alluded to in m
previous testimony, and haﬂngbbeen made np more fully in 1871 than in 1868, an
eontaining as it does, the Holabird contribution to the captured and abandoned
fund, would also be more aceurate than my estimate made on the 4thof A 1872,
With data that I had I made upa statement for the Treas in 1868 or 1869, where
I found $26,092,460.96 as the d total of the captured and abandoned property
turned into the Treasury ; Executive Docnument No. 113 ( of I}; g
1871, they Iw.vinf access to all sources) proves the same to be§26,709,268.89, (page 4.)

Q. Then this emrhglving this sum of $§26,700,268.80, embraces Ehe preminm of
pales of coin and the Holabird sales to which you refer !

tleman 1
nson ; he is the assistant of Mr, Washburn in the secrel-sery-

A. Yes, gir; it does. I have examined it, and I see it embraces the premiom on
sales of eoin; and on looking at it further I fod the Holabird amount.
Q. In E‘I‘Jﬂl‘jﬂ.ﬂsﬂ]ﬁut, it gives the aceurate statement of the ts of money
covered into the Treasury from the sales of captured and abandoned property
A. 1 believe it does, sir.
g. Do you know who compiled that statement ?
. I do not, sir, of my own knowledge. 1 had been out of the Treasury Depart-

ment about a year at that time.
Q. Can you tell me whether or not there is a book in the office of the chief of the
division of captured and abandoned property which shows how mueh was realized

from the sales of captured and abandoned property by all the agents of the Gov-

ernment §
A. The statement is contained in Executive Document 56, which shows all the

agents that I know of. The returns that were sent in were kept in that office, or
manuseript wiimofﬂwm.
2. t%_heyoug t to be there, or in some other department of the Treasury !

. X108,
But was there a book in which those statements were entered |
. Not that I know of.

Yon will observe that there is a difference in the two statements
emanating from the Treasury Department of §5,798,612.45, A few
days ago, when the ﬁentlaman from Maine [Mr. HALE] was arraign-
ing this side of the House for their extravagant investigations, which
he alleged would cost $1,000,000, (but which, by the way, is an extrav-
agant estimate,) he no word of condemnation against this de-
ficiency of over §5,000,000, which it seems has occurred right under
the nose of one of his personal and party friends, as will be abun-
dantly established by the following from the testimony of Mr. Brown,
of Kentucky, page 76:

Question. Do you know anything about the former positions held by Noerr or
Fessen

dent
Answer. Of Noerr's antecedents T know nothing. Fessenden was a paymaster
in the Army, and was dismissed from the.&myngn aceonnt of mbcummnt. I
know that from an examination of the record in the Adjutant-General's Office.

Q. Do you know whether that fact was ever brought to the attention of the pres-
ent Secretary of the Treasury?
A. It was bronght to his aftention by myself in 1874,
. Under what circumstances1
I did it chiefly at Dr. 's request, belie , from his statement to
me, that these people wonld not do him justice. He my attention to the
matter, and I got an official copy of Fessenden’s case from the Adjutant-General's

Oftice,
Do your politics and those of the of the Treasury agree?

%. Yes, sir; except that I am a republican of the extreme t I went to Mr.
Bristow with the in en's case. Mr. Bristow to me that Mr.
Hamuy of Maine, . Blaine of Maine, and Mr. EUGENE HALE of Maine had
vouched to him for Fessenden's integrity and character, and that under these
circumstances he did not feel called upon to take notice of it.

‘When did this conversation occur?
. In the fall of 1874. 1 only called his attention to the matter, and handed him
a copy of the papers from the Adjutant-General's Office. He expressed surprise
that Fessenden had been guilty of an; of that kind.
. When was Fessenden dismissed from the Army?
. In 1862 or 1863, and he was appointed in the in about 1864.
Q. Do you know whether F\ en's account in which he was a defaulter to the
Government was ever settled
The only information I have on that suhject is from a printed report
mittee of the Senate of the last Congress on the elaim of a man named Colby, to
whom Fessenden had furnished about §18,000 of the funds for which he was a de-
faulter. In that mthe committee stated that this money had never been re-
imbursed to the U States Government. 5\

1t is not to be wondered at, Mr. Speaker, that deficiencies should
ocecur in & De nt that is controlled and managed by confessed
embezzlers of the public funds. But what shall be thought of the
party which in the face of such a record will still continne a man of
that character in places of such trust and responsibility ¥ Would
not the sincerily of my friend from Maine have been less question-
able, if instead of exhausting his vials of wrath npon the unfortunate
mphﬂ?& of this }&Ihonse,is whom we have dismi > bfl‘om office, he had
expended some o nins in and bringing to punish-
ment some of the mngedmls and thieves who now infglatn%he Treasury
Department, and many of whom revel in ill-gotten wealth? But I
have not time to further discuss this matfer. There is one other ex-
tract from this same witness, which I must crave the indul of
the House while I read. It shows the method adopted by the Gov-
ernment agents to make a good thing out of the work of collecting
this captured and abandoned property. Itisasfollows. I read from
pages 77 and 78 of the testimony :

Quaat;?’n.‘ Can you inform the committee of any cases where frauduient charges
Were made

Answer, {Ra.feu‘inﬁ to the document.] In case of Hamilton & Obenchain there
‘were one hundred and sixty bales of cotton ahigped from Sevier Gonntﬁ. Arkan-

of & com-

#as, to New Orleans, by R. G. Curtiss. The was collected by T. nis.
The expenses of ht to New Orleans were $6,384.12; the nses of Lt
to New York, #8991, and the expenses at New York, $371.73 ; making the total ex-

of the one hundred and sixty bales §7,746.85. The cotton was sold for
%ﬂ. Another case was that of H.,C. Boyd. The cotton was collected in La
Fayette County, Arkansas, by H. A. Miller, and was shipped by A. B. Miller,

eighty-three bales. The gross proceeds were $6,249.90, and the expenses to and at
N’Ewt%lim $4,763.70. i

By Mr. WILsOX:

What were those e fort

. It was simple ntejﬁg?afhntwu all. The expense of mﬁi that cotton

from La Fayette County, Arkansas, to the eity of New Orleans, ought not, at the
very outside, to have ded §20 a bale. Inﬂg-ltimateoommm abale would
have been a very good

price.
‘Were not the Government agentapaid a percentage for coll this cotton,
mawgaledmmtlae;bmluduiiim%' : ecting
- were r.l per st . Ordi
seized, thayeolleu ng agent goﬁlnh poru‘:n in cash y when the cotton was
By Mr. HOOKER:

Q. Do you know of their ronte from La Fayette, County, to New Orleans, and
where water carriage would be struck 1 o el




2628

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

Avcust 14,

A, Water would be strnck at Shreveport, Louisiana, which wounld be
four or five days’ ey from New Orleans. In that case of Boyd's the expenses
were $6,108.50, and the cotton was sold for $6.249.99, so that only §141.40 inte
the Treasury of the United States. Mr. Boyd is now living in Lynchburgh, Vir-

3.- What was the date of that shipment?

The cotton was received at New Orleans January 6, 1865, and was sold in New

'l’cn-:a Bupr:mbar 12, 1805. There was a case of fnrt%fllum bales of cotton that were

in La Fayette County, Arkansas, taken from mas B, and shipped

by the same agent, A. B. . The gross proceeds were §3,388.55; the net pro-
ceeds nothing,

A position in this Bureau for the collection and management of
captured and abandoned property was, it seems, a perfect God-send
to individuals who had no other views of office than those which em-
braced the emoluments attached and which they could attach to it.
The old farmers and honest yeomanry of my distriet will agree with
this witness when he says, ““it was simple stealing;” for, as a elass,
the people of my district of all parties call things by their right
names, and they neither indorse nor approve of stealing, whether it
be by republicans or democrats. Neither do I think that the ery
raised by Senator MorTON in his speech in Indiana, that the demo-
crats have expended a half million of dollars through their investi-
mm, will avail them; for who can read the extracts from the tes-

imony taken by the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury De-
partment, which I have quoted, and sa{u:,hat the money expended in
unearthing the fraud and corruption that is there brought to light
has been misapplied? We expected opposition from the leaders of
the party in power; we expected to hear them howl over the waste
of money, especially if the t&stimc:? taken should be damaging to
their party friends. If nuth]:ﬁ had been proved, as many of them
claim, we should not have heard such a howl raised, but, en the con-
trary, the result of our investigations would have been paraded be-
fore the country by evrﬁmdiml atumr—apeaker from MorTON down
to the smallest cross-roads politician of the party.

But the fact that almost every one of our investigations, like the
one I have just been examining, has produced such starcling evidence
of fraud and corruption that even the party leaders of the great re-
publican ]‘ia.rty quail before the storm which they feel that it must
create, and instead of meeting it in a manly way they resort to the
most violent vituperation and abuse of all the witnessess who have

as became men to testify before our committees to the truth
as it actually existed. The fact that the witnesses have in many in-
stances been high in authority and respected and honored by their
own party has not availed anything to protect them from the en-
venomed tongue of their former political associates, Higblzeand low,
rich and poor, republicans and democrats, have all alike been indis-
criminately heaped together and with being sconndrels and
perjurers. This has been the only means which the republican lead-
ers felt were open to them in order to break the foree of the start-
ling revelations which the last six months have brought to light, ex-
cept in the case of Belknap. I see Senator MorTON says that he was
a t. That is decidedly rich. The idea of a democrat having
aseatin President Grant’s cabinet is certainly original with MorToxN,
and I do not think he would ever have discovered it if the late See-
re of War had not been eanght in some of his “irregularities.”
Besi eﬁ)l do not think the democrats have been treated fairly in this
matter by allowing them to be in possession of the War Department
all of this time and never letting them know it.

But how about Richardson, Sawyer, Tayler, Haines, Noerr, Fessen-
den, Miller, and the hosts of others referred to in this testimony, who
are if ble more guilty than Belknap? Are they all democrats
too? d if they are, why do my friends on the republican side of
this Honse hug them so closely to their bosoms and so industriously
labor to ward off every blow which we sirike at them? ' If they be-
long to us, why do you endeavor to prevent us from exposin qmand
punishing our own thieves? Ah, gentlemen, you know such claims
are all bosh, and if you are not, yon ought to be ashamed to use it.

I have now said all that I desired to say upon this subject. I had
intended to say a few words upon the “irregularities” in the eur-
rency department, but I find that I have already extended my re-
marks too far, and I shall reserve what I have to say upon the other
snbject for another opportunity if such should offer.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Mr. POPPLETON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the follow-
ing titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same:

An act (8. No. 1006) anthorizing the Secretary of the to
use the surplus of certain moneys heretofore appropriated for a site
for public buildings at Harrisburgh, Pennsylvania;

An act (8. No. 1042) to provide for the publication of the report of
the impeachment trial of William W, Belknap; and

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

MESSAGE, FROM THE SENATE.

A from the Sen.gze, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of their clerks,
anunounced that the SBenate had passed the following resolution; in
which he was directed to ask the concurrence of the House:

A resolution concerning the joint rules, in response to the resolution
of the House on the subject,

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consent, laid before the
House the following message from the President of the United States:

To the House of Representatives :

In affixing m; dgamamthaﬁmmdhmhﬂl%.mldwmlt d
tummuneew{he ouse of Mvumyobjoﬂhnabmefmhngyﬂm
bill.mduwmnonlmih £ it waa of upon the Executive to expend
all the 8] by Congress, I sl d return the river and harbor bill
with my E}a«&h notwithstanding the great inconvenicnce to the public inter-
ests resul therefrom, and the loss of expenditures from previons Congresses
upon ineomp. works. Whhoutmnmnﬁng.mj;:mhﬁmnmmﬂefm
works of purely private or local interest, in no sense + I eannot give my
mcﬂontn!hmmdwiﬂhkemthstdnﬂngmyhmof&ﬁmmpubﬂcmy
shall be expended npon them.

Thmhvaomtnmaitvfwmmyotgxxmdlwmaﬂhh&mmﬂug

out of the loss wvenue likely to arise from a de eim‘g of ap to in.
sure a thorough collection of the same. The reduction of revenue districta, dimi-
nution of agents, and total abolition of supervisors may result in great fall-
ing off of the revenne. It may bea gneaﬁontn consider whether any e ture
can be authorized under the river and harbor appropriation further protect
works ly done for. Under no circumstances will Iallow expendi-
tures upon works not clearly national.
U. 8. GRANT.

EXECUTIVE MANSION, August 14, 1876,

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to move that this message just read be re-
ferred to the Committes on Commerce and printed, and before the
question is taken on that motion I desire to say a few words,

The President in his m: announces that he is under no obliga-
tien to expend the whole of this money, and that he will in the exer-
cise of his discretion allow the expenditure of only snch portion of it
as may be for objects which in his judgment are of a national ehar-
acter. [ desire to call the attention of the House to the bill abont
which this observation is made. The first clanse of that bill is as
follows:

That the following sums of mone and are by, appropristed,
out of any money in the Treasu mﬁb&ﬁmmhmw“%i
the direction of the Secretary of War, for the . preservation, construction, and
completion of the following public works nafter named.

This bill, under the forms prescribed by the Constitution, has been

assed by the House of Representatives and by the Senate of the

nited States, and has been approved by the President of the United
States. It appropriates money for objects deemed proper by the
Congress of the United States, with the assent of the President of the
United States. Had the President believed this bill fo be unconsti-
tutional, he might in the exercise of his constitutional functions have
vetoed it.

That to which I desire to call special attention at this time, for
the purpose of marking this message, is that in it the President as-
sumes that, in reference to a bill making appropriations for objects
usnally in such bills, his personal 'u;igmant is to determine how far
these appropriations are to be applied to the objects specified by the
law. It is essentially an assnmption by the President of the right to
excreise an act of personal government, instead of obedience to the
laws. It is an assnmption that the money appropriated in that bill
is to be expended, not under the direction of the Secretary of War,
but at the discretion of the Secretary of War, The bill gives no such
discretions

The bill properly provides that the money shall be expended under
the direction of the Secretary of War, becanse the corps of officers by
whom these appropriations are to be expended are under his general
supervision. The ident has constitutionally and legally no more
right to assume that he will defeat the objects of this law by refus-
ing to permit the appropriations to be expended as provided by it
than he has to assnme the right to refuse to have expended appro-
priations that have been efor the Army, for the Navy, or for any
other branch of the public service.

I desire simply to call attention to this matfer, because it seems to
me that a document so remarkable in its character, with all respect to
the President, annonnecing so great a da]isrture from the Constitution,
and containing so singular an avowal in advance that he will not
obey the law of the land, should not be permitted by the Repre-
sentatives of the people to go before the country without at least
calling attention to it and expressing some dissent.

The President has called attention to other matters which have
been met by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] in re-
gard to an anticipated deficiency in the revenue for the reasons to
-vhich he alludes. I do not pro to discuss that portion of the
message, and will simply move that this message be referred to the
Committee on Commerce.

Mr. HOAR. And printed.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. That will be included in the motion.

Mr. HEREFORBT‘) Mr. Speaker, I must confess that when I heard
the message of the President read I was very much surprised; not
so much, perhaps, as some other gentlemen on this floor were when
within the last year and a half, or perhaps two years, the same
Executive sent to this House and to the Senate a in which
he told us that the Constitution of the United States, republican in form
and I hope always to be republican in fact, was very similar fo the
constitu of the empire of Germmll]y I suppose that in his con-
struction of the Constitution of the United States, believing it to be
similar to the constitution of the German Empire, he has come fo the
conelusion that he is clothed with that same power that the Emperor
of Germany possesses. That is, when a Congressof the United States
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shall have made an appropriation of money for varions specific ob-
Jjeets, it is in his power to say whether that money be 8o ex-
pended or not. 4

Have we in the history of our Government arrived at the point
where the Chief Executive may say to the Congress of the United
States that notwithstanding they have made an appropriation of
money for specific o;:{ecta, e will allow only that portion of the
money to be e ded and upon such objects as in his judgment
should receive the npgropriation.

As was said by my friend from Texas, [ Mr. REAGAN, ] my colleagne
on the Committee on Commerce, this bill makes distinet appropria-
tions both as to certain objects and the amounts for those objects;
yet the Executive tells us in this m that he will see to it that
no money shall be expended except for such objects as he in his sn-
perior judgment may think right and proper! I ask the American
Congress to-day whether they believe that the Executive is endowed
with any such imperial power; and, if so, whence he derives it? Af-
ter Con has made an appropriation of money, and he has signed
the bill, and it has become a law, has he authority to say that the
money shall not be expended 1

But look at some of his reasons. One of them is that “the reduc-
tion of revenue districts, the diminution of special fmﬂt&; and the
total abolition of supervisors may resulf in a great g off of the
revenues,” This is one of the reasons why he says he may feel com-
pelled to forbid the expenditure of this money as Congress in its wis-
dom has directed. Becanse Congress has not afppro riated enough for
one purpose he will withhold appropriations for other purposes. In
other words, becanse this House of Representatives of the Forty-
fourth Congress, during a tedious session of eight months, has seen
fit to act in the line of mtrenchmenfi, reform, and economy, he
chooses in this message to rebuke both Houses of Congress, and says
that the revenues, as he thinks, will not be sufficient. We have not
cut down revenues, but sto extravagance. If the revenues should
not prove sufficient, and if the money for these purposes should not
be in the Treasury, then of course it will not be expended. But un-
der the provisions of this bill, if the money should be in the Treas-
ury, it is the duty of the President, in accordance with the oath he
has taken to protect the Constitution and execnte the laws, to expend
this money as w» have directed.

In this bill we Aave appropriated moneys for various rivers and har-
Yors by name; appropriated to each a specific amount, What right has
the Executive fo say as to any of those rivers or harbors, “1 donot
believe that this is a proper object for the expenditure of money.”
That isa prerogative of the legislative department. The American
Congress l}:aa said, “We appr;ﬁ)riate so much money for a certain ob-
jeet.” The President has signed the bill; it has become a law ; yet he
now tells us that he will not execute it, although the money may be
in the T In other words, the Executive announces to this
House to-day that he intends to set at nonght and nullify the laws of
the American Congress.

We passed a law, which the President vetoed, declaring that that
officer should, after the 4th of March next, receive only $25,000 a year.
In that act we spoke our views in tones nnmistakable ; yet he vetoed
that bill, though it was in the line of retrenchment and reform. But
when we come to appropriate money fo improve the rivers of the
United Btates so that tga farmers may be able to get their wheat,
their corn, and their cattle to market at less rates than they now have
to Pay, the President says, “If I do not find it to meet my views I
will not allow this money to be expended.” How is he going to stop
it? We have directed the money to be expended under the direction
of the Becretary of War. Is the President going to issue his com-
mand, his mandamus pronunciamento to the Secretary of War saying
“1 do not believe this river should receive the amount appropnsted
b{v Congress ; and therefore you shall not expend a dollar upon it.”
Have we arrived at that?

I1f the President had seen proper, it was in his power to veto the
bill as a whole. But he has no anthority to override the Constitution
and veto part of thislaw by non-action. Insigning this bill, he comes
in here and assumes the prerogative to lecture both branches of the
American Congress. This measure has been discussed fully—certainly
in the Senate; it has met the approval of committees of both Houses ;
it has been reported from the conference committee, and has received
the vote of two-thirds of each branch of Cong‘;rem; yet the President
comes here to-day and in his message says, I will not allow this or
that money to be expended, although it is the law of the land, if it
does not meet my ach';robntmn.” the President can prevent the
expenditure of one dollar of these appropriations, he ean prevent the
expenditure of every dollar. He can say that the amount appropri-
ated for the improvement of Hell Gate shall not be expended. He can

into Texas or Michigan or any other State and say, “ Althongh the
merican Con has passed a bill appropriating so much money
and directing it to be e ded in a designated manner, and not-
withstanding I have signed the bill, yet I, as President of the United
States, will issue my mandate in some.form or another to a subordi-
nate officer directing that this money shall not be expended,” and the
law of Congress is nullified. If he can do so with one appropriation
bill, he can do so with each and all.

I heartily approve of the motion made by my colleague upon the
Committee on Commerce for the reference of this m e to that
committee. What right has the President to say that this or

that object is not national? What is the nature of a river and har-
bor bill? I may be permitted to refer in no spirit of eriticism, but
simply to illustrate my argunment, to what occurred the other nighs
when the appropriation for Hell Gate was under consideration. One
of the Senators from New York objected to that a.p£ropriation, becanse
in his opinion the amount was insufficient ; and the Senator from
Connecticut [ Mr. EATON] opposed it on the same ground.

Mr, HOAR. I rise to a question of order. The gentleman from
West: Vi.r%:li‘s{)[ﬂr. HEREFORD, ] in undertaking to repeat the debates
in the ot ranch of Congress, is transgressing the rules of the

Mr. HEREFORD. I have endeavored to confine myself within
gﬁpﬁr limits and I do not desire to transcend the rules of the House.
at was the reason given.
Mr. HOAR. I ask for the rulingof the Chair on my point of order.
The SPEAKER pro fempore. The gentleman will again state his

point.

Mr. HOAR. My point is that the gentleman from West Virginia,
in designating by name members in the other branch and stating
what they uttered in debate, is transgressing the rules.

The SPEAKER pro {empore. Such references are ouf of order. The
gentleman will proceed in order.

Mr. HEREFORD. I will doso. It has been said elsewhere (I sup-
pose that is in order) that the appropriation for Hell Gate was not
sufficient; and for what reasonf Because for want of the comple-
tion of the work at that point the people of the New England States
are obliged to pay a ter rate of insurance in order to get their
products to the markets of New York. In other words, (and thisi s
all there is in a river and harbor bill ; this is its length,breadth,its
height, and depth,) the reason assigned elsewhere why an appro-
priation was too small was becanse the obstructions at Hell Gate in-
creased therate of freight paid by the people of New England in get-
ting their produncts to market.

If you make an appropriation for Hell Gate, which they say isa
great national work, in order to let the people of New England and
elsewhere get their produce to market, why is it you cannot make
an appropriation so that the le along the Tennessee, the Cum-
berland, the Kanawha, the Kas ia, Wabash, the Illinois, the Fox,
and Wisconsin, shall also have the same facilities for the trans-
portation of their products to market at a less cost? Why shall not
the French Broad River be improved and those living along it fur-
nished cheap transportation to market? Why shall we not make
likewise an appropriation in the same bill to enable the farmers
along all these streams in the interior to get what they raise cheaply
tpoﬂ:}mrk;st and to develop the hidden wealth of our mountains and
valleys 1

Ang that, Mr. Speaker, is all there is in these river and harbor
appropriation bills. Bills exaetly like this have been signed by all
the Presidents of the United States; by Adams, by Jackson, by Van
Buren, by all of them. Such bills as this have been signed session
after session by the present Executive. Bills have been signed by him
mﬂ.kinfl appropriations for nearly every single object contained in
this bill to-day, except a few which may happen to be in the down-
trodden Sonth.

Last year an appropriation bill similar to this for precisely similar
works, for almost the same works, appropriated $6,600,000, and the
President of the Unifed smm! this same President of the United
States, signed that bill withont accompanying it with a lecture to
Congress, while the dl:maent bill, which only appropriates §5,000,000,
he accompanies with a lecture, a criticism, which we have now be-
fore us. He signs without hesitation and without deeming it neces-
sary to accompany it with a word of remark a bill last year on the
same subject, for the same objects, appropriating $6,600,000, and yet
he comes here to-day, when we appropriate in a similar bill onl
$5,000,000, saying that it is too much. When did the light
upon the Executive thatit wastoomuch f Isitbecause afew dollars
have been given to the down-trodden South for the improvement of the
Cumberland, the Tennessee, and other streams throughout the South
and the North, where approrriationa for the improvement of those
rivers are very much needed

The Executive says that certain works are of a national character
and others are not of a national character. Now, what does he mean
by works of a national character? Is it for the Executive to decide ¥
Both branches of Congress have already decided that all the appro-
priations embraced in this bill are within the purview of the Consti-
tution. The President, by signing the bill, has said that all these
appropriations are within the purview of the Constitution, or else
he would not have signed it. He has decided the bill to be constitn-
tional, in his judgment, by putting his signature of approval to it.

But he comes to Congress with a lecture and says that he thinks we
should not have made certain appropriations because they are not
national. Wherein are the appropriations in this bill not national ?
Is not the Mississippi with all its tributaries national? Is not the .
Ohio River with all its fributaries national? Is not the improvement
of Hell Gate in New York harbor a national work? ¥, sit, the
commerce of the Ohio River alone,which gets by this bill only $170,000,
is more than the whole foreign commerce of the United States. Isnot
that a national work? Are the people of the interior to be called
upon year after year, for a long series of years, to make appropria-
tions for rivers and harbors upon the Atlantic coast and upon the
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Pacific coast; to improve the harbors of Boston, of New York, of Bal-
timore, of New Orleans, of San Francisco, of Toledo, and of Cleveland,
and is the great Mississippi Valley not to have its rivers improved, so
the farmers living there can get their grain, their wheat, their corn,
their coal, and all the products of their industry to market at a cheap
rate? Is the President and his party op to cheap transporta-
tion? That is what this bill pro to accomplish. It is to secure
the improvement of our navigable streams, so that the farmers shall
be enabled to transport to markef their wheat, and their corn, and
their other produce at a cheap rate. Shall this people be refused this
transportation, and shall they be bound hand and foot to the railroad
monopolies of the country? Is that what the President means?
How is the President to decide which are national and which are
not? Can he say that Hell Gate is not a national work? Has he the
power to say the improvement of the Mississippi River is not a na-
tional work and that he will not give it a dollar of this appropria-

tion T
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.
Am e from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of their clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H.

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

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. HEREFORD. The President in his m says it may be a
question to consider whether any expenditure can well be authorized
under a river and harbor appropriation bill further than to provide
for works already begun and paid for. Under no circumstances, he
says, will he allow expenditures on works not clearly national. What
right has this t Camsar to decide what are and what are not na-
tional, when the American Congress has decided the question by mak-
ing these appropriations? '

On what meat hath this our Caesar fed?

What right has he to say, when this Congress, representing the peo-
ple of the United States under the Constitution, have made these ap-
](;mflriatinns and he has signed the bill, that he will not allow one

ollar of this money to be spent except to preserve works already
begun! Why, sir, there are works which have already received from
first to last four or five million dollars, and becaunse they have received
so much are they and they only to receive additional aq}propriationa!
Are these works only to be kept up? Isit true that to those who have
to them shall be given; that those who have received in the past to
them shall be given more, while to those who have received nothing
to them nothing shall be given? The spirit of his message is, I do
not believe adollarof thismoney should be expended upon certainrivers
and harbors becanse nothin%hm been expended npon them heretofore.
The money should be expended becanse the improvements are needed,
There is not an agpropnation in this bill not recommended by the
Secretary of the Treasury. There is not a dollar not recommended
by the Chief of Engineers. We have acted on the reports of the ex-
ecutive officers, and they have said these works are necessary. They
are appointed for this purpose: to examine these works, to examine
the practicability of them, to examine the cost of them, to examine
the resources of the eountry, to examine and report to this Con
how much by these works the commerce of the country will be devel-
oped. The Committee on Appropriations of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on Commerce of the House have read all these reports diligently
and carefully, and have talked to all the members of both Houses.

I say to-day, that as chairman of the Committee on Commerce I
have prepared a just and fair and equitable bill, a bill fair to all parts
of the country, north, south, east, and west, and all the members of
the committee will give me credit for so doing. There is no political
significance in the framing of this bill. 'We have read all these re-

rts, and I have myself talked to no fewer than two hundred mem-

on this floor in order to get additional information about these
rivers and harbors. And after doing all that we have made as eco-
nomical a bill as wounld do justice to all Egrh of the country, north,
south, east, and west. And yet the President aagfa he will not allow
money to be expended except where he—he, the Chief Executive—may
think it is a national work.

‘What right, I ask sg:.'m in eonclusion, after this has become alaw,
has he to say to us, as he does to-day, “I will not carry out the law ;
I notify you in advance I will nnl{ify and set at nought a law of
Con, by both branches and signed by myself. I motif;
yon I will not earry it out unless in so far as it may snit my views.”
will put it “ where it will do the most good.” I tell you, Mr. Speaker,
it is high time we should come back fo the simplicity of the olden
times, and stand by the Constitution of our fathers and the laws, and
see that the Executive set neither at nought, shall set neither at
defiance. Such a m as this sent to the British Parliament
would cost Queen Victoria her crown. And, therefore, Mr. Speaker,
I hope that this m will take the direction indicated by my
friend from Texas [Mr. GAN] and be referred to the Committee
on Commerce, where the full measure and magnitude of its monstrous
proposition may receive full consideration.

r. CONGER. I bhave listened with very great surprise to the re-
marks of my distinguished friend from Texas, [ Mr. Rm&m,] a good
lawyer, careful generally in his statements and in his conclnsions;

and I have listened with still greater surprise to the chairman of the
Committee on Commerce, the gentleman from West Virginia. Sir,
the President in approving a bill which was passed hastily, with
very many changes, thro Eboth Houses, on the report of a confer-
ence oommitbee,ﬁ seen fit while approving the bill to send a mes-
sage to Congress suggesting that there may be some imperfections
in the bill, that there may be some a;;ﬂlmpristions which are not
warranted in the present state of the finances of the country, and
perhaps some danger of money being spent on works of such inferior
necessity that they may be m)iyongg. And he asserts in his message
that inasmuch as Congress eft nnder his direction, or that of an
execntive officer in his Cabinet, the ex(&mditum of the whole of this
$5,000,000 of money, he does not feel disposed to veto the bill, to re-
turn it with his objections to Con, ; but he does desire, exercis-
iughthe discretion which the bill itself specially commits to him and
to his direction, to join the great army of the reformers that come up
here in their panoply of strength to prevent any appropriations from
being made for an imp se. Heannounces in a very modest
way that he desires to join this army of sonthern reformers and north-
ern reformers in looking over these appropriations; and inasmuch as
Congress confides in his discretion, he announces to the House he
will exercise that discretion under the Constitution, and under the
very orders and direction of this bill, for the welfare of the country;
so that the money shall not be squandered on trout streams, so that
the money shall not be squandered fo enlarge cracks in the clay
banks on the shores of ou:(lakea and oceans to make harbors on mere
possibilities of harbors, but that it shall.be expended for valuable

urposes; that it shall be expended as far as in his judgment and

iscretion it can be for the purpose of promoting the national benefit,
the benefit of the American people at ?a

‘What is there in that message that camp the antagonism of the
genial gentleman from Texas! What is there, except an assertion
of the Chief Executive, communicated to the Houseof Representa-
tives and to the Con of the United States, that inasmuch as they
have left the expenditure of $5,000,000 to his direction and to his
discretion, he will not be behind all these other gentlemen in econ-
omy, in reform, in retrenchment, and that he, so far as lies in his
power, will see to it that the Republic receives no detriment, and that
this money is not expended for nnworthy purposes,

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Texas to rise in his
place and tell this House whether any appropriation for his State in
that bill is for an nnworthy pur ; whether any appropriation for
all Texas of the thousands of dollars that are appropriated to be ex-
pended there is not to ilromotn our national commerce T If not, why
does he fear for Texas

Mr. REAGAN. I will answer the gentleman.

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman can wait until I am through, and
then answer. Iam asking these questions that the gentlemen out of
their own time and in their own manner may reply to them.

I ask the chairman of the Committee on Commerce what appropri-
ation for West Virginia, and, as he is chairman of the Committee on
Commerce for the whole land, what appropriation in that bill for the
whole land is not national in its character? He argues that all these
waters upon which commerce flows, whether in great quanti%ies or in
small quantities, are the rills, the rivers, the streams, the lakes, and
the oceans—that all go ther to make up the grand national com-
meree of the country. If he is right in his argument, the President is
right in his message. And if the President is right in his message,
the gentleman is wrong in condemning it. Buf why is he afraid of
the message ! Canif be possible—I have heard no objection from this
side of the Honse—that any of my friends on the other side who have
come up here from their wanderings in the wilderness to their fa-
ther’s house and “have come here to stay” could possibly have im-
posed npon the chairman of the Committee on Commerce with the im-
provement of an unnational work {

Mr, H.F;REFORD. Will the gentleman allow me to answer his

uestion
e Mr. CONGER. Idecline to be interrupted. I am thrown off the
track very easily, and I cannot be interrupted. Iwant an answer
from the gentleman in his own time when he takes the floor again.
Now I ask if any of my friends who have come up from their wan-
derings to stay, as the gentleman from Georgia says ‘‘ to dwell in
their father’s imnse,” and who seem to have come here, and come
here for the sole purpose of taking their father's business out of
his hands and managing the household themselves while they stay
here, gentlemen who come here blazing and glowing and sparkling
with retrenchment and reform—ean it be possible that any of these
gentlemen have crowded into this river and harbor bill an appropria-
tion for a work that is not national 7 I trust not, sir. I trust when
the wanderers come here with reform on their tongues and the
glory of retrenchment like a halo around their heads, who have come

ack here whether the master of the household was willing or un-
willing for them to stay, have come back to turn the master out and
take the control of the household ; I trust that not one of my friends
has come and imposed upon the gentleman from Texas, and imposed
upon the chairman of the Committee on Commame}l and imFosed
npon my friend from Massachusetts, [ Mr. PIERCE,] the careful and
cantious man, in regard to these appropriations, and has secured ap-
propriations for works that are not at all national, and are, there-
fore, subject to the censure of this message. Why in the world should
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it be that my friends are so excessively sensitive when their whole
souls are glowing, burning, and yearning for reform and retrench-
ment; when they are so exceedingly active and earnest that ev
officer of this Government shall not only know his duty but shall
perform it; shall scan closely every law ; shall scan closely every

roposition of every law, and not even by any ‘Eomihility wander a
Eﬂ'u"u breadth from its strict construection. hy is it that they
blame our President when he announces to the House his determina-
tion to scan this law and see if all these appropriations are really
for national works? When retrenchment is the great ry of
my brethren, why is it that they raise such a tumult in this House
because the President says that on account of changes of law, and
failures of appropriations, and the cutting off of revenue officers, it
is more than probable that there will be such a diminution of the
revenues received this year that he cannot carry on all the works of
the Government, that he cannot find the money in the Treasury that
is unappropriated to fulfill all the demands of the law, and says that
if that shall happen he would withhold the money from those works
which are not national, from those for which there is no immediate
and pressing necessity for this expenditure, and he will thus save the
Treasury.

0, sir, I have thought for some time that if these gentlemen who
have instituted thirty-three investigating committees to watch every
officer of the Government and see whether they stepped a hair's
breath aside from the strict construetion of the law and have been
ready npon a violation by a high officer to impeach that officer and
upon a slight violation to condemn, (for the re of the majori-
ties of the committees are full of these things,) I hoped that they
wonld not have complained of the President when he, in his m ®
to the House, announced his conviction that it is his duty to comply
strictly with the law and expend the money directly in the discretion
the House has given him for national objects and for the preserva-
tion of works on which mdney has already been expended. Why
did not gentlemen, if they had secured appropriations for snch works,
repent and ask that the appropriation be withdrawn ? Whg did not
the work of reform then commence? Why does each individual gen-
tleman of the House, when talking so 10ndlf for reform for every-
body but himself, if he has got into this bill appropriations of this
kind, work ount some reform within himself? But, sir, the reports
of this House will show that the reformation demandeti by the ma-
jnfity is continually the reformation for somebody else besides them-
selves, :

Why, sir, the example of their standard-bearer shonld have tanght
them a different lesson. There has been no more pathetic episode in
the political history of this year than that exhibited by their own
standard-bearer when, in the societt"i of a few friends at his own home,
he received the first intimation that he had been selected as the
democratic candidate for the Presidency. His friends sat by his side,
like the friends of Job, and spoke no more until his own heart, his
own judgment, could work out in their own volition his troe inward-
ness, and, at last, I ask the gentlemen to remember what their leader
said about himseif. He was not looking to everybody else for reform.
What did he say about himself? He said in a whispered tone, “I
know what the American people want; they want reform,” and think-
ing a moment or two longer, reflecting upon if, he said, with spas-
modic violence, pointing directly to his own heart, “they shall find
it here.” [Laughter.] How little, Mr. Speaker, has that example
been followed lg his followers here? They all want reform; they
all know that the people mean it; they want reform, but, unlike
their shrewd, sagacions leader, they do not take the precaution to
interpret to the people, as he dié, how it was to be in their own heart.
0O, no; ever since that tender expression of your leader of the cam-
paign I have sat here with extreme im&atience for some one of the

ntlemen, the followers of your candidate, in a modest manner, ina

eeble way to intimate that reform had commenced in their own

hearts, because, sir, after the standard-bearer of the democratic party
had struck his hand upon his heart and announced that the people
could find reform fhere, I solemnly believe that not one of these
faithful followers who sat around him listening with bated breath
his penitential nttemances but had some reason to believe that the
work of regeneration had already commenced in that immortal soul.
[Langhter.]

I commend that example of the chieftain to his followers. Iwonld
say t.l_lgt they have followed that example if my conscience would
permi

Now, sir, I ﬁin ask any gentleman of this House, the gentleman

m 'I;ﬁxu, [Mr. REAGAN,] the gentleman from West Virginia, [ Mr.
HEREFORD,] or any other gentleman, when he has the opportunity
to reply to me, any gentleman who finds fault with this message of
the President, to tell this House which one item in this bill which the
President signs is for a work which they condemn as not desirable
for national commerce and national prosperity? When they will tell
that, then I guarantee that every other man in this House will say
that the m of the President is just and righteous, and that that
particular work which they condemn as not national ought not to
receive the appropriation made for it.

i M;.l ?OUSE. ich one does the President condemn as not na-
ion

Mr. CONGER. Iwill tell the gentleman. The great Con that
the gentleman from West Virginia alludes to, uomposegrg? two

Houses, and each House composed of an almost innumerable number -

of great men, the great Congress of the United States told the Presi-
dent that this money was to be expended under his direction and
within his discrefion. In old times all the money for this purpose
was appropriated in mass. Until six years ago there had been but
one or two river and harbor bills ever specifying the ohjects
of the appropriation. The appropriation was made in a gross sum,
to be expended entirely at the discretion and under the direction of
the Secretary of War. It is a new thing for Con, to take from
the President that powerto direct the Secretaryof War and the Engi-
neer Department how much and where they shall expend this money.
This has been done within the last six or eight years. I think before
that time there never had been but two, or at the most three, of these
bills mﬂ specifying where the appropriation should be expended.
The ident, therefore, is returning to the old democratic way, and
in so far as he does that he has my most hearty condemnation.
[Laughter.]

Up to 1871 there had been expended for the purpose of improving
the rivers and harbors of the country $27,863,000. Since that time
there have been expended in 1871 one and ahalf millions in, 1872 two
and a half millions, in 1873 three and a half millions, in 1874 five
ﬁr]iions, and in 1875 five million six or eight hundred thousand dol-

Mr. DOUGLAS. Who did it?

Mr. CONGER. A republican Congress of the United States.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then ]iou introduced the novelty.

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Polk vetoed every river and harbor bill ever
presented to him; and in the last part of his term the Con of
the United States Enssed over his veto a river and harbor bill appro-
griating one and three quarters millions of dollars. Under Pzemrant

uchanan not one dollar was ever appropriated for the improvement
of any river, North or South, except to the extent of $30,000 in all in
some bills to repair particular works.

The demoeratic policy never was in favor of the improvement of
rivers and harbors. Since I have been a member of this House, and
while I was a member of the Committee on Commerce, southern Rep-
resentatives came by scores before that committee asking for appro-

riations for their rivers and harbors, as my friend from Indiana [ilr

OLMAN] very well knows. They were asked if they would vote for
the bill if their appropriations, such as the committee thought should
be put in, were embraced in the bill, or whether their constitutional
scruples would prevent their so doing. And they told the committee
that their constitutional scruples were of more importance than the im-
gmvemeuta of their rivers and harbors. That is the reason why the

outh herefofore has not had all their rivers and barbors improved
that they should have had, because their Representatives have been
op: to that policy.

t seems that they have changed their views, and I am gratified
that they have done so. I believe that such means of improvement
of water transportation is one of the most effectual for keeping trans-
portation cheap and free thronghont the land and preventing mo-
no'Boly in the means of communication and freightage.

‘0 my mind the messa%l;:f the President was an appropriate one
to make to this House. en I remember that in almost every an-
nual message of the President he has directly called the attention of
this House to the importance of le%‘i:laﬁn in favor of cheap modes
of transportation by water and by land, when I recollect that he has
called the attention of this House to three plans of water-communi-
cation from the Ohio River to the Atlantic and to the Gnlf, and when
I remember that in all his m he has nrged upon Conﬁrm the
importance of improving the national water-courses and hig| waﬁa of
the country, I cannot condemn his objections to appropriations which,
in his judgment, may be for objects purely local and entirely unnec-

In view of the President’s mmiform recommendations in all his
messages where he has referred to that subject, enconraging and in-
citing Confrees tomake proper appm&riationato secure cheap trans-
portation for the whole country, I think these strictures from the

ntlemen who havmkm are unjust and unworthy of the occasion.

ut the habit of ing these strictures is so strong, my friends
on the other side of the House in their caucuses and in their own
hearts have become so acecustomed to condemn everything that is done
by the President or by the republicans that I think they can hardly
avoid it. 'When the ident sent a to this House, as it was
his duty to do, to inform us that our legislation would prevent suf-
ficient revenue being received for the ordinary expenditures of the
Government, that message was crificised even more harshly than
this has been ; and so it is throngh all the legislation of this House.
8ir, I have no objection to gentlemen wearing out their lives in
shouting for reform and retrenchment. I know they are waatin§
valuable time; I know they are exhausting their stalwart frames;
know they are running their minds into a series of ¢ and accu-
sations unworthy of the American citizen; but if is their privilege
and their right. The people will hear them for a moment and then
turn them aside, and still let the father of the household manage his
own affairs.

Mr. HOAR and Mr. RANDALL addressed the Chair.

Mr CONGER. Mr. Speaker, I have not relinquished the floor.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not understand the
gentleman to have the floor except for his own remarks. The Chair
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will gladly ize the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar
for nsmmnm andeagv‘})r is to out the floor fairly. ]

Mr. CONGER. There was no limit to my time except the hour rale.

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order. Under the rules of the
House n:lhan ;ny mmmﬁgtakes undga floor he i:l ezai:t.it.lt:a:z1 to it 10(11- T}lle
hour, unless he is i some special limitation; and the
Spaa.'lm‘ cannot deprive him of this right. And under the rule, as it
has been administered for many years, he has the right to yield any
portion of his hour to any other member.

The SPEAKER pro The Chair izes that rule ; and he
is inclined to be entirely fair toward both sides of the House; but
the right to one hour for each speaker has not been claimed at all in
this debate ; and if the rule is resorted to, the Chair must decide that
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] is entitled to the floor, as
he did not exhaust his time.

Mr. RANDALL. I think there meed be no controversy between the

tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. HOAR,] the gentleman from
ﬁi?:bi n, [Mr. CoNGER,] and myself as to the occupancy of the floor.

Mr. HOAR. I think there can be no controversy between us; but
I cannot assent to the idea that the Chair has a right to take a mem-
ber off the floor before his hour has expired. The gentleman from
Texas yielded the floor and sat down ; the Chair recognized another
gentleman in his own right; and now under what rule can the Chair
deprive him of the n:lgllllt to give part of his hour to anothér member?

. RANDALL. e gentleman from Texas had the right to tho
floor to call the previous question at the end of his hour, but by a sort
of eral consent had allowed the debate to run on.

Mr. HOAR. He yielded the floor. .

The SPEAKER pro The gentleman from Texas has sent
word to the Chair that he desires to move the previous question, and
regards himself as holding the floor. Under these circumstances the
Chair does not feel inclined to take the floor from him. Although he
recognizes fully the rule as stated by the gentleman from Massachu-
setts, he cannot see how the gentleman from Michigan can take from
the gentleman from Texas during his hour the right to control the
floor upon his own motion.

Mr. CONGER. I submit to the Chair that a member obtaining the
floor has a right to it for one hour. I obtained the floor in my own
right without any limitation from anybody ; I asked nobody’s con-
sent; but the Chair ized me.

Mr. HOAR. Iwill remind the Chair that much more than an hour
has ela since the gentleman from Texas took the floor.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks not.

Mr. HOAR. Since the gentleman from Texas took the floor and
spoke, the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. HEreForp] and the

ntleman from Michigan [ Mr. CoNGER] have spoken. More than an

our and a quarter must have elapsed.

Mr. REAGAN. I did not expect any extended debate on this mo-
tion. I only desired to state my opinion upon the question, and as
soon as other members who might desire it had briefly expressed
their views, I proposed to call the previons question.

Mr. CONSé . I hope that this may not come out of my hour. I
either wish to go on myself or to TPel to another gentleman.

The SPE fdpm iempore. e Chair cannot recognize the g:n-
'ti!emsn a8 entitled to an hour within the hour of the gentleman from

exas.

Mr. CONGER. That hour had terminated or nearly terminated
when I took the floor

Mr. RANDALL. It was extended by common consent.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All gentlemen know that debates of
this kind frequently proceed by common consent, and when there is
no objection the Chair is not inclined to interfere; but if it becomes
a question of right, the Chair must hold that the gentleman from
Texas is entitled to the floor.

Mr. REAGAN, I will yield a moment to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. RaANpALL] and then I will ask to yield a moment fo the
gentleman from Iowa.

The SPEAKER pro iempore. That can be done by common consent.
The time of the gentleman from Texas has expired; but if there is no
objection the Chair will first recognize the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. RANDALL] and then gentleman from Massachusetts,

[Mr. HOAR.

Ch}iirf % ALL. ofMtll-;e 8 - er, I l(ll“;h: the Ihifgh}est mspoﬂttfﬂr the
of Magistrate on, an nce I feel v ﬁ;'ea regret

when I find him falling into errors. In one portion of this message

he distinotly implies, if he does not directly state, that by our legis-

lation the collection of the revennes has been urippied, and that there-

fore the revenues may fall off during the coming year.

Now I want to state the fact that more than one-half of the rev-
enue comes t!ﬁmipm from customs, which in no wise whatever
passes under the control of Congress so far as to make appropriations
necessary for their collection.

Mr. KASSON. Yes, there is one to which the President alludes.

Mr. RANDALL. So far as that part of the revenue is concerned
a pro})ristion by has nothing whatever to do with it, and
: emd:aa the President’s complaint in that respect is entirely un-

oun .

There is, however, in the appropriation bill something to do with
the collection of internal revenue. In regard to the internal revenue
the House recommended that the collection districts should be re-

duced to one hundred and five ; the Senate raised the number to one
hundred and thirty-one, but lest the Government should be embar-
rassed in the collection of the internal revenue the House receded
from the number they had fixed at one hundred and five and con-
ceded the number asked by the Department, one hundred and thirty-
one, which the Senate insisted upon. *

The House conferees also consented to a very considerable addition
to the amount as fixed by the House committee and the Honse in con-
nection with the an of collectors and deputy collectors of internal
revenue, and further as to pay of storékeepers, gaugers, and other
officers employed in the other branch. Therefore f?\ris to say to this
House that I go not believe any of the conferees on this or the other
side of the House or of the Senate will consider that we have em-
barrassed in any degree whatever the collection of the internal reve-
nue. :

Mr. REAGAN. My colleague on the Committee on Commerce from
Massachusetts [Mr, CE] desires a fow minutes, and I therefore
yield to him.

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, I cordially approve of the position
which the President assnmes in his message just laid before the
Honse, and admire the manliness and courage which induced him to
send it to the House. He only occnpies the position nniformly taken
heretofore by previons Administrations in mmnce to appropriations
for river and harbor improvements.

Now, sir, the only authority controlling his action is to be found
in the first section, which provides that “the following sums of
money be, and are hereby, appropriated to be paid out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended under
the direction of the Secretary of War, for the repair, preservation,
construction, and completion of the following public works herein-
after named.” There is nothing mandatory in that provision. It
does not say that he shall spend a single dollar upon any one of the
works provided for in the bill. If in his judgment any appropriation
is wasteful, extravagant, or a useless expenditure of the public money,
then he need not expend it. Indeed, if he expended any of the amount
appropriated for any workdeemed by him to be wasteful, extravagant,
or useless, he would be guilty of wrong-doing, and I will say to my
democratic friends he wounld then deserve condemnation.

He is only doinE his duty when he says that he will not spend a
single dollar of this money, when he is satisfied such expenditure
will result in no whatever. Nor does he claim in his mes-
sage the right to divert any of this money appropriated for a given
object to any other object. He simply says that if he believes the
object for which it has been appropriated is not a fit object then he
will not expend the money, but wifl let it lie in the Treasury for the
future action of Congress.

I remember in the examination of this river and harbor bill in the
Committee on Commerce various instances in which the Engineer
Department reported that the sum appropriated could not be used to
advantage, and therefore t.he{ldid not useit atall, and that the money
was permitted to remain in the Treasury. The President has simply
announced to Congress that he will follow what has always here-
tofore been the practice of the Engineer Department.

I may be permitted to say here that the preparation of a river and
harbor bill is one of the most difficult pieces of work which can be
confided to any number of members of this Honse. The Committee
on Commerce is constantly approached by perhaps two hundred
members of this House, urging npon them appropriations for various
localities in the country, and if has sometimes seemed to me, Mr,
Speaker, as though they left their consciences outside of the commit-
tee-room. [Laughter.] It is, therefore, with the greatest difficulty
such an appropriation bill is framed, and I do not believe there has
ever been %assed by this House any bill which did not contain some
items which onght not to have been included. I believe there are
some such items in this bill, but, on the whole, it is a better bill than -
most of those which have been heretofore passed through this House.
‘When I consider how this bill was made up, how the committee was
importuned by members of the House to make appropriations for this
htEca' river and that little harbor, I feel that it 1s of the utmost im-
portance to sustain the President in the position he has assumed,
which is simply the position the Engineer Department has always
held and acted upon, that if there are any appropriations useless
and extravagant, and which will accomplish no good whatever, he
will not authorize the expenditure of the public money for that pur-
pose, but will allow it to remain in the Treasury so that Congress may
review their action at the next session. We ought not to forget that
we are to meet here again in Jess than four months, and that no harm
can be done by any such action, but that, on the contrary, a consid-
erable sum of money may be saved if the President fearlessly carries
out the policy which he has indicated in his message.

Mr. REAGAN. Before calling the previous question I desire to
oceupy just a single minute in responding to the gentleman from
Michigan. g

TheggPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the time of
the gentleman from Texas expired several minutes ago. Objection
not having been made, the Chair supposed the debate was proceeding
by unanimous consent; but unanimous consent has only been given
to the two gentlemen whe have now spoken; and, unless by unani-
Emus consent, the gentleman from Texas cannot longer retain the

00T,
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Mr. REAGAN. I ask unanimons consent to occupy not more than
one minute in responding to the gentleman from Michigan,

There was no objection.

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to say that if the President had made the
objections to the bill which the gentleman from Michigan made he
had a perfect right to do so. It was not complained that he objected
to items in the bill that ought not to be appropriated. The complaint
was that be declared that a law/passed by both Houses of Congress
and signed by himself would be just so far executed as to his private
Jjndgment it seemed fit it should be executed.

The gentleman from Michigan asked me a question to which he
desired an answer, whether there was any appropriation in Texas
that would be affected? I am very glad to able to say, as the
gentleman from Michigan also knows, that we have no appropriation
there except for works which are confessedly national, unless it be
for Cypress Bayon, which is a work for which appropriations have
heretofore been made by the Government under the sanction of the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CONGE.Ri] as chairman of the Com-
mittee on Commerce. e others are all works on tide-water, and
confessedly national. It was because there are no works in my State
that are at all affected that I felt free to call attention to the assump-
tion by the President of a right to regard or disregard at his pleasure
an act of Congress approved by himself.

I now ask the previous question.

Mr. KASSON, Allow me to say thatI think the Speaker misunder-
stood the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN.] That gentleman
said he would yield a few moments to one other gentleman, and then
he would yield to the gentleman fromm Iowa. The Speaker said:
“The gentleman from Massachnsetts;” and I was not disposed to in-
terfere with the genfleman from Massachusetts proceeding. 1 desire,
however, five minutes to to a single point. -

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not understand that
that was the arrangement ; but he will willingly recognize the gen-
tleman from Iowa if it was arranged that he should have unanimous
consent to speak.

Mr. KASSON. Five minites are Emha'bly enongh.

The single point to which I wish to call attention is the cha
made by the gentleman from West Virgimia, the chairman of the
Committee on Commerce, that the President has assumed an uncon-
stitutional authority in the message which he hassent. If gentlemen
will observe the careful language of the President, any such impres-
sion I am sure will disappear, and even the gentleman from West
Virginia will regret the illustration with which he commenced his
address to the House when he made the comparison between the Pres-
ident and a person exercising imperial anthority.

Mr. HEREFORD. Did the President not say in one of his messages
that our Constitution was similar to that of the German Empire?
Does the gentleman deny that?

Mr. KAE%ON. The gentleman from West Virginia compared the
President to an officer exercising the authority of the Emperor of
Germany. Let ussee. The President says in his message:

If it was obligatory on the Executive to expend all the mon ropriated b
Congress, I shoﬁd gtnrn the river and harborpl?;:ﬂ with my nhjgggng. x

Thus the President assumes that it is not obligatory on him to spend
all the money ﬂmprinted, and, resting upon that ﬁ}'pﬁthasis, he de-
clares that he will exercise his authority as an executive officer of
the Government, directing the Secretary of War so to disburse these
moneys that no part of them shall be expended on objects of private
or local interest, or,in other words, which are unconstitutional. Now,
sir, does this bill compel the President bg force of law, er vi termini
to expend each of these sums on each of these places? If it does, a.mi
if such an act is constitutional, then the President has proposed to
violate the Constitution. But, sir, the enfire precedents of this Gov-
ernment, to which my honorable friend from husetts referred,
are against this proposition. In most instances the gear expires with
s balance in the Treasury. In some cases the expenditure is found to
be & mere waste and is stopped; and more than that, the lan of
the bill is not mandatory on the President, but simply appropriates
for various pu a maximum sum of money and nowhere tells the
President that he must spend it on each one or spend all of it; so
that on the bill, without the Constitution, there is nothing which pre-
vents the President from taking that position. But let us see further.
Suppose the gentleman from West Virginia was right and the Presi-
dent violates the Constitution by not spending the money, we will
say for example, for a survey of “Towne Creek, Monroe County, Mis-
simipgi,” or for the improvement of the “ Etowah River near Thomp-
son’s bridge,” Georgia, or of “ Murder Kill Creek,” or of “Mispillion
Creek.” We will take ﬁispil]jun Creek, as for that there is some money
to be expended. Suppose the President should not spend it all; for
what will the gentleman impeach him? He will come next session,
if he is here, and impeach the President of high erimes and misde-
meanors, and he will specify what the high crimes and misdemeanors
are, to wit, that whereas he might have expended $15,000 on this Mis-
pillion Creek he only expended $5,000 on it, and left $10,000 in the
Treasury; and therefore he will TEn-eseut articles of impeachment
against him to the Senate of the United States for high crimes and
misdemeanors!

Mr. DURHAM. Will the gentleman look at the
bill beginning at line 544, in regard to the duty of
Secretary of War under this bill?

IV—-353

aragraph of the
e President and

Mr. KASSON. I have not so many lines in my copy of the bill.
Does the gentleman have Laurel Creek, Kentncky, in his bill ?

Mr. DURHAM. No, sir; that was stricken ont. I again ask the
gentleman to look at line 544 of the bill, where the duty of the Sec-
retary of War in the expenditure of these moneys is prescribed.

Mr. KASSON. Iwill answer the gentleman. Where the work can
be done by contract, the Secretary is required o cause it to be done
by contract; that relates to the mode of doing the work.

Mr. DURHAM. Buf the whole power is given to the Secretary of
War, and the President has no power to control it.

Mr. KASSON. And the work is to be given to the lowest bidder
under that section. The gentleman says that the Secretary of War
must do it, because wherever it is required by law that the work
shall be done by contract he is required to'let it. I will say that
President Grant, in case the Secretary failed in his duty, would stand
where President Jackson stood, and will say, “I took the oath to sup-
port the Constitution as I understand it, and if the Secretary of War
stands in the way of the observance of the Constitution I will turn
him out as Jackson did Duane, when he puf Taney in the Treasury,
and will appoint some man who will observe the Constitution.”

These are the '[;ginta tonching which I wanted to show, first, that
there is nothing in the bill that requires the President to spend all
the money appropriated for any one place or for all the places; and
second, that under the Constitution he is not compelled to spend
money for an unconstitutional purpose simply because a certain sum
is appropriated for it. We have ]J:)u.et appropriated $60,000 for extra
clerical service in onr Executive Departments. Snpposc they do nof
spend it all; will yon impeach the Executive for not spending the
whole of it?

[Here the hammer fell.]

Mr. REAGAN. Idemand the previons question.

er. EdOLMAN. I ask the gentleman from Texas to allow me a sin-

e word.

. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas has no
longer a right to the floor.

r. HOIi{AN. I merely wish to protest against the assnmption
that the Exeentive is bound to expend the money appropriated by
Congress, and ially in a bill of this character.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must insist that the gen-
tleman is not entitled to the floor.

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimons consent for one moment

No objection was made.

Mr.HOLMAN. It is clear that if the Executive or the Engineer De-

artment of the Army discovers that an appropriation of money has

n made for an object purely local ; having no national importance
whatever; not designed to promote the national commerce of the
country, that that money ought not to be expended.

Mr. REAGAN. That question is not in debate here, Nobody is
insisting on any such thing, The gentleman is discussing an abstract
proposition, and not the bill.

. HOLMAN. If is clear that money cannot be aggropﬁatod con-
stitutionally for purely local objects; it can only n;};lpmpriated
and applied to the promotion of the general commerce of the country.

Mr. KASSON. Then you stand by the President 7

Mr. HOLMAN. I stand by that doctrine.

Mr, KASSON. And by the President.

Mr. HOLMAN. That has been the doctrine of the dominant party
in this House in all its past history.

Mr. KASSON. Itis the doctrine of the President now.

Mr. HOLMAN. Uader the Constitution we have no right to ap-
propriate a single dollar for local purposes.

r. HEREFORD. Isay to the gentleman that if that was the doe-
trine of the ﬁ:rty I would uphold it nowhere. [Loud cries of “Or-
der!” and “ lar order!”

Mr. HOL . I want to have my own time, and I will ocen}:? the
balance of it. [Cries of “Time is up!” and “ Regular order!”] I
only wish to say that this bill is of the same class of bills making
appropriations for the improvement of rivers and harbors that have
pme(P during the last five years. I have been here all that time pro-
testing against appropriations of money for purely local purposes,
and during that period I have voted, I believe, for but a single one
of that class of bills.

Mr. HEREFORD. The gentleman sustains the imperial power of
the President. [Loud eries of * Order,” “ Regular order.”]

Mr. REAGAN. I insist on the previous question. :

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered;
and under the operation thereof the message of the President was
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed.

Mr. REAGAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the message
was referred ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid
on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

Mr.kMORRISON. I move that the House take a recess until eight
o’clock.

Thgﬂ3 question*was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 131,
noes N

Mr. BANNING called for tellers. -

?ellem were not ordered.
So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’cleck and

fifty minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until eight o'clock p. m.
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EVENING SESSION.

The recess having expired, the House resumed its session at eight
o’clock.
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A from the Senaf&by Mr. 8YMPSON, one of their Clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the concurrent resolution of
the House to print additional eopies of the report of the Superin-
tendent of the Coast Survey.

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the
report of the conference committee on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 3168) relating to the petition of
real-estate owners in the District of Columbia. : ;

The message further announced that the Senate had to the
report of the committee of eonference on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses upon the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.
R. No. 1516) to regulate the issue of artificial limbs fo disabled sol-
diers, seamen, and others.

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with-
out amendment the bill to repeal part of section 5 of an act author-
izing the repavement of Pennsylvania avenue, approved July 19, 1876.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. RANDALL. Is there a quornm present?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has not inquired, and no
vote has been taken which shows that fact.

Mr. RANDALL. Iobject to proceeding with business unless a quo-
ram is present, and for the p of testing the question I move
that the House take a recess until nine o’clock to-morrow morning.

Mr. BANNING. I wonld like to offer a bill in the first place.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, in
order to ascertain if there is a gnornm ﬁre.wnf., may either move to
take a recesss or demand a count of the House.

Mr. RANDALL. I ask a count on my motion to take a recess until
to-morrow.

Mr. THORNBURGH. T ask for tellers.

Mr. EAMES, Pending that motion I move to suspend the rules.

Mr. RANDALL. I want to state a fact in reference to legislation.
In the Senate to-day an objection has been made under their rules to
the consideration of the Indian alppmcrrintion bill, which compels it
to go over until to-morrow, as 1 understand. [Cries of “ What of
that1”] It is better (}-srha-ps that I shounld modify my motion and
pro that we should take a recess until nine o’clock this evening.

MIEBE]!SANNING. I would like fo state a fact with reference to
legislation. I havein my hand a bill asked for by the President
providing for an addition of twenty-five hundred men to the Army,
in order to aid in the Indian war.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cannof hear that at this time.

Mr. PAGE. I am credibly informed that the Senate will be ready
to adjourn at twelve o'clock to-night.

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania, will
modify his motion so as fo make it a recess until nine o'clock this

evening.

Mr. &AN DALL. Ihave already modified my motion so as to make
the recess until nine o'clock to-night.

Mr. HOAR. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will be per-
mitted to inform the House of the condition of the public business
and as to when we shall probably be able to adjonrn.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 1f there is no objeotion the gentleman
from Pennsylvania will make the statement,

No objection was made.

Mr. RANDALL. From the information which I gather from Sena-
tors I do not believe it is possible that the Senate will be ready to
adjourn before to-morrow at twelve o’clock; but out of abundant
cantion I have modified my proposition so that we shall take the re-
cess until nine o’clock this evening that we may learn with more
certainty whether an early adjournment on the part of the Senate
can be arrived at. I therefore insist on my motion for a recess.

Mr. PAGE. And I hope it will be voted down.

Mr. THORNBURGH, I call for tellers,

Mr. PAGE. I do not see why the gentleman from Pennsylvania
should undertake to clog the hfr ress of public business.

The question was taken on Mr. RANDALL'Smotion; and on adivision
there were—ayes 62, noes 59; no quorum voting,

Mr. PAGE. I call for tellers.

';‘ag:slm were ordered; and Mr. PAGE and Mr. RANDALL were ap-
pointed.

The House divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 54, noes 49; no

quorum vot.illa:ﬁ.

Mr. BANNING. I call forthe yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, 27 members voting therefor, (being
more than one-fifth of the last vote.)

The question was taken ; and there were—yeas 58, nays 83, not vot-
ing 145; as follows:

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Ainsworth, Atkins, nﬁﬁ:q Bradford, Bright, John B.
3 rell, Durham, E&Fm Forney,

Hewitt, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hoar, Holman, onse, Joyce, Kehr, Levy, Le
MoMahon, Morrison, New, Payne, P\ i

'y

wis,
Mackey, mm Madsh leton, Randall,
‘;IJ ﬁhn JEpbiias: ks %‘m L. Vm}w%aﬁ?atﬁbeﬁ C.

and J N. Williams—58,

Lerry, Tho ompson, Tucker, Turne:
wﬁn,- Wmme, illard, James W

Fanlkner, Fort, Foster, Freeman,

NAYS—Messrs. Ashe, John H. Baker, Banks, Banuing, Boone, Bradley, Can-
nuanam Cate, Canlfield, Chittenden, Clymer, Conger, Crapo, Crounse, Cut-
ler, Davy, Dounglas, Durand, Eames, Felton, ey, Franklin, Goode, Goodin, Hen-
derson, Henkle, Hereford, Hopkins, Hunton, Hyman, Thomas L. Jones, Kasson,
Kimball, Franklin Landers, Lanﬁ I.u%hsm' wrence, Lord, Luttrell, L&nch., Mo-
C .ﬂchIL Money, Monroe, Mutehler, 0'Neill, Packer, Page, Piercs, Piper, Pot-
ter, John Reilly, James B. Reilly, Rice. Roberts, Sampson, Secales, Schleicher,
Sheakley, Singleton, Sinnickson, Spencer, Springer, Strait, Stevenson, Stone, Tar-
box, Thornburgh, Throckmorton, Washington Townsend, Tufts, Van Vorhes,
Erastus Wells, White, Whiting, Wigginton, Alpheus 8. Williams, William B.

Williams, Wilshire, James Wilson, Woodburn, and Young—8&3.
NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, G A. Bagley, John H. Bag-
1}?1“ jr., William H. Baker, Ballon, Bass, Beebe, Bell, Blackburn, r, Bland, Bliss,
ount. John Young Brown, William R. Brown, Buckner, Horatio O. Burehard, Sam-

uel D. Burehard, Burleigh, (abell, John H. Caldwell, William P, Cald well, Campbell,
Cnndler,Caswel.l.UlmB:n. Joln B. Clarkﬂ‘;. of Missouri, Collins,Cox,Culberson, Dan-
ford, Darrall, Davis, De Bolt, Denison, Dobbins, Dunnell, E Ellis, Ely, Evans,
e, Fuoller, Garfield, Gi , Glover, Rob-
ert Hamilton, Mancock, Haralson, amin W. Harris, Henry R. Harris, J o
Harris, Harrison, Hartridge, Hatcher, Hathorn, Hays, Hendee, Hill, Hoge, Hooker,
Hoskins, Hubbell, Hunter, Hurd, Hurlbut, Jenks, Frank Jones, Kelley, King,
Kndtt, Lamar, George M. Landers, Leavenworth, La Moyne, Lynde, H.nuﬁaum?ﬁ,
MecFarland, Meade, Metcalfe, Miller, Milliken, Mills, Morgan, Nash, Neal, Norton,
O'Brien. Odell, Oliver, Phelps, John F. Phili 8, William A. Philli Taisted,
Platt, Powell, Pratt, Purman, Rainey. Rea, Wll?hm M. Robbins, Robinson, Sobi-
eski Ross, Rusk, Bayler, Schumaker, Soe]y% Smalls, William E. Smith, Southard,
%nrku, Btenger, Swwa!l\gwmn, Martin I. Townsend, Robert B. Vanoe, Wait,

aldron, Charles C. B. Walker, Alexander 8. Wallace, John W. Wallace, Wal-
Hﬂﬁ" Walsh, Ward, Warren, Watterson, G. Wiley Wells, Wheeler, Whitehouse,
Wike, Andrew Williams, Charles G. Willilams, Jumes D, Williams, Willis, Benja-
min Wilson, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, Woodworth, and Yeates -145.

During the call of the roll the following annonncements were made :

Mr. SCALES. My colleagne from North Carolina, Mr. VANCE, is
confined to his room by indisposition.

Mr. COOK. My colleague from Georgia, Mr. SmITH, is detained at
his room by severe illness,

Mr. STEVENSON. My colleagnes, General ANDERSON and Judge
CaMPBELL, are absent by leave of the House.

Upon the announcement of the vote as above recorded

Mr. RANDALL said : No quornm has voted.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum having voted, no business
5 in order except to adjourn or a motion that there be a call of the

ouse,

Mr. BANNING. I move that there be a call of the House.

Mr. BANKS. I call for the regnlar order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the motion of the
%eutleman from Ohio [Mr. BaxNING] that there be a call of the

ouse,

The motion was to npon a division—ayes 88, noes 35.

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I understand that the gentleman from
Massachusetts [ Mr. BANKs] has the floor on the unfinished business.
I sn{:poae there will be no objection to his proceeding with his re-
marks even if there be no quorum present. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the order for the call of the House be withdrawn, and that
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr, BANKs] be allowed to pro-
cee

d.
Mr. RANDALL. I object.
The clerk proceeded to eall the roll; when the following members
failed to respond to their names:
Measrs. Adams, John H. Bagley, jr., William H. Baker, Ballon, Basa, Beebe,
Bell, Blackburn, Blair, Bliss, Blount, John Y Brown, William R. Brown, Buck-
hard, Gabell,John 1, C

ner, Horatio C. Burchard, Samuel D. B aldwell, William
P.Caldwell, Cam]gﬂbonlgi Candler, Cuwelﬁm

Ghﬁ Collins, Cox, Culberson, Danford,
Darrall, Davis, t, Denison, Dobbins, nell, Ellis, Ely, Evg:imi‘aulknar,
Freeman, ¢, Fuller, Gibson, Glover, Hale, Robert Hamilton, H: n, Benja-

min W. Harris, Henry R. Harris, John T. Harris, Harrison, Hartridge, Hateher,
Hathorn, Hags. Hendee, H.l]lk]jlnogs. Hooker, Hoskins, Hubbell, Hunter, Hurlbat,
Jenks, Frank Jones, Eelley, Ki js, Knott, G‘eorga M. Landers, Leavenworth, Le
Moyne, Lynde, Mac minL McFarland, Meade, Miller, Milliken. Money, Nash,
Neal, O'Brien, Odell, Oliver, Phelps, John F. Philips, Plaisted, Platt, Poppleton,
Pratt, Purman, Rainey, Rea, Robinson, Sobieski Roes, Rusk, Schumaker, Seelye,
Smalls, William E. Smith, Sﬂuhhﬂr%irm‘n Stenger, Stowell, Swann, Martin I.
Townsend, Robert B. Vance, Wait, dron, Charles C. B, Walker, Alexander S,
Wallace, John W, Wallace, Walling, Walsh, Ward, Warren, Watterson, Erastus
Wells, Wheeler, Whitehouse, Wike, Andrew Williams, Charles G.Williams, James
%g:feg_lhml a;, Benjamin Wilson, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, Woodworth, and

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk reports that one hundred
and sixty members have responded to their names; more than a

nornm.

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that all proceedings under the call be dis-
pensed with.

The motion was a to.

Mr. BANKS. T call for the regular order.

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House now take a recess for a half
an hour.
Mr. LAWRENCE. I rise to make a report from a committee of
conference.

The SPEAKER
man from Ohio [
tee of conference.

PARTITION OF REAL ESTATE IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Mr. LAWRENCE submitted the following report; which was read
by the Clerk:
The committee o votes of the two Houses on the

f conference on the d g
amendment of the Senate to the bill of the Hounse No. 3163 entitled “An act relat-
ing to partition of real estate in the District of Colambia," respectfully repart that

tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle-
. LAWRENCE] to submit a report from a commit-




1876.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

5635

they have met, and after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do
recommend to their respoctive Honses as follows :

That the House recede from its disagreement 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 discretion of the court be compelled in any court of competent jurisdiction
to make or suffer Parl.lﬁon of such estate or estates. In proceedings for partition

all in interest shall be made parties in the same manner as in cases of
equ t‘yujuri.udiction. And in proceedings for partition under this act the court may,
in addition to the powers herein conferred, exercise such powers as are or may

conferred by virtue of the general equity Eluﬂst]icﬁun of the court.”

“BEC, 2 t the court in all cases in decreeing partition, may, if it satisfacto-
rily appears that said lands, tenements, or any estate or interest cannot be divided
without loss or injury to the parties interested, decree a sale thereof and a division
of the money arising from snch sale among the parties according to their respect-
ive rights and intervsts.

“8gkc, 3. That in all such sales, unless the court shall, by special order, direct or
require, for good cause shown, that 1he sale be made for cash, the purchase-money
shall be payable, one-third on the day of sale, one-third in one year, and one-third
in two years thereafter. with interest ; the deferred payments to be secured to the
parties according to their respective interests, by %nod and suflicient mortgage
npxgd th&arawmlm 50 sold, which shall be subject to the approval of the court.”

e Benate agree to the same.
WILLIAM LAWRENCE,
SCOTT LORD,
GEORGE F. HOAR,
Managers on the part of the House.
FRED. T. FRELINGHUYSEN,
J. W. STEVENSON,

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to hear some explanation of this re-

Tt .

Mr. LAWRENCE. I presume it is not necessary to make any ex-
tended statement in regard to thisreport. The original bill providing
for the partition of real estate in the District of Columnbia was passed by
the House and sent to the Senate, where it was amended in matters

not very material except the addition of a prvoision thatsales in parti- Se

tion proceedings, unless otherwise ordered, should be for one-third
cash in hand and the balance in deferred payments of one and two
years, with interest.

The bill coming back to the House, the House disagreed to the
amendment of the Senate and asked for a committee of conference.
The committee of conference has nnanimously agreed upon this re-
port, there having been no objection to the report as it stands from
any member of the committee. It has been agreed to by the Senate.
1t has been submitted to members of the bar of the District of Col-
umbia and meets their approval. I suppose there is no objection to
it from any quarter. I hope the House will agree to the report.

The report was adopted.

Mr. LAWRENCE moved to reconsider the vote by which the mm
was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be lai
on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. BANKS. T ecall for the regnlar order.

Mr. PAGE. What is the regular order?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the Chair understands, the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BANKs] has the floor on the motion
of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HaLE] fo reconsider the vote by
which the President’s mmn.g; in regard to the sundry civil appro-
priation bill was referred to the Committee on Appropriations.

Mr. PAGE. Was not that laid on the table to-day.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was not. q

[Mr. BANKS addressed the House on the bill to utilize the products
of gold and silver mines. Hiss h will appear in the Appendix.]

r. KASSON and Mr, SPRINGER addressed the Chair.

The SPEAKER pro tem The gentleman from Illinois [Mr,
SPRINGER] served notice that e would during the session of to-day,
if he could obtain the floor, move to lay the motion to reconsider on
the table, and the Chair, tjleretoro, recognizes him to test the sense
of the Hounse u]E'A:nn that question.

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not wish to deprive any gentleman who de-
gires to discuss this question of the opportunity of doing so, but I did
intend to move to lay the motion to reconsider on the table for the
pui?oae of getting the motion ont of the House.

r. RANDALL. We shall probably be compelled to remain here
until to-morrow, and there is one gentleman I know of who desires to
speak on this question, and if the gentleman from Illinois would post-
pone his motion that I%entleman might be enabled to go on.

Mr. SPRINGER. the gentleman from New York [ Mr. HEWITT]
desires to discuss the question, I will yield to him.

Mr. KASSON. I believe I am next in order.

The BPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Illinois
withdraw his motion ?

Mr. SPRINGER. I do; and I yield to the gentleman from New
York, [ Mr. HEWTrr.]

Mr. DURHAM. I make the point of order that the gentleman
from Illinois has not the floor to parcel it out.

The SPEAKER pro tem That is perfectly correct, and the point
of order is well taken ; he must either ocenpy the floor with his mo-
tion or not at all.

Mr. WADDELL. I move that the House do now adjonrn.

“"The question was put; and on a division there were—ayes 84, noes

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Before the announcement of the vote, Mr. REA was granted an in-
definite leave of absence from to-morrow.

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS.

On motion of Mr. A. 8. WILLIAMS, leave was granted for the with-
drawal from the files of the House, of the papers in the case of Peter
D. Rank, no adverse report having been made.

On motion of Mr. WELLS, of Missouri, leave was granted for the
withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in the case of
M. 8. Mephum, W. Mephum, and A. H. S8haw, of Saint Louis, Mis-
souri, asking compensation for the loss of the steamboat Jimmie.

ENROLLED BILLS,

Mr. POPPLETON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of
the following titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same:

An act (8. No. 897) ggﬂantmg a pension to Andrew Evarts; and

An act (H. R. No. 4085) to repeal part of an act entitled “An act
authorizing the repavement of Pennsylvania avenue,” approved July
19, 1876. :

: ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. KASSON. I wish to inquire—

[Loud ecries of “Regular order!”]

The SPEAKER pro tempore then announced the result of the vote on
the motion to adjourn.

Mr. KASSON. I call for tellers if %nm.leman will not hear the re-
quest I bave to make, which is simply that instead of an adjourn-
ment a recess be taken.

Mr. MORRISON. I object.

Mr. RANDALL. We are tired of waiting the eonvenience of the

nate.
Mr. BANNING and Mr. HANCOCK called for the yeas and nays on
the motion to adjourn.

Mr. BANNING. Before the question is put on the yeas and nays—

Mr. DURHAM. I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cannot entertain anything
but the regular order.

Mr. BANNING. Ithink there will be no objection.

I SPEAKER pro fomporo. Tho regular order is now demanded

e pro tem e order is now deman

and that is objection sumg‘i:;t. i

The yeas and nays were not ordered ; only 20 members voting
therefor. .

Mr. FORT. I call for tellers on the motion to adjourn.

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. WADDELL and Mir. BANNING were
appointed.

The House divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 50, noes 55.

So the House refused to adjonrn.

Mr. PAGE. Isitnot in order to move to suspend the roles?

Mr. RANDALL. Was that a quorum ?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 1t does not require a quorum to ad-
journ or refuse to adjourn, [ cries of “Regular order!”] o the Chair will
recognize on the regular order the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. Kas-
s0x,] who claims the floor.

Mr. BANNING. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield to me.

Mr. ATKINS. TIobject.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa cannot par-
cel out the floor to any one.

Mr. ATKINS. Ishallobject to the gentleman from Iowa yielding to
any one at all.

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has already so objected.
Mr, KASSON. Mr. Bpeaker, I desire now to inquire whether there

will be objection if 1 yield the floor for a motion to adjonrn or to the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BANNING] to report a bill for the protec-
tion of the frontier?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That can only be done by unanimous_
consent,

Mr. BRADFORD. I object.

Mr. KASSON. Then I will proceed with what I have to say, and
will endeavor to dispose of this motion, o that the gentleman from
Ohio may be in order. I regret to introduce what I have to say in
the presence of the fact of an objection coming™rom that side of the
House which is detrimental to the public interest, as the objection to
the reporting of the bill from the Military Committee of this House
designing te save the Army from further destruction and our frontier
settlements from pillage and plunder and slanghter by the Indians.

Mr. PAGE. I rise to make a ]%:u'liamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his inquiry.

Mr. PAGE. Is it not in order for the gentleman from Olio [ Mr.
ﬁmg'me] to move to suspend the rules and pass his bill? This is

onday.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not in order while the
gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. Kassox] holds the floor,

Mr. PAGE. But if that gentleman yields the floor wonld it not
be in order for the gentleman from Ohio to move to suspend the rules
and put his bill on its passage ?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Um{uestionably if the gentleman from
Iowa [Mr. KassoN] chooses to yield the floor he can do so, and the
Chair will then recognize whom he may see fit. But the Chair does
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not propose that the gentleman from Iowa or any other gentleman
shall assign the floor, that being the province of the Chair.

Mr. ATKINS. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman.

Mr. ATKINS. My parliamentary inquiry is, Has the gentleman
from Iowa [Mr. KassoN] the right to discuss military matters at this
time? There is no question of that sort now before the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair regards that as scarcely a
parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. ATKINS. ?make the inquiry, and with all due deference to
the Chair I think it is a proper %ulimenm inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to reconsider, upon which
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KassoN] holds the floor, opens up the
subject to a wide range of debate. The gentleman from Tennessee
[Mr. ATRINS] knows as well as the Chair knows that on such motions
there is always wide latitude of debate. The gentleman from Iowa
certainly cannot trespass hl:‘lsxn antg rights of members. But the Chair
cannot determine what shall be the line of his remarks.

Mr. KASSON. Mr. Speaker, if all the parliamentary inquiries of
gentlemen have been answered, I will once more endeavor to proceed
with what I have to say.

My honorable friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] made an
elaborate speech to-day, embracing many tables, many figures, and a
great deal of mathematics. He was followed by myable and honorable
friend from Ohio [ Mr. FosTER] with counter-tables of correct figures
and better mathematics. Idonot propose to go into the mathematical
questions which were debated by thosetwogentlemen. Iwill say, how-
ever, that my friend from Pennsylvania in his figures often reminded
me of a remark once made in my hearing. One said thatno doubt the
old maxim that “two and two make four” was absolutely true.
But said he, two and two also make twenty-two; and that was what
he could not understand. Now it depends upon the manner in which
you arrange your figures as to what they will make. I think I may
say, without doing any injustice to the gentleman, that one 2 was put
after the other 2, instead of under it, in many places by my honora-
ble friend from Pennsylvania.

In the course of that gentleman’s remarks he expressed his desire
that ere long we might have an Executive who would be in harmony
with his side of the House, and he promised great things in the way
of reform should such an Executive be elected. Availing myself of
the accustomed liberty of debate on a motion of this kind, I propose
now, as briefly as I may, to inquire which of the two parties have of-
fered a candidatesfor Chief Executive of the country who, if elected,
wonld be most likely to gratify the people in their aspirations foran
honest and loyal Government and reform.

I will first ask whether the candidate supported by my honorable
friend from Pennsylvaniais that Executive by whom the people ma
expect their honest aspirations to be realized? Who is Samuel J.
Tilden, and what is his record ?

“THE CANDIDATE 18 THE PLATFORM."

Prior to his nominationat Saint Lonis we often heard the phrasethat
“the candidate will be the platform.” Is the demoecracy of this
House and of the country willing to accept that maxim and apply it
to their candidate 1

I need not say that during the last few years, since 1860, this Gov-

‘ernment has been partially remodeled. The masses of the northern
people have become of new desires and new principles;
and those principles yet remain deeply ingrained in their hearts, as
deeply, I trust, as they were at the time Ohio gave 100,000 majority

ainst a colleague of Mr. Tilden in the convention at Chicago in
1 Mr. Vallandigham, of Ohio.

What, then, has been the record of Mr. Tilden in respect tothe issues
which will be presented to the people of this country in the course
of the pending canvass? What was his position in 1860 tonching the
fundamental doctrine upon which the battles for the Union were

fought, the perpetual unity of the nation, for which on our side so
many hundred thousands of men shed their blood or laid down their
lives? Was Mr. Tiliden in harmony with the Union sentiment of the
country! Was he in harmony with the sentiment of the country
which sustained the war? Did he urge the people to sustain the
Union? Did he nrge the filling of onr armies? Did he censure the
secession movement out of which the war grew? Is he anywhere or
anyhow n;;on the record as the strong friend of the Union in its time
of danger

MR. TILDEN AS A BECESSIONIST,

In 1860 Mr. Tilden wrote a letter, under date of October 12, to Hon,
William Kent, then a democratic elector for the State of New York,
in which he said:

The masters of political science who constructed onr od the State
governments as bi;?hwarka for the freedom of indiviﬂmhwﬁlm against op-

pression from centralized power. Tho{_m no right of constitutional seces-
glon ; but left revolution organized its be demanded by the i

a State ; it with power to snap the tie of confederation as @ nation break
a treaty, and to repel cvercion as @ nation might repel invasion. meu
d. d in @ great wpon the public opinion of the States in order to maintain

@ confederated Union.

Again he said :

Especially is this true of a compact of confederation
thmmbnmmmamnttnvugdwith authori
pable with those which courts Eomu between individuals for
enforcing a just construction and execution of the instrument.

n the States, where
and powers nllly&

Here, then, in 1860 we find upon the written record of Mr. Tilden a
declaration that this was a confederation of States instead of a Union;
that the States by their own action counld “ snap the tie.” After that,
in 1860 and 1861, the South acted upon his declaration of doctrine and
proceeded fo “snap the tie,” snpported clearly by the doctrines then
enunciated by Samuel J, Tilden, whom they now seek to make Pres-
ident of the United States and of the restored Union. Calhoun was
not stronger nor Buchanan weaker than this. It was the identical
doctrine adopted by Buchanan when he denied the power to coerce
the rebellious States, and left them to organize armies and batter
down the walls of our forts. Nobody claimed the right to secede by
the terms of the Constitution. They only claimed that the Constitu-
tion “left” them with such a right.

ME. TILDEN AB AN OFPONENT OF THE WAR FOR THE UNION IN 1863.

Again, Mr. Speaker, in February, 1863, we once more hear from
Mr, Tilden upon these doctrines that connect themselves with the
question of the Union. There was a conference called at Delmonieu’s,
in the city of New York, and of that conference Mr. Tilden was a
member. The members of it were all known throughout the war as
copperheads. In that conference in February, 1863, they organized
a Bociety for the Diffusion of Political Knowledge. 1 myself re-
ceived month after month the issnes of that society, of which Mr,
Tilden was one of the organizers and members. In their declarations
they took secession gronnd. They assailed the Government of the
Union; they nrged a counter-sentiment against the work going on
in the war for the maintenance of the Union. They endeavored to
terrify the people tonching the destruction of the Constitution, which
they charged against the government of Mr.Lincoln. They did every-
thing except support the eountry and maintain our nationality one
and indivisible, They argued constantly against the right of the
Union Government to save the nation by the power of arms snd dis-
conraged the loyal people in their stru‘ﬁgle in their darkest hours,
before the sunburst of our victories at Vicksburgh and Gettysburgh.

This was the first half of 1863. I will not stop to read extracts
from those articles, which showed clearly the object of the society
and the inflnence they were designed to exert; but I will call to the
minds of gentlemen that this society organized in February, 1863,
and commencing immediately afterward their publications, was fol-
lowed by those fearful and bloody riots in the city of New York in
the succeeding month of July.

‘We thus far find Governor E‘ildﬁn commencing as asecessionist and
proceeding as an encourager of the disunionists, embarrassing the
operations of the Government, and endeavoring to sow the seeds of
secession broadeast in this country by means of this * Bociety for the
Diffusion of Political Knowledge.”

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me a question 7

Mr. KASSON. On this point? -

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes,sir. Did I understand the gentleman to say
that Governor Tilden was a secessionist and disunionist in 186317

Mr. KASSON. I fell the gentleman that he wrote that secession
doctrine which I have read, in a letter to Hon, William Kent in 1560.
I tell him that Governor Tilden was a member of that Society for the
Diffusion of Political Knowledge, of which the literature was all
perhead and all discouraging to the war. Is the gentleman answered

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir. Does the gentleman say that Governor
Tilden was a secessionist and a disunionist in 18637

Mr. KASSON, I say what I have said upon the record. The gen-
tleman may consider it as exhibiting him as a disunionist or he ma
consider it as the highest exposition of loyal Union sentiment.
only know that in my part of the western country, and in the State
of Illinois, such docirines were met with denunciation, and men hid
their heads behind the blackberry bushes when they uttered them.
[Langhter and aﬁplause.]

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman will not assert and does not assert
and dare not assert that Governor Tilden was ever a secessionist or
disnnionist.

Mr. KASSON. I dare assert exactly what I have asserted, and let
the gentleman deny it if he can,

Mr. SPRINGER. I deny it, sir; and every man will deny it who
knows anything about the history of the country. [Applause on the
democratic side. ]

Mr. KASSON, I refer yon to the record.

Mr. SPRINGER. Governor Tilden never was a secessionist or a
disunionist, and the gentleman from Iowa knows it. :

M;. LUTTRELL. ere was the gentleman from Towa during the
war

Mr, KASSON. I will tell the gentleman where I was during the
war. I was on this floor passing appropriation bills to maintain the
Army which fought the men you supported and with whom you are
acting. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cannot consent to the con-
tinnance of these demonstrations of applause or dissent upon the
floor of the House. Theg are unparliamentary; and the Chair hopes
they will not be repeated.

A MeEMBER. They came from the galleries.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 1f repeated in the galleries, the gal-
leries will be cleared. The gentleman from Iowa will pro in
order; and gentlemen upon the floor will not interrupt him without
his consent.
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Mr. KASSON. Andatanother time I was taking care of the records
of this Government, which were threatened by men coming over from
Virginia to take possession of the city of Washington and hanl down
the Union flag and trample it under their feet, as they recently did in
the State of Virginia and in one or two other States of this Union on
the 4th of Julylast. Thatis the work which some of us were engaged
in ; while others, more fortunate perhaps in obtaining honors, were
gahautly fighting the enemy at the front with Rutherford B. Hayes.

MR. TILDEN IN 1864 DECLARING THE WAR A FAILURE.

Now where was Governor Tilden in 1864 when the convention met
that nominated MecClellan? He was at the convention at Chieago
with Vallandigham, representing the State of New York upon the
committee on resolutions, a member of the committee on the plat-
form which declared this war to have been a failure. Let me give
the exact words. Isend them to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have
read the resolution then adopted and it will show where Governor
Tilden was in 1864, following out the theory upon which he acted in
1860 and 1863,

The Clerk read as follows : :

Resolved, That this convention does explicitly declare, as the sense of the Amer-
jean pmgle._thna after four yearsof failure to restore the Union "E the experiment
of war, during which, ander the tense of a mili necessity or war power
higher than tho Constitution, the titution itself has in WNH

and public liberty and private right alike trodden down, and the materi
prosperity of the muntrz‘atqmtlﬂ_ly impaired, justice, humanity, liberty, and the
publ re demand that immediate efforts be made for a cessation of ostilities,
e T L ST
basis of the Federal States. gt

Mr. KASSON. Thus, Mr. 8peaker, you find him uniting in report-
ing from the committee on the platform that resolution declaring the
war a failure, assailing the government of Mr. Lincoln, denouncing
the administration for the manner in which they were carrying on
the war, and asking the Americar people to condemn it, as they are

ing to ask them again in November next, but with a result in the

ormer case well known in the history of this eountry. The people
put their foot upon the platform. They put their foot upon the men
who stood npon the platform; and they will put their foot, as long
as loyalty to the Union and Constitution is respected, upon the men
who have not changed their faith, but still dare to come before them
and ask their su es.

Mr. HEREFORD. Let me ask the gentleman from Iowa whether
Eha pe,opla put their foot upon Gen McClellan who headed their

rm

Mg HEWITT, of New York. Let me ask the gentleman from Iowa
a question.

Mr. KASSON, If the gentleman from New York says any fact I
have stated is not correct I will yield to him.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I ask whether the gentleman from
JTowa does not know as a matter of fact that Governor Tilden as &
member of that committee voted against that resolution.

Mr. KASSON. I will answer the gentleman that as far as the record
goes I know the contrary. Mr. Guthrie, who was on that committee,
stated, in speaking of their not being ready, that it was in the hands
of asnbcommittee for revision, but the general committee were unani-
mous in their views. Mr. Tilden followed Mr. Guthrie in the declara-
tion, “I wish to add that npon the adjournment of the general com-
mittee there was no dissent among the members.” That is my answer
to the gentleman from New York.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Governor Tilden voted against that

esolution.

Mr. KASSON. Further evidence publicly given of Mr. Tilden’s
concurrence appears in the published reports of that convention:

Mr, Brown, of Delaware, one of the committee, said :

anEere is not the slightest dissension among us. We have been a unit from the

ble means, to
restored on the

Mr. Weller, of California, said:

The subcommittee have upon the only portion of the platform which b
any possibility can divide this party. We arfauin ‘avor ;I:mcs. and the onl§
ditference of opinion is as to the phraseology to beused in mnﬂng that declaration.

Mr. 8mith, of Wisconsin, added to the general testimony upon this
point, as follows:

There is no difference in the committee except npon mere matters of expression.

Mr. McKeon, of New York, explained the cause of delay as origi-
nating with Mr. Vallandigham, who wanted the language of the reso-
lation changed, not because it was too strong, but because it was
not strong enough to suit him. Finally the resolution was reported
from the subcommittee to the committee, and from the committee to
the convention, and was adopted without the dissent of a single
member of the committee openly expressed in convention.

As to the platform adopted, there is no power unless they raise the
dead, who are Guthrie and Vallandigham ; no power that is able to
prove the contrary of the unpatriotie record.

The further proof I cite is this: that when it was presented to the
convention not a syllable of dissent was expressed by Tilden, who
was a member of that committee when it came before the conven-
tion. And now shall gentlemen go into the secret operations of the
committee, unknown to the public, against this evidence, and say he
dissented from it in committes ? Why if be loved the Union did he

not rise like a man who loved his eonntry and dared to hold a pa-
triotic opinion, why did he not rise when it came into the convention
and say, “I cannot accept that insult to the Army and to, this coun-
try? e gallant soldiers at the front are fighting in t.h'z hope that
the people behind them will sustain them. I will not support that
clanse of the ﬁlatform, and I will not ausport the man who stands
npon it.” Bhall I answer why he did not do it? Because of his doe-
trines of 1860 and 1863. Because he dared not oppose southern sym-
pathizers, Because, as a politician, he inherits the compromising,
evasive character of Martin Van Buren. I suppose 10,000 men in
this conntry when they read his letter of acceptance said, “Martin
Vian Buren over again.” Words to disguise thoughts, phrases to dis-
guise principles, sentences with a double meaning, and he had not
the courage to avow in the open convention the opinion, if he ever
entertained it, which is attributed to him by my honorable friend
from New York.

MR. TILDEX'S RECORD OF WHAT HE DID XOT DO FOR THE UNION.

Here in 1860, in 1863, and in 1864, we have the positive record of
the position of Governor Tilden on these fundamental questions. The
negative record is more convincing still. Where is the speech he
made in the great city of New York to support the war? Where is
the speech he made to encourage the soldier? Where is the speech
he made to sustain the government of Mr. Lincoln in the days of its
trials? Where is the speech he made to denounce the attempt of
foreign governments to aid in the breaking up of this Union ?

Where is the voice, I ask gentlemen on both sides of the House,
and I will ask the whole country through this Honse, where is the
voice shown by any record that that gentleman ever uttered for his
conntry in the time of its peril? (A pause.) Nobody replies.

Mr. HOUSE rose.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield
to the gentleman from Tennessee 7

Mr. KASSON. If he rises to produce a public declaration of Gov-
ernor Tilden in support of the war for the Union, I yield to him.

Mr. HOUSE. I want to ask the gentleman a question in regard to
what he has just had read.

Mr. KASSON. Do you propose to give me that information {

Mr. HOUSE. Iam asking the gentleman to give me some infor-
mation.

Mr. KASSON. Ihave already given you a great deal, and I will
give yon more if you will be seated.

Mr. HOUSE. I only desire to say—

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa declines to
be interrupted.

Mr. ON. This is his record, positive and negative, during the
war for the Union which closed in 1865. I might stop here and ask
any soldier in the United Btates whom he urged to go to the war to
vote for him. I mi%ht ask the relatives of any dead soldier whom he
comforted for their loss and encouraged with the hope that the sac-
rifice was for the preservation of the Union to vote for him. I might
call upon the fund fo answer for him to wh'ch he ever peraonﬁiy
contributed for the like &':;30&6& But, Mr. Speaker, the positive and
negative evidence, consi l:famtely or together, is ample to main-
tain the proposifion I have made, that his principles, his heart, and
his action were not with the effort to save the Union; that neither
his judgment nor his heart was with the soldiers who fought for the
Union, and that no man who ever wore the blue can come to the
polls and cast his vote for him without reflecting upon the memory
of the dead who died for that cause.

Mr. Speaker, I search this question so particularly becanse I main-
tain that deep down in the hearts of the people of the Union States
the war democrats as well as the republicans, there is a deep an:
affectionafe regard for the men who helped them in the time of trou-
ble and of peril; and a deep and lasting censure for the men who
withheld their hand, their voice, their heart, their vote from the ﬁood
cause for which they fought and for which so many perished. It is
a profound and honorable instinet of patriotism, which ought to be
maintained for the secarity of the nation in the fnture as well as a
grateful recognition of patriotic action in the past.

ME. TILDEN A8 A “ REFORMER."

Now, sir, I ask what is the record of this same gentleman as a * re-
former ” that shounld lead my honorable friend from Pennsylvania to
offer his prayer and aspiration that he might have an opportunity to
work in harmony with him in another Congress? We are not with-
out & record on this point. There have been certain political asso-
ciations of that gentleman in the past and some publie action which
is known to the world. In 1868 he was chairman of a committee of
which William M. Tweed was an active and efficient member, and at
that time a circular was sent ont over his signatnre as chairman,
which is so significant upon this question of reform that I wish to
secure the attention of the House for a few moments while I ask the
Clerk to read it. '

The Clerk read as follows;

: (Private and strictly confidential.)
RooMs 0F DEMOCRATIC STATE COMMITTEE,
: ’ October 21, 18(8.
My DeAR Sir: Please at once to communicate with some reliable person in three

or four principal towns and in each city of your county, and request him (expenses
duly amnguﬁlor this ond) to telégra tbyWi]liam .IE Two?&,q Tammany .ﬂ:ll. af

~
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ﬂ;%‘ minute of closing the polls, not waiting for the count, such person's estimate
of the vote.

Let the talag:rals:h be as follows:

“This town will show a democratic gain (or loss) over last Eear of (number ;) or
this ?‘?lﬁ ig{ sufficiently certain: This town will give a republican (or democratic)
majorit, R —

'f!l.mn': is, of course, an important object to be attained by a simultaneous trans-
mission at the hour of closing the fgl but not longer waiting. Opportunity can
be taken of the nsual half hour the telegraphio communications over lines be-
fore actual results begin to be declared, and before the A absorb
the ph with returns and interfere with individual messages ; and give orders
to wat% m;i}uliy the count.

iy K SAMUEL J. TILDEN, Chairman.

Mr. KASSON. “An important ohject is to be attained ”—

Mr. CLYMER. Will the gentleman allow me to inferrupt him a
moment ¥

Mr. KASSON. For what purpose?

Mr. CLYMER. To ask him a question. Does he not know that
Mr. Tilden has pronounced this circular to be without his authority 1
And does he not know that he has said solemnly that he had never
gigned it and never knew auythiniabout it?

. KASSON. Ido happen to know certain facts about it which
1 should be as willing to state, and intended-to state without a ques-
tion bain%nt to me, as with it.

Mr. CLYMER. Does the gentleman not know that that is a for-

ery; that Mr. Tilden never authorized it to be issued, and never saw
1t before it was issued?

Mr.KASSON. I understand that question distinetly, and I am glad
the question has been put ; for otherwise I should have volunteered
to answer it. He was in association on that committee with William
M. Tweed. He,this reformer,had previously received a contribution
of $5,000 from William M. Tweed, his associate on committee, for
election purposes: and this cirenlar was sent out with Mr. Tilden’s
gignature attached, as it is alleged by Tweed, an active member of
committee, and not by the chairman. This was in 1868, and in 1873,
five years after, Mr. Tilden, so far as I know, is first heard from ina
pamphlet, which he published,denying that it was his signature,and
asserting that it was put there without his consent.

Mr. COX. Ihave a letter from Mr. Tilden in 1868 denying that
under his own hand and seal. I ask fo have it put in the RECORD
along with that falsehood.

Mr. KASSON. I do not yield for that purpose,

Mr. COX. Of course not.

Mr. KASSON. Ihave learned how to appreciate all these private
suggestions—

. COX. I desire to have it in the RECORD.
; Mr, KASSON. That does not go into my speech till I know what
t is.

Mr, CLYMER. It ought to go into the gentleman’s speech.

The SPEAKER pro temﬂors. The gentleman from Iowa must not
be interrupted except with his own permission.

Mr. COX. Of course not; I am not interrupting him.

Mr. KASSON. The course pursued by gentlemen on the otherside
of the House is exactly characteristic of their leader, Governor Til-
den. They evade responsibility for action by tliscluimmfg words.
There was no time prior to 1873 or prior to the exposure of Tweed,
a?" far as I know, that Governor Tilden ever came out with this dis-
claimer,

Mr. CLYMER. In 1868 he did it.

Mr. KASSON. That was when the governorship had been already
stolen from the people of the State by this gigantic frand which
startled two continents and punt the democratic governor into the
gubernatorial chair of New York, to the exelusion of Griswold and
as snecessor of Governor Dix; a fraud perpetrated at least by someof
the committee of which he was chairman. .

Now there is one witness whom I quote against all the private let-
ters and all the private adherents of Mr. Tilden, because his character
has been indorsed by the democrats of the whole country for the high
office of the Presidency of the United States. Horace Greeley said
this to Mr. Tilden on the very point we are now discussing :

You hgld a most m;ibleamd infl “.:J wiak in the s of & g‘;:?t

. You conld that party content polling l-gal votes if you only
m In our late constitutional convention I tried to erect some fresh barriers
:ﬂmt election frauds. Did you! The very little that I was enabled to effect in
direction I shall try to haveratified by the ﬂmple atourensuing election. Will
{:&l Mr. Tilden, you cannot escape responsibility by saying with the guilty Mac-

“Thon canst not say I did it: never shake
Thy gory locks at me,”

for you were at least a passive accomplice in the giant frauds of last November.

But, says the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox,] Mr. Tilden in
1868 did say, “ Thou canst not say I did it,” and shook his gory locks
after the fact a«ucnmEliulle«l and the frnits realized ; but Mr. Greeley
warns him against that very thing, and gives this reason for it:

Your name was nsed, without public protest on your part, in cirenlars sowed
broadeast over the State, whereof the manifest intent was to * make assurance
double sure" that the frands here perpetrated should not be overborne by the
honest vote of the rural districts. And you, not merely by silence, but by positive
assten have covered those frauds with the tl a{ your responsibility.

On plethat ““ the receiver is as bad as the "munmdmimp&
ated in to-day as though your name was Tweed, O Brien, or Oakey
Mr. Greeley’s real opinion of Mr. Tilden’s excuses and of his relation

to the frand appears further and very plainly in this additional ex-
tract from that historical denunciation of election frand:

On one very nt point, however, your bitterness as a partisan has im
you to ignore and come short of your duties as a citizen and & professed upholder
ofﬁmmantlgythe an thiz dereliction I here arraign you. l‘.)allude
to the preservation of the purity of the ballot-box.

I can imagine how & man may shut his eyes to many things which he deems it
convenient not to know ; but I must speak of what you must know, however you may
wish to seek to be ignorant of it.

Now I put the evidence of that great and honest man, for whom
Mr. Tilden himself voted in the last presidential eampaign, against
any evidence that the gentleman from New York may nee. This
was the testimony of a man ul)on the spot who had been vearly forty
years side by side with Mr, Tilden, who knew his character and all
the facts as well as any member from New York upon this floor, and
he pronounced that Mr. Tilden must have known the scheme of fraud,
and that he was a ¢ ]Laasive accomplice ” in the frauds; and farther
tells him he could have stopped them if he chose. Now is that
the kind of reformer to place in the presidential chair? A man who
was one of the exeentive officers of that committee and sat on the
committee with Mr. Tilden, and signed Mr. Tilden’s name, as it is
elaimed, to this cirenlar without his consent ; and yet Governor Til-
den did not denounce it, nor reject the benefits of it, and gave no
light to disclose the frands so that the perpetrators miﬁt pun-
ished, and the man who had been truly elected might seated, a
man who was as truly entitled to his seat as any member here is en-
titled to a seat on this floor.
ﬁMr,. CLYMER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques-

on

Mr. KASSON. I cannot yield at this point.

Mr. CLYMER. He declines to hear the truth.

Mr. KASSON. I am repeating the truth, and that is what hurts.
‘Whenever you touch his history prior to the disclosures in the New
York Times of the Tweed ring and of their frauds, you touch that or-
ganization of which Mr, Tilden was an active member on the excen-
tive committee or as a member of the Tammany ring. Suoch is his
history as a “reformer” in respect to the purity of elections.

MR. TILDEN IN CONNECTION WITH RAILROADS.

But that is not all. Sir, we have some further evidence touching
his qualities as a “reformer.” We have had many railroad questions
before this House. We have investigated them, and we have been
endeavoring tosettle them on @ principle that would protect the peo-
ple and the Government of the United States.

It will be claimed that if Mr. Tilden is elected he will reform the
legislation of the country in respect to the railroad system. I am
frank to admit that he has considerable knowledge of the disposition
to be made of a bankrupt railroad, and a knowledge of the manipu-
lation of railroads, which gives him a praectical idea as to the things
to be amended and reformed. But that history is such a one as will
not give the people of the country econfidence in his disposition to re-
form them in the public interest. Among various railroad corpora-
tions investigated in this House was one which was called the Credit
Mobilier & corporation conneeted with the railroad which was charged
with having defranded the Government of the United States by im-
K{mpﬁr contracts made with themselves under the name of the Credit

obilier and with plundering the Government of the United States
of many millions of money. We took evidence in that investigation
before a committee of the House. I give the following questions
and answers from the record of this House in the examination of
Mr. Oakes Ames: s

Mr. Hoar. Were yon not informed by the connsel who drew the contract that
this was a violation of law 1

Mr. Augs, We were informed by counsel whom we consulted that this issnine
of stock (to the C. M.) as a payment upon the contract for building the road was in
entire compliance with the law,

gnmuun. Who were the connsel that gave yon that advice !

nswer. Mr. SAMUBL J. TILDEN, Mr. Charles Tracy, and Judge Allen.
. All of Now York1
All of New York.

- Again, Mr. John B. Alley put upon the stand and examined. I
quote from his testimony :
nestion. And further, I understood yon to say that yon were instructed by
enﬂm«m counsel, upon whose advice you relied, that the course you took was &
compliance with the law | -
Answer. Yes, sir.
: ? Have you ever seen, or do you know whether that opinion of eminent counsel
is in existence now in writing !
A. Idonot know. Idonot know whother it was given in writing,
i. Was it given to you by these eminent counsel |
. Mr. TILDEN, I know, told me that he regarded it as a compliance with the law.
There, sir, you have a record of this Honse proving that this “re-
former” was one of the counsel who advised the very thing that has
shocked the whole country with the enormities of the wrong and the
extent of the robbery involved in it. What would you not have said
of him had he been the republican candidate for the Presidency ?
How you wounld have investigated him, what committee reports yon
would have supplied, and what inquiries into his stocks and bonds
and bank account! And yef we are asked to beliove, the country is
asked to believe, that Mr. Tilden is to purify this Government and to
restore it to the purity of our fathers.
It is not necessary for me to proceed much further in this direc-
tion, for the simple reason that Mr. Tilden is so well known, particn-

Tled




1876.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

5639

larly to the people of the West, if not to the people of the whole
country, in his relation to railroads, that I n not further detail
the evidence. Mr. Tilden has spent nearly his whole life in the city
of New York; he has made nearly all his fortune in stock operations
cenfered in that city and in connection with railroads. I do not
allude to the question of his fortune, said to be so very large, except
as it isinvolved in this exhibition of his relation to railroads, of which
the journals of the country have been full, and which has an inter-
est for the public in view of possible legislation touching railroads
and their subsidies of land and money.

This, however, I will say, that the farmers of the West, the people
of our villages, the people who believe in the characteristic disregard
of the people’s interest by the speculative rings of Wall street, will
not accept for their candidate for the high office of President a man
whose ecfncat‘wn upon these subjects has been almost exclusively re-
ceived in Wall street, and who has had no relation with the interests
of the great masses of the people of this country and no sympathy
with them.

TAKING HONOES WHICH BELONG TO GOVERNOR DIX.

One word upon his relation to the State government of New York
as exhibited by himself. He claims to be a reformer in another re-
spect, which I think is inconsistent with his honor as a public officer.
Governor Dix, during his term of office, found that the sinking fund
of the State of New York had been depleted by his democratic pred-
ecessors to the extent of many millions of dollars in order to save
themselves from the responsibility of taxing the people for their ex-
travagant expenditure. Governor Dix replaced that entire sinking
fund and paid off 4 large amount of public debt, as the fruit of the
taxation and economies practiced during his term of office. Gover-
nor Tilden has since made a speech in regard to the reduction of the
public debt of that State and of the taxes—a reduction which his
republican predecessor had brought about by the purity, economy,
and high honor of his administration—and has claimed himself the
credit for what had been secured by that noble statesman and sol-
dier of two wars, Governor John A. Dix. In this respect I charge
Governor Tilden with having stolen the honors that belonged to Gov-
ernor Dix and with having shown that, instead of Leing a reformer
himself, he claims the honors which belong to the reforms of his pred-
ecessor, the fruits of which he enjoyed in his official capacity as
governor of the State of New York., His own official claim fo reform
rests upon his movement against the canal ring, in which, however,
he has stopped with the conviction of a single offender.

THE RESULT OF THIS INVESTIGATION.
. I have now shown Mr. Tilden’s relation to the doctrines of secession,
his committal to the theory of disunion, his abstinence and silence in
the time of his country’s peril, his failure to put on record any word
or act of cheer to our army, and his presence and association with
Vallandigham and others of like stamp in the anti-war convention of
1864. I have also shown the unsoundness of his claims as arepresent-
ative reformer, because of his relations to the election frauds of 1868,
his silence after their discovery, and his failnre to condemn them or
the perpetrators of them when called upon fo do so by Greeley ; be-
cause of his association with Tweed until others had exposed and de-
nounced him ; because of his willful appropriation to himself of the
reform honors of Governor Dix ; and because of his failure to
on the war against the canal ring from the momentit appeared likely
to injnre his anticipated nomination for the Presidency by the help
of New York.
Does this candidate represent the aspirations of the Union-loving
and reform-loving people of the United States?
RUTHERFORD B. HAYES, THE REPRESENTATIVE REPUBLICAN,

Whom have the republicans presented to oppose him? Not a law-
yer from the speculative ranks of Wall street. Not aman bred in the
views of public life which pertain to the peculiar associations of a
great money center where speculation supersedes productive indus-
try. But they present a man born in the country,in a comparatively
. mnew State, and raised in the eountry, in the midst of its simple life
and toil; a man who from his maturity devoted himself to the hard
work of his profession until higher and more dangerous duties called
Ifim away ; a man of education,a man who has established a reputa-
tion for honesty in professional life and in Enblic life perfectly irre-
proachable, nnassailed as well as unassailable; a man whose reeord
on the questions of secession aud of disunion isshown by the offer of
his life to his country, by the marks of the wounds that still leave
their traces npon his body; shown by manuseript written with his
patriotic blood and proved by every word that l[;a has unitered since
the outbreak of the war. 3

The candidate for whom we ask the votes of the men who fought
for the Union is & comrade of theirs. He is the man who, when lying
upon the ground at South Mountain with broken arm and wounds
bleeding, arose in his pain and rushed forward to save his command
from the peril into which he conceived they were going. He is the
man who has dismounted from his horse to allow the weary-foot
soldier to ride him. He is the man who while in the ficld was
offered an office at the rear, and replied by a laconic letter worthy of
the noblest Spartan whoever fonght in phalanx—a letter dated in
cat:ﬂ) in which he took time to say between battles, “ Any man who
would leave the Army at this time to electioneer for Congress onght
to be scalped,” and signed and sent it.

No man doubts his position in respect to the war; no man doubts
his courage, his discretion, his devotion to his country. No widow
mourning for the loss of her husband can hesitate to ask her son to
vote for the man who fought on the same field, for the same cause, and
endured the same deprivations and dangers, No orphan now grown
up and old enough to cast his vote for the Union his father helped to
save, can hesitate as to the man he should vote for tosecure the great
rights preserved by the war and the perpetuity of the Union.

And, sir, he is equally acceptable to the country in its aspirations
for reform. I have known him and served with him on this floor.
Show me, if you can, where ever a corrupt thing was done by him or
encouraged by him. Show me his advice to a Credit Mobilier job at
the expense of the Government. Show me the William M. Tweed of
whom he ever solicited §5,000 for a corrupt election fund. Show me
the William M. Tweed with whom he ever associated on a campaign
committee. Show me the Vallandigham with whom he ever sat in
council to draw up the platform of principles upon which a political
campaign was to be fought and a nation saved. Show me the man,
enemy of his conntry or corraptionist in his country, with whom
Rutherford B. Hayes was ever an intimate associate!

THE VICE-FRESIDENTIAL CAXDIDATES. °

And if you look at those associated with these candidates on the
same ticket, you will see how inconsistent the nominee of the demo-
cratic party is with the platform which they have adopted. For
instance, they denounce the republican party for granting the publie
lands to aid in the building of railroads, a “waste” they callit of the

nblic domain and demand reform in it, and then they nominate Mr.

Tendricks as their candidate for Vice-President, who turns aronnd
and accepts the situation confidingly. Owur own republican conven-
tion had already denounced the system, and had put a stop to it by
legislation in the interest of actual settlers. Yet when Mr. Hendricks
was a Senator of the United States he rose in his place in 1864 to ad-
vocate the land grant (one of the most enormous ever made, I think
37,000,000 acres) for the Northern Pacific Railroad. He said:
The bill before the Senate proposes courage th : =
t railroad to connect thg waters ctp? ﬂka E'wq;wst‘-ti'cn'il &?tg?l?:?:taorg:; ﬁ il;‘“a;'—
cific Ocean. Everybody can see at a glance that it is a work of national importance.
It proposes to grant lands in a northern latitade, where without the construction
of a work like that the lands are comparatively without value to the Government.
No person acquainted with the condition of that section of the country supposes that
there can be very extensive settlements until the Government shall encourage
those settlements by the on of some work like this. I do not think that
a work of such na importance ougttu be embarrassed in its passage throngh
this body and throngh the House of Representatives by amendments proposing
works that are comparatively local.

Again, in 1868, he said :

Now, sir, this is aErect work. It can be accomplished with the aid of the land
{mmt ; it is one of the greatest achievements this country has ever con lated.

* * Butall that is proposed to this road is to give it lands that are to-day not
worth one cent gm to the Government. There is not a Senator here who
would give for that vast region of country, unaided by some work of this sort, ons
centper acre. Senators forget what it is that gives value to the public lands.

Again, in respect to the Hannibal and Saint Joseph Railroad grant
he said in debate:

It was constructed in part by the Government of the United States. Asa mem-
berof the Honse of Representatives, a number of years azo, I felt it to be my duty
to vote in favor of a land grant to enable the State of Missouri to build that very
important road.

I also refer to the Senate debates of 1864 for his liberality in land
grants, and especially fo the Bayfield and Saint Croix Railroad.

If you look to the democratic candidate for the Vice-Presidency in
reference to his loyalty to the Union and his relations fo secession,
you find him in 1864, after his election to the Senate, making a speech
at Seymour, in Indiana, in which he so mildly apof;e of the errors of

‘the soldiers who deserfed that he was cheered by the men around

him who had sheltered the deserters in their midst, and spoke so
severely of the men who should come to arrest them and take them
back to the Army that the whole audience burst out into a roar of
applause.

That meeting was called by a remarkable-paper, which probably
most of you have seen, which invited “all who favored peace, who
desired to be free from the death-grip of this infamously wicked, im-
becile, and tyrannical administration, its arbitrary and illegal arrests,
its drafts and conscription laws, by which peaceful citizens are
dragged from their homes and all the endearments of domestic lifa
to buteher and be butchered "—inviting all these to ““come out and
hear this advocate of peace and reunion;” and that advocacy was
made in the manrer I have stated.

8o, Mr. Speaker, in respect to the constitutional amendments which
the nation secured at sunch cost and holds so dear, he always voted in
the negative. We are asked to elect to administer the Constitution,
as amended, the very man who voted againstand nl;poaed every one of
those amendments and who is still bitterly hostile to them in prin-

ciple.

lilr. LANDERS, of Indiana. Has the gentleman before him the
speech of Governor Hendricks to which he bas referred?

Mr. KASSON. Yes, sir, I have that speech; not at full length, but
very interesting parts, in which in a manner not precisely peaceful he
recommended that the men who came to arrest deserters shonld meet
an unwelcome reception. I cannot stop to read it. I will refer the
gentleman to almost any of the nem];’npera, particularly the Chicago
Tribune and other papers in which I have seen it.
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This is the record of Governor Hendricks in respect to these ques-
tions.

On the other hand, we have nominated for Vice-President WILLIAM
A. WHEELER, of New York, a man with whom many of us have stood
here for years side by side; against whom a corrupt thing was never
charged, to whom a disloyal sentiment was never attributed ; a man
above reproach and fearless for the riﬁt, and who has been one of the
most admirable presiding officers we have everhadin the chair, either
permanently or temporarily.

I have spoken of the candidates particularly and their records, be-
canse I earnestly believe that there is great import in the declaration

which we heard before the nominations, that this year the candidate
wonld be the platform.
Mr. CLYMER. I would like to ask the gentleman a question.

How does Mr. WHEELER'S record in reference to railroad grants com-
pare with that of Mr. Hendricks t

Mr. KASSON. I have not examined it, and remember no speech of
his about it. T think that in some cases he may have voted for grants;
but ﬁinemlly Mr. WHEELER was more prudent and careful than Mr.
Hendricks.

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. WHEELER voted for everything of that kind.

Mr. KABSON. Ihave no doubf that in the old times, before the
evil of this system had developed, Mr. WHEELER, like Donglas, may
have voted for some of the land grants, But we have not done as
the democrats have ; we have not denounced the men who formerly
voted for land grants and then nominated one of them on that platform.

Mr. CLYMER. You are for them all the time.

Mr. KASSON. The gentleman knows that I am not.

Mr. CLYMER. I mean your party.

Mr. KASSON. Our party has long since declared against them, as
the gentleman and every one else knows, and the grants are stopped.

Now, Mr. Speaker, if the candidates are the platform, for which of
these should the votes of Union men and reformers be cast 1

Mr. BPRINGER. For Tilden and Hendricks.

Mr. KASSON. I think a weak voice said, “For Tilden and Hen-
dricks;” a weak voice, and but a single voice. The question is to be
put to the country; and there we are perfectly content to leave it.

Mr. SPRINGER. So are we.

Mr. KASSON. The time has not come when the people of the
United States have forgotten the experience of the last fifteen years
and the fruoits of the war, which even the southern gentlemen on this
floor say they do not desire to disturb. We have not forgotten the
records of public men (lurin% that war ; and until the waters of Lethe
flow over onr minds we shall not forget to sustain the men who have
been true to their country and oppose the men who in the time of
peril have faltered or gone back from their daty to their country.

When these questions of fidelity to cause and country are put to
the people Kou may attempt to rally them under party cries; you
may sound the bngle-call and promise the rewards of office ; buf gen-
tlemen must not fi‘)rget that there is deep down in the hearts of the
North and of the patriotic men of the border States a feeling that
they must intrust the Constitution as it now exists and the Union as
now restored to the men who have maintained it and stood by it
from the beginning to the end.

THE SOUTHERN QUESTION.

I should perhaps neglect my duty if, for a single moment, I did
not speak of another polifical difference. I have taken no part hith-
erto in the debates upon the so-called southern qnestion. Let me,
before I sit down, say a few frank words to the democrats of the
Southern States.

‘We are not, as they charge, desirons to control the Southern States
in their domestic affairs. We are not desirous to have incompetent
or dishonest men elected to office becanse they call themselves re-
publicans. If, when yon speak of “ carpet-baggers,” you speak of
men who have no interest in the South, who own no land there, who
were not born there and have gone there not to exercise any lawful
calling or profession, but to speculate upon office, we condemn them as
heartily as you condemn them. We have every possible desire to see
the men who really have a stake in the country, whe have interests
there, who belong there, and who are heartily for the Union, take the
gontrol of the southern State governments, if they have not already

one so.

We wish as a nation, if possible, to have nothing to do with them
outside of their Federal relations; and only one thing has led even
to the moral interference which is hesard from this side upon the floor
of this House. That is, that yon give us no assurance of repose in
respect to your observance of the constitvtional amendments. The
National Government has taken its hands off as far as practicable.
‘We desire to leave elections free and to leave you exempt from inter-
ference on this floor, or by the Executive; but then comes nup to us
suddenly a great cry from the neighbors and families of murdered
black or murdered white republicans, shocking the entire sentiment
of the North once more, until we areﬂfed to believe yon do not intend
toobserve in good faith the constitutional amendments and rights of
citizens,

Here is precisely onr trouble. We have the power to enforce those
amendments by the Constitution itself. We wish not to have it to
do, but yon will not enforce them yourselves. You say these ont-
breaks and massacres are simply the démonstrations of the bad por-

tion of your population. That may be true, but what troubles us is
that while the bad organize to commit wrongs and outrages the good
haveno oounher-(mg,mizstion to protect vietims against wrong. They
accept its fruits. Your society as a society does not organize to sup-

ress them ; you do not brix? the perpetrators fo punishment; you

o not bring your moral influence at home to snppress them. All
these things lead us to believe it is not yet safe to intrust your
candidate with the administration of the amendments to the Consti-
tution or with the gmtection of the liberties and the rights of citizens
under them. Mr. Speaker, it is certain that these violations of life,
of liberty, and of right have been frequent, that these crimes are per-
petually repeated ; and I say in all candor that the only canse why
we insist npon the whole power of legislation under t amend-
ments and demand an Execuntive who believes in them is because
the oceasion for enforcing them is perpetnally presented to us.

I know the northern people feel that the greatest boon which can
be given to them in this relation, the greatest demand we present on
this side of the Honse, is simply that every man who by the Consti-
tution is secured in his rights and is anthorized to yote shall be per-
mitted to speak, to work, and to vote without intimidation and
withount doing it at the peril of his life. When that day shall come
we have done with all protective interference in elections in the
Sounthern States and the Union will be really restored.

The North looks with hope to the old whig element in the Sonth,
which did not originally advocate secession doctrines or accept the
resolntions of ’98, to return to its prominence in political affairs as
an organization for the maintenance of the Constitution and the
Union, and withafollowing of all voters who ask their constitutional
rights only. Iventure further to say that when that old Union-lov-
inglelement.ahall declare itself the protector of the rights of all men,
white and black, under the amended Const.itntion,_it will be recog-
nized in its relations to the Federal Government as fully as it ever
was before the war ; for that is all that republicanism demands. It
is to secure such results and the restoration of an era of good feeling
that we earnestly advocate the election of Governor Hayes.

Here, then, without detaining the House longer, are the views
which I present at this late period of the session in reply to the ex-
Blmmed hope of the gentleman from Pennsylvania for the election of

is candidate for President of the United States. I do not share his
aspirations. I do not recognize them as justified either by the con-
dition of the country or by the interests of the Union, of the Con-
stitution, or of reform, nor by the record his candidate has made.”

1'131‘;1 %PEAKER pro tempore. Has the gentleman from Iowa eon-
elu

Mr. KASSON, I stated to the gentleman that I would movetolay
this motion to reconsider on the table. Does any gentleman desire
to speak on the sabject T

.COX. Yes, I do.

Mr, KASSON. I move the House adjourn.

Mr. COX. The geutleman cannot adjourn the House in that way.

Mr. KASSON. Ican move to adjourn, and I make that motion.

Mr. BANNING. The gentleman qromisetl to yield to me.

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the gentleman will not shoot and then run
away.

Mr. KASSON. Ibeg pardon. Ipromised to yield to the gentleman
from Ohio.
mer.'EOXn The gentleman makes an attack and then runs away

m i
\ Mlt)'.uKASSON. I want to yield to the gentleman from Ohio to offer
is bill.

*Mr. IIewrtT, of New York, having inserted in the RECORD, as a note to his
speech, an article never read nor allud, to in the debate, nor shown to me, althongh
an‘spposed to contradict my statements, it only remains to me to speak of it in a like

note.

The ecertificate of Mr. Marble, like the certificate of Mr. ITewrrT, to Mr. Tilden's
loyalty, ia aim‘[‘\]ly the partisan's declaration of his privato recolleetions, and both
involve the color of their own opinions as to what constituted Unionism in 1860 and
1864. As I understand Mr. Muarble's only quotation from Mr, Tilden's langt
all the rest being a general afiirmation of political good character, without produe- .
tion of evidence furnished by Mr. Tilden—this only quotation is made from a
“manuseript” which I donot understand Mr. Marble to certify was ever published
over Mr. Tilden’s sisnature,

8o far as this certiticate is concerned it wonld only prove a facing two ways hy Mr.
Tilden. Certain itis that he wrote the public letter to Mr. Kent which I read from,
and which is a secession letter in its trines ; certain it is that he belonged to
that copperbead socicty fer the diffusion of political knowledge in 1863 ; certain it
is that he was a member of the anti.-war convention at Chicazo which nominated
McClellan, and that he served with Vallandigham on the platform committee ; cer-
tain it is that he did not o pose nor dissent from the peace resolution openly in the
convention, where he mulﬁ to have done it. These things are certain, and are nok
denied by Mr. Marble nor by Mr. HEWITT; certain it is that Mr. Tilden did not
publicly repudiate the election frands of 1868 perpetrated under color of his name,
nor make a single effort to punish the erim: who were on the same committes
with him for their alleged forgery of his name and their consequent frauds.

These things I charged, and these things Mr. Marble does not deny. Now when
I make charges resting on a public record in part, like the Kent letter, and the or-
ganization of the co E.erhw society in February, 1863, and in part on the want of
::inud public reco r the Union, it is no safficient answer to tell me of individ-

instances resting in private knowledge, and which made no record committing
Mr. Tilden openly and publicly to the sng-porb of the Union cause and Govern-
ment. He may have attended meetings, but also have carefully kept his name
papers and & hes committing himself to our canse. Ile may have sent
private messages of advice, but cumt'u‘ilmept them from public knowleige till
the Union canse had won. It was the public record I demamded, and Mr HEwITT
now alleges private knowledge of individnals, revived as twelve-year-old recollee-
tions from the willing memories of his partisans, It utterly fails to mect the issue
presented by me.
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VOLUNTEER FORCE.

Mr. BANNING. I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill (H.
R. No. 4106) to authorize the President to accept the service of volun-
teers to aid in the suppression of Indian hostilities.

The bill, which was read, provides that the President shall be au-
thorized, if in his opinion the exigencies of the public service may
require the same, to accept the service of volunteers to be amllﬂoved
as part of the Army of the United States against the Sioux and other
hostile Indians, provided that not more than five thousand volun-
teers, to be organized into companies orregiments of cavalry,shall be
accepted, and their term of service shall not extend beyond six months
from the date of commencement, and such volunteers shall be dis-
charged at any time when their service can be dispensed with, and
the sum of §1,000,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is
thereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not other-
gli.se appropriated for defraying the expense of carrying into effect

act,

Mr. ATKINS. Is it in order to move that the House adjourn?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 1t is.

Mr. ATKINS. Then I make that motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will entertain this motion
to suspend the rules. The morning hounr expired, as the Chair under-
stood, at the expiration of the first call and at the time the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. RaANpALL] presented his conference
report. The Chair thinks, therefore, it is in order now to move to
suspend the rules. And pemlingnbhat motion the gentleman from
Tennessee [ Mr. ATkiNs] moves that the House do now adjourn.

Mr. PAGE. On that I demand the yeas and nays.

Mr. LAWRENCE. Let me suggest that a motion to suspend the
rules suslpgnds the right of adjournment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinksnot. Before putting
the motion the Chair asks leave to lay before the House a report from
the Committee on Enrolled Bills.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED.

Mr. POPPLETON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re
that the committeehad examined and found truly enrolled a bill of
the following title; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same:

An act (H. R. No. 3168) relating to partition of real estate in the
District of Columbia.

VOLUNTEER FORCE.

Mr. ATKINS, I withdraw the motion to adjourn. When I made
it I did not know that another gentleman desired to speak.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. e gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. BAN-
mol moves to suspend the rules and pass the bill which has been
read by the Clerk.

The question being taken, there were—ayes 101, noes 42,

So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the rules were sus-
pended, and the bill was passed.

EMPLOYES OF BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING.

Mr. RANDALL, If the gentleman from New York will allow me,
I desire to introduce anil have put upon its passage a bill providing
for the payment of employés of the Burean of Engraving and Print-
ing who have been discharged permaunently, in regard to which a
%gncnlty ]l:aa arisen. I move that the rules be suspended and the

ill passed.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows :

A Dbill to provide for the payment of a full month's w to certain of the em-
ployés recently petmauenﬂy discharged from the service of the Bureau of En-
graving and Printing.

Be il enacted, de., That the clause in the act entitled “* An act mak
tions for the sundry civil expenses of the Government for the mingﬁ gpﬂa-‘m
June 30, 1877, and for other pm?mea, " approved July 31, 1876, ting $25,000
for the purpose of paying each of the employés recently fumug ed a.ng finall

rmanently discharged from the service in the Bureau of Engraving and Prin
ng, one month's puy, is hereby so amended as to read §20,500 in lieu of §25,000,
and the entire sum shall be paid out in accordance with the provisions of said clanse,
and with the further provision that said sum shall be distributed in payment only
to sail employés whose wages did not execed §3 per diem, whether by monthly or
daily rate of payment.

Mr. RANDALL. I ask tohave inserted in the RECORD a letter from
the Buperintendent of the Bureau in which he states that $29,500
will be safficient for this purpose.

There was no objection. The letter is as follows:

TREASURY DEPARTMENT,
BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING,
/ August 11, 1876.
8z : In reply to your personal inquiry of to-day, I have the honor to inform

that it will require the sum of §:9,501 to pay each of the persons lately em 10;:3

in this Burean. and who bave been permanently discharged, whose wages &r] not

exceed §3 a day, an amount equal to one month's wages.

Very res ¥y
HENRY C, JEWELL,
Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, iefid
Chairman,

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I ask the gentleman from
Peunsylvania to allow me to offer a snbstitute for the bill.

Mr. RANDALL. I cannot allow any amendment. My motion is
to ausPand the rules.

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I ask the gentleman to allow
it to be read.

Mr. RANDALL. I cannot yield for that purpose. I have no ob-
Jjection to its being inserted in the RECORD.

The question being taken, the rules were suspended (two-thirds
voting in favor thereof) and the bill (H. R. No. 4107) was passed.

BALE OF DESERT LANDS.

Mr. LANE. I move that the rules be suspended to enable the
Committee on Public Lands to re with amendments and the
House to pass the bill (H. R. No. 125) to provide for the sale of des-
ert lands in Modoce and Siskiyou Counties, California.

Mr. COX. I have not yielded, if I have the floor.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not understand that
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] has obtained the floor.
The Clerk will read the bill on which the gentleman from Oregon
moves to suspend the rnles.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. No. 125) to provide for the sale of desert lands in Modoe and Siski.
you Counties, California.

Be it enacted, dc., That it shall be lawful for any citizen of the United States, or
any of the requisite age, “ who may be entitled to become a citizen, and who
has filed his declaration of intention to become such,"” to file a declaration with the
register and the receiver of the land district in which any desert land is sitvated,
that he intends to reclaim a tract of desert land, * not exceeding one section, by con- -
duecting water upon the same, within the period of two years thercafter;" said dec-
laration shall describe particularly said section of if surveyed, and if unsar-
veyed shall describe the same as nearly as possible without a survey. At any time
within the period of two after filing said declaration, upon making satisfac-
tory proof of the reclamation of said tract of land in the manner aforesaid, and npon
the payment, to the receiver, of the sum of §1.25 per acre for a tract of land not ex-

ing six h and forty acres to any one person, a patent for the same shall
be issned to him.

53{:1:0%. That all Ianﬁgi gﬁnﬁlve f{ﬂﬁgober lands and of H:]ﬂneml lands, which do
not produce grass or w nol hont irrigation, nee some agricultural
crop, sball be deemed desert lands withinthemem:ingn?thia act.
fOI“Il‘ha amendments of the Committee on Public Lands were read, as

ows:

Amend the title by striking out * Modoe and Siskiyou Counties, Calif; " and
Inserling - Oultiorol amd NN T | ke

Insert after the word '‘sitnated " in the eighth line, section 1, the words * in the
States of California and Nevada ;" and after the word “land” in the same line in-
sert the word " therein,"

Mr. CLYMER. Is this bill subject to the point of order? Should
it not go the Committee of the Whole, inasmuch as it makes disposi-
tion of the pnblic lands?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not subject to the point of order
under a motion to suspend the rules.

Mr. CLYMER. This bill received the approval of the Committee
on Public Lands last year only for a single connty.

Mr. HOLMAN. Does this bill include mineral lands?

Mr. LANE. It does not. It is only applicable to lands which are
essenfially arid and desert, and which are capable, as a matter of fact
of which I can ak from my own personal knowledge, of produe-
ing only alkali, lizards, horn-toads, and rattlesnakes. If this bill be
passed these lands ean be utilized.

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a point of order.

r'al'he SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his point of
order.

Mr. HOAR. It is that the motion being to sus
take up the bill, it is not in order to explain the
tion is adopted.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This has only been by common con-
sent.

The question being taken on Mr. LANE'S motion, there were—ayes
68, noes 45; no quorum voting.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is further count demanded?

Further count was not demanded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Two-thirds not having voted in the
affirmative, the House refuses to take up the bill.

HOUSE EMPLOYES,

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to ask unanimons consent to present two
resolutions, which I send to the Clerk’s desk, in regard to the organi-
zation of the House and the business during the vacation. I ask that
they bo reported.

The Clerk read as follows :

Resolved, That William IT. Smith be paid out of the cantingent fund of the House
the sum of #3.60 per day for services rendered as messenger in the office of the
Clerk of the Honse from and including the 1st of July ultimo and nntil otherwise
ordered by the House.

Mr, HOLMAN. I now ask that the other resolution be read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman cannot have two reso-
lntions pending at the same time.

Mr. HOLMAN. Before the House votes on the resolution which
has been read I ask that the other resolution be read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 1t may be read for information, but
the gentleman must know that two resolutions cannot be offered at
the same time.

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I withdraw the resolution which has been
read and ask for the reading of the other resolution.

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows :

Resolved, That a foreman, to be placed in charge of the book-folding room of the
Honse of Representatives, to be paid at 1he rate of §3.75 per day, may be employed
until the ist day of November next, and the Clerk of the House is hereby directed
to pay said foreman as above out of the contingent fund of the House, oue of the
laborers authorized to be dispensed with in the folding-room.

nd the rules and
ill until that mo-
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the Chair
will entertain both these resolutions under the motion fo suspend
the rules and adog’s them.

There was no objection made ; and the question being put on sus-
pending the rules (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the resolutions
were agreed to, :

PAY OF A CLERK.

Mr. FORT. Iam instructed by the Committee of Accounts to re-

rt the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and recommend
its adoption. It is merely to pay a clerk for extra services.

Mr. RANDALL. We shall have as many employés on the House
force as we ever had if we keep on in this way. X

Mr. HOLMAN. The effeot of my resolutions wasnot toincrease the
force except as to the old-time messenger of the Library.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This discussion is out of order and the
Chair will direct the Clerk to read the resolution offered by the gen-
tleman from Illinois.

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows:

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be authorized and required to payto AT
bert Ordway the sum of §2 gc:: day from the 16th of May, 1876, to the Bth of Augusts
. 1876, including both dates, for extra services rendered by him as clerk on the spe”

cial committee to investigate the charges a t Judge Wylie, which compensa-
tion was upon between the said clerk and Hon. W. W, Wangex, chairman
of the said committee, and which services were in addition to services that he was
required to render as clerk to other committees.

Mr. FORT. I move to suspend the rules and pass that resolution.

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that this is
the regular order.

Mr. HOLMAN. I want to get the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Cox] on the floor now.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair wounld be glad to recognize
the ﬁinl.leman from New York, but the gentleman from Illinois has
the tloor now.

The question was taken on Mr. FORT'S resolution to suspend the
roles; and (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were sus-
pended, and the resolution was adopted.

EXTRA PAY TO EMPLOYES OF THE HOUSE.

Mr. HUNTON. I move to suspend the rules and pass the resolu-
tion which I send fo the Clerk’s desk.

Mr. EDEN. I move that the House adjonrn.
- Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] was

recognized and yielded the floor to the gentleman from Ohio, [ Mr.
BaxniNGg.] I move to suspepd the rules to enable the gentleman
from New York to have the floor.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize that motion
when the pending motion to suspend the rules has been disposed of.

Mr. EDEN. I withdraw the motion to adjourn.

Mr. HUNTON. I now ask that my resolution be read.

The Clerk read the resolution offered by Mr. HUNTON, as follows:

Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund of the Hounse compensa-
tion to the 1st of September, 1876, to the members of the Capitol police and all the
employés of the Honse discharged by reason of the redunction of force provided for
in the act entitled “ An act making appropriations for the legislative, executive,
and judicialexy of the Gover t for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877, and
for other gu.qmaeu ;"' said compensation to be at the rate provided by law before the
passage of said act.

Mr. HOLMAN. Itrustthe resolution will be reported again, so that
we may distinctly understand it.

Mr. HUNTON. It only providesforthe payment of the discharged
employés to the end of the current month, by which fime they will
be ready to leave the service of the Government.

The (E‘uestinn was taken on the motion, and (two-thirds voting in
favor thereof) the resolution was adopted.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair will now state that if the
gentleman from New York obtained the floor, neither the Chair nor
the clerks at the desk kvew the fact.

Mr. RANDALL. Well, the gentleman had the floor and yielded it
to the gentleman from Ohio, [ Mr. BAL‘NIXG.]

Mr. KASSON. Noj; on the contrary, I yielded the floor to the gen-
tleman from Ohio.

Mr. RANDALL. O, no; your time is out.

The SPEAKER pro fcmlpom Then either side of the Honse has, by
motion to suspend the rules, been pursuing the regular order of busi-

niess.
hMrl. CEX. I do not desire to be ruled by the Chair and the clerks at
the desk,
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will entertain a motion to
au;}}ond the rules for the purpose of further considering this question.
. HOLMAN. If the Chair recognizes the gentleman from New
York on the pending question, which is the :;F‘Iu order, why of
course it will not be necessary to suspend the rules,
Mr. LAWRENCE. Let him be heard by unanimous consent.
Mr. HOLMAN. I eall for the regular order, which is the motion to
;econ;sider the-vote by which the message of the President was re-
erred.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly not; the regular order is
the motion to saspend the rules. As the Chair hears no objection, he
will recognize the gentleman from New York, [ Mr. Cox.]

IL:&. HOAR. Before the gentleman proceeds will he allow me to
” —_—

Mr. COX. Notnow. All I desire is one minute to call the atten-
tion of the House to a statement made by the defender of Belknap
in this House, the ﬁant.laman from Iowa, [ Mr. KassoN.]

Mr. HOAR. Will the gentleman allow me before he proceeds to
ask a question of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. RANDALL]
about the public business

Mr, COX. Notnow. The gentleman from Iowa repeated an apoch-
ryphal statement——

. KASSON. If the gentleman does not withdraw that state-
ment——

Mr. COX. I have the floor.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair protected the gentleman
from Iowa, and will now protect the gentleman from New York.

Mr. COX. The apologist of the post-traders made a statement
here—
thr. KASSON. I call the gentleman to order; his statement is un-

e.
Mr. COX. I did not say it was you.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'What is the point of order by the gen-
tleman from Iowa.{m i

Mr. KASSON. That the gentleman has no right to state an un-
truth on this floor against sn{ member,

Mr. COX. I call the gentleman to order, for he lied deliberately
about Governor Tilden. L

Mr. HOAR. I call the gentleman {o order, and ask that his words
be taken down.

Mr. COX, (passing over to the other side of the Hall.) Isend to the
Clerk’s desk astatement of Governor Tilden, which refutes the state-
ment of the gentleman from Iowa.

; Mr. FOSTER. I insist that the words of the gentleman be taken
own.

Mr, HOAR. Irise to a question of order, and a demand that the
words of the gentleman from New York be taken down.

Mr. RANDALL. There is no oceasion for any excitement.

Mr. HOAR. 1 insist upon my question of order. Iecall the gentle-
man from New York to order, and ask that his words be taken down.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. They will be taken down.

Mr. HENDERSON, 1 also want it taken down that the gentleman
came to this side of the House in an assanlting manner. [E:ughber.]

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope that will be taken down.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule it is the duty of the
gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. HoAR] to state the words he de-
sires to have taken down.

Mq. HOAR. I do not understand that it is my duty to repeat the
words.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman will refer to the
sixty-second rule of the House he will see that it is the duty of the
member calling another to order to repeat the words excepted to, and
they shall be taken down at the Clerk’s table.

Mr. HOAR. I demand that the words of the gentleman from New
York, where he said the gentleman from Iowa lied, be taken down.

Mr. RANDALL. Let the prior remarks be taken down also.

Mr. HOAR. That is the right of the gentleman, of course. I re-
quest that the reporter write them ont.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is being done by the reporter.

Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana. I hope the gentleman from Massachu-
setts—

Mr. HOAR. Nothingis in order but the reading of the words upon
which I ask the ruling of the Chair.

Mr. RANDALL. 1iysist that the prior words be taken down also.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is too late to demand the taking
down of any words except those which were excepted to at the time
they were spoken.

Mr. HOAR. Undoubtedly justice requires thatany words of provo-
cation be taken down also.

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly, that is the universal rule. All the re-
marks that provoke any given set of words should also be taken down,

Mr. LANDEERS, of Invﬁlatm. Mr. 8 er—

The SPEAKER pro teanpore. The Chair cannot recognize anything
but this question of order.

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order; that is, that gentlemen
are not in their seats.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is well taken, and
the Chair hopes that gentlemen will resume their seats. [After a
panse.] The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] rose to a
point of order and requested that certain words of the gentleman
from New York [Mr. Cox] be taken down. He afterward modified
that by requesting that the words of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr,
Kassox] be also taken down.

Mr. HOAR. I merely demanded that the words of the gentleman
from Towa be taken down as introductory to what had been said by
the gentleman from New York.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The Chairunderstood the gentleman.
The words will be read as soon as they are furnished by the reporter.

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. - I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. The
gentleman from Iowa has not been called to order, ;

Mr. RANDALL. He will be the first in order on this censure if
there is any.
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Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I suppose that I have the right to make

a point of order.
he SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman, of
course.

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Notwithstanding the gentleman from
Pennsylvania, I will state my point. I do not understand that the

ntleman from Iowa has been called to order. The gentleman from
ﬂamhusetta did call the gentleman from New York to order, and
asked that his words be taken down. Now I make the point of order
that the words should first be taken down upon the point of order
made by the gentleman from Massachusetts; and then if it be in order
for anybody to ask that the words of the genfleman from Iowa be
taken down, 1 have no objection; but let us attend to one thing ata
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman
from Illinois that the gentleman from Massachusetts himself requested,
as he stated as a matter of fairness, that the words which were pro-
vocative of the remarks of the gentleman from New York should be
presented in the same connection. No point of order has been made
against the gentlenmn from Iowa, as the Chair understands.

Mr. HEREFORD. In this connection I wish to make a statement,
The gentleman from Tennessee, [ Mr. ATKINS, ] immediately following
the lnng};.mﬁe used by the gentleman from Iowa, asked that it be taken
down ; he desired that the langnage be taken down formally and for
the purpose that such langnage is taken down.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Was that prior to the time when the
gentleman from New York obtained the floor ?

Mr. HEREFORD. Just as the words passed from the lips of the
gentleman from Iowa, the gentleman from Tennessee rose and asked
that the langnage of the gentleman from Iowa be taken down. It is
now asked that it be taken down formally. -

Mr. HOAR. There is no right of auy member to require any other
gentleman’s words to be taken down unless he first call that other
gentleman to order for the words, as I did in regard to the gentleman
from New York. Then after the call to order the words may be, must
be, taken down in writing at the Clerk’s table. The rule goes on to
say:

And no member shall be held to answer, or be subject to the censure of the
House, for words spoken in debate, if any other member has spoken, or other busi-

ness has intervened, after the words s and before exveption to them shall
have been taken. ad, BN »

I submit that nothing is in order except the reading at the Clerk’s
table of the words taken down under this rule.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The reporters are writing out the
words of the gentleman from Jowa in connection with those of the
Eﬂutleman from New York. Assoon as they are prepared they will

¢ submiftted to the House.

Mr. RANDALL. The }angusglg was very laconic.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now report the words
to the House.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr.Cox. The gentleman from Towa an apochryphal statement—

repeated

Mr, KAsSSON. the gentleman does not withdraw that statement—

Mr. Cox. Ihave the floor.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair protected the gentleman from Towa, and
will now protect the gentleman from New York.

Mr.Cox. The apologist of the post-traders made a statement here—

Mr. Kassoy. I call the gentleman to order ; his statement is untrue.

Mr. Cox. I didnot say it was you.
. '1‘hei SPEAKER pro tempore What is the point of order by the gentleman from

owa

Mr. KassoN. That the gentleman has no right to state an untruth on this floor
against any member.
T'ﬁr' Cox. Icall the gentleman to order, for he lied deliberately about Governor

Liden.

Mr. HoAR. Icall the gentloman to order, and ask that his words be taken

down.

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the gentleman from New York be
allowed to proceed in order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. entleman from New York may

) The
be permitted to explain, or to pmcee({ in order, if it is the will of the | dered.

House.

Mr, RANDALL. I move that the gentleman be permitted to pro-
ceed in order. I believe that motion is parliamentary.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is in order unquestiona-

bly.

i[r. HOAR. I move to substitute—

Mr. RANDALL. On my motion I call the previous question.

Mr. HOAR. I move, as a substitute for the motion of the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania, that the gentleman from New York be called
:.lo gh&' bar of the House and censured for the words used by him in

eba

Mr. RANDALL. I have called the previous question, and I did not
7ield the floor to the gentleman from Massachusetts.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must necessarily put the

uestion on the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that
the gentleman from New York be permitted to proceed in order. If
the House refuses to sustain that mofion then the Chair will recog-
nize the motion of the gentleman from husetts.

Mr. HOAR. Will no# the Chair recognize me as rising to offer a
substitute ! ;

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The Chair cannot. The gentleman

from Pennsylvania has taken the floor and demanded the previous
uestion.

: Mr. HOAR. Does the Chair recognize the gentleman from Penn-

gylvania for that purpose on a point of order raised by me ?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state, in his jndgment,
that it is the proper question to put at any rate. tCnes of *Ques-
tion! question!"]

Mr. ALL. I do not want an ints of order.
have the motion I have made put to the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is willing to hear the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts.

Mr. HOAR. I wish to be heard.

Mr. RANDALL. Isthe gentleman entitled to the floor when I have
demanded the previous question 1 r

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Only for the purpose of making such
sn tions as he may see proper as to the point of order, but not as
to the motion of the gentleman. The Chair will certainly hear him.

Mr. HOAR. I understood this transaction to have occurred in this
nasemhla%s of gentlemen—

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachusetts
must confine himself to the point of order.

Mr. HOAR. I was about to state how the question arose.

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman asked to put in an amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That the Chair has decided cannot be
done.

Mr. HOAR. Now, the gentleman from New York—

Mr. HEREFORD. The gentleman from Massachusetts has risen to
no pﬂ)iut of order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachusetts
must be permitted to make his statement.

Mr. HSeAR. I wish to state how this thing occurred. The gentle-
man from New York [Mr. Cox] uttered a personality toward the
gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. KassoN,] who had uttered a personality
to no person, calling him an apologist of post-traders. Thereupon the
gentleman from Jowa replied that what had been said was untrue,
which certainly imputed no motive to state anything wrong to the

entleman from New York. On being asked to state his point of or-

r by the Chair he replied that the gentleman from New York had
stated what was untrue.

Mr. RANDALL., Whatis the difference between that and a lie?

Mr. HOAR. Thereupon the gentleman from New York cries out,
leaving his seat and shaking his fist near the face of the gentleman
from Iowa—

Mr. RANDALL. That is not a point of order.

The SPEAKER tempore. e gentleman from Massachusetts
must confine himself to his point of order.

Mr. HOAR. Thereupon he uttered the words read from the Clerk’s
desk.

Mr. RANDALL. I insist on my motion being put to the House.

The SPEAKER pro e gentleman from Massachusetts
must confine himself to the point of order.

Mr. HOAR. This is the question of order.

Mr. RANDALL, The gentleman’s statement so far has nothing to
do with a point of order.

Mr. HOAR. My point of order is that when one member, sayin
another member lied deliberately, and knew it, a resolution to expe
the gentleman from New York is in order as an amendment to the
motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rules of the House the first
question in order is on the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylva-
nia, The House may permit the gentleman from New York to gxplain,
or it may permit him to proceed in order. This is the first métion in
order, and if it chooses to do so, it certainly has the right to let him
proceed in order.

Mr. RANDALL. Is it debatable?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on seconding the de-
mand for the previous question. |

The previous question was seconded and the main quesiion or-

I want to

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs on the mo-
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. RANDALL.]

Mr. HOAR, (while the House was dividing.) Is the gentleman
from New York [Mr. Cox] permitted fo vote?

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from New York is not voting.
The gentleman from New York is not dangerous now, nor was he dan-
gerous to the other side.

The Honse divided ; and there were—ayes 101, noes 49.

Mr. HENDERSON. I demand the yeas and nays.

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent to say one word,

Mr. HEREFORD. I object.

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Let me plead for one word. I am the col-
leagne of the Eant.!eman from Iowa and the friend of the gentleman
from New Yor

[Cries of “ Hear him!"”]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is willing to hear the gen-
tleman from Iowa, if there be no objection.

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I know the House will hear me.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The Chair hears no objection, and the

entleman will proceed. :

Mr. WILSON, of lowa. In the capacity of friend fo both partics,
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it is only proper to say that both gentlemen were a little hasty, and
the House certainly has been very hasty. The first thing to be done
in cases of this kind is to permit the gentleman whose words were
taken down to explain if he volunteersor will offer any explanation,
and to ascertain whether we have the words in the shape they were
uttered, and whether we understand them as he meant to have them
understood. We cannot afford to be hasty in dealing with members
of this House, while I admit if a gentleman does volunteer an insult
to another member the House cannot pass over it. I should like the
House to hear the gentleman from New York before proceeding
further in this matter.

Mr. RANDALL. I must insist on my motion. The provocation
came from that side.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pending question is on ordering
the yeas and nays on the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania,

The question being taken, there were ayes 43; more than one-fifth
of the last vote.

So the yeas and nays were ordered.

both sides. Perhaps the House will allow a proper npo]ogi
made to the House for the words spoken on the part of bo
gentlemen, Certainl Iy gentlemen cannot object to that.

Many members called for the regnlar order.

Mr. HOAR. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] un-
derstand that for a gentleman to say that something that another gen-
tleman has said in debate is not true is not parliamentary ?

Mr. HOLMAN, The language, in my judgment, of both these gen-
tlemen was somewhat unparliamentary.

Mr. HOAR. What languagef

Mr. HOLMAN. Ithink the lan

Mr. HOAR. What langnage of the gentleman from Iowa?

Mr. HOLMAN. The remark about the untruthfulness of the
tleman from New York, that he had spoken what was untrue. ha.t
was certainly not parliamentary language.

Mr, ATKINS. I raise the point of order that all of this debate is
ount of order.

Mr. HOAR. The gentleman raises it after letting his own side be

of both was unparliamentary.

. The question was taken; and there were—yeas 80, nays 32, not vot- | heard.

ing 174; as follows:

YEAS—Messrs. . Abbott, Ainsworth, lmut by, Bmmln% Bland, Bradfi
Briﬁ% ;iF:sl:]n mliI C(ia.ldwe]l Caulﬂel John Bﬂ&eo‘! Kentoe John B. Clark.
- lymer, Cocl as,
ghert, leei Forn:&.e Goode. Andmw Hzlhmllton, Harden-
bergh, Hartri 11, Haymond Eaukle. Hereford, Abram 8. Hewitt, Gold-
e “‘i:“éé&i”‘m“‘“’i“"“&.u, Meado, Moteaito, Mitis, Mo: i, Norrsen,
ers, u oY, 80/
Hut.chla:.yi’nvns leton, Powell, Rm Reagan, James B.m,
dle. John Robbins. liam M. Robbins, Miles anu. Scales, Sheakley, Sin

ringer, Sten 'I‘oeae. Terry. Thmokmowm. '.L‘nekar.
'IIIJJme\r. John ﬁlnﬁﬁ, ﬁm heus 8. Williams, Jeremiah

NN‘anpsmﬁ e YD?;EE_EO Baker, Bankn, Bradley, Cannon, C c

—Messrs. ey, onger, Cronnse,
Eames, MF 'oster, Henderson, I{Dar. ce, Lapham, Lawrence, Hago:m, MoDill,
Monroe, O'Neill. Pnclmr. William A. Phil rya, Sampaon. Si.rmiokmn, A. Herr Smith,
Strait, Stowell, Thornburgh, Washin wasend, Tufts, G. Wiley Wells, White,

William B. Williams, and James W son—ss,
NOT VOTING—m Adams, Anderson, Ashe, George A Joh:u H.
Ilagley, Jr., William H. Baker, Ballou, Bass, Beebe, Bell, thkbm. lL.i
Blount, Boone, John Youn Bmvm William R. Brown, Buckner, Homho
chard, Samuel D. Burch Burleigh, Cabell, William P. Caldwell, Campboll.
(;amller Ca.son, Caswell, Cate, Chapin, Chittenden, Collins, Cox, Crapo, Culberson,
Cutler, Danford, Darrall, Davis, Davy, De Bolt, Denison, Dobhins, Dunns]L Du
rand, Ellis; Ely, Evans, Fauikm'r. Felum Freeman, Fry ld, Gib-
son, Glover, Goodin, Gum.ur Hale, Robert Hamilton H&noock,ﬂ
min W. Harris, ﬁeng Barrln, John T. Harris, Harri atoher, l;'l'attmum.
Hays, Hendee, Hill, Hoge, Hooker, Hopkin.a, Hmklne. Hubbe unter Hurd,
Hurlbut, Hyman, Jenks' Frank Jonas, hasson, Kell Klmllall Kmll, La-

mar, George M. Land Lane, Lemanwnﬂ.h Le o}naﬂ Lynch,
Nﬂd Mm.DaugaIl MeCrary, MeFa ler, Milliken, L.toneg.
eal, New, orton O'Brien, Gdell, Oiiver. Pago Phelpa, John F. Phili

Pie'me. Pi Imatnd Pl.nt.h Potter, Pratt, Purman, Rainey, Rea, John Re
l&urinnon, Solieski Ross, Rusk, Savage, SBayler, Behleicher, Bohnmnkar

bmlm Slemons, Smnlls, William E. Smith, Southard, Sparks, Spencer, Stevenson,
mu%vs ann, Thomas, Martin L annseml, Van Vorhes, Robert B. Vance, Wnd
att, Waldmn Charles C. B. Walkar. Gilbert C. Walker, Alexander 8. Wal
‘Walling, Walsh, W Warren, Watterson, Erastus Wells,
Wheeler Whitahousa Whiting, Wike. Wi.tlard. Andrew Williams, Charles G-
Wil]nms, James Wt]]lams. James D, Williams, W' Wi Benjamin Wilson,

Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, Woodburn, Woodworth, and Yeates—174.

During the roll-call the following Eroceedinga occurred :

Mr. LANE. I was not within the bar before the last name on the
roll was called. I ask unanimous consent of the House that I may
record my vote.

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I object.

Mr. LUTTRELL. I move that the reading of the names be dis-
pensed with.

There was no objection.

Mr, PAGE. I desire to vote “no”

Mr. LANE. I object unless the gentleman from California [Mr.
PAGE] was within the bar of the House before the last name on the
roll was called.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from California votes
on that assurance.

Mr. PAGE. I have just come in.

Mr, LANE. And I just came in, and my vote was objected to.

Mr. PAGE. Very well; if the gentleman from Oregon objects—

Mr. LANE. 1do ob]ectm At the same time I desire to announce
that if permitted I would have voted *ay.”

The SPEAKER prp tempore. On the motion of the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [ Mr. RANDALL] the yeas are 80 and the nays are 32,

Several MEMBERS. No quornm.

Mr. LUTTRELL. 1 move that there be a call of the House,

The question being taken on Mr. LUTTRELL'S motion, there were—
ayes 21, noes 62.

So the motion was not agreed to.

Mr. THORNBURGH. I move that the House do now adjourn.

The question being taken on Mr. THORNBURGH'S motion, there
war&-»n es 46, noes 76

ORNBURGH. I call for tellers.

The SPEAKhR pro tempore. A quorum not having voted the Chair
will order tellers, and appoints the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr.
THORNBURGH ]vand the gentleman from California, [Mr. LUTTRELL.]

Mr. HOLMAN. I dealre to make a remark. It is very desirable
that this matter should be disposed of by the House as soon as pos-
sible. Isubmit that the language was somewhat unparliamentary on

Mr. ATKINS. The gentleman from Massachusetts has been speak-

mga good deal to-night.

he SPEAKER pro tempore. Remarksmade in the nature of a per-
sonal explanation are certainly out of order pending a motion to ad-
Jjourn.

The question was taken; and the fellers reported—ayes 40, noes 67.

So the House refused to adjourn.

Mr, MILLS. I move that there be a call of the House. -~

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 16,
noes not counted.

So the House refused to order the call.

Mr. COX. All I desire to say to the House is gimply this—

[Loud cries of “Order!” “Order!”]

Mr. BANES. Notnow, certainly not now.

Mr. TERRY. I want gentlemen opposite to understand that we
will stay until daybreak if necessary.

Lond eries of “Order!” *Order!”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cannot consent that the
Honse shall proceed in this disorderly manner; gentlemen must re-
sume their seats and preserve order.

The Chair will state that there is an absence of a quornm and that
no motion is in order, and that no business is in order except a mo-
tion to adjonrn or a motion for a call of the House, and he must insist

that the rules of the House be observed.
Mr. RANDALL. I suppose that the last vote dis of the ques-
tion as to the right of the gentleman from New York to proceed.

[Cries of “No!” “No!”]

Mr. HOAR. No quorum has appeared.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum has voted, and that objec-
tion has been made.

Mr. BANKS. I rise to a question of order, and it is that the gen-
tleman fromn New York is not entitled to the floor without the leave

of the House.
The SPEAKER pro tem That is undoubtedly true.
Mr. BANKS. e Chair rules in that way?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unquestionably; no motion is in order
except to adjourn or for a call of the House.

Mr. L RELL. I move that there be a call of the House,

Mr. MAGOON. I move that the House adjourn.

Mr. HOLMAN. Wouald it not be in order to move that the gentle-
man fr'wom New York be permitfed to make an explanation to the
Honse

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It certainly would be in order; and
if the House will permit it, the gentleman from New York may make
an explanation.

Mr. PIERCE. I object.

Mr. RANDALL. I suppose the gentleman from New York should
be eonsulted on the subjeet.

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it not in order to permit the gentleman from
New York to explain?

Mr. PIERCE. I object.

The SPEAKER ‘pro tempore. 1t is certainly not in order while a
motion to adjourn is pending.

Mr. YEATES, That was tho last motion put to the House; we
have done nothing since. I raise the point that it is not in order.

Mr. LUTTRELL. I moved a call of the House immediately after
taking the vote on ad;oumment, and I believe my motion is the only
one that can be entertained now.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The journal shows that the Chalr is
right. The gentleman from Texas [ Mr. MiLLs] moved a call of the
House, and that was the last motion entertained by the Chair. The
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, MAGoON] now moves to adjourn.

Mr. YEATES. Why, Mr. THORNBURGH, who had just come into
the House and was standing by the donr, moved to adjourn.

The SPEAKER fro tempore. hair is necessarily controlled
by the Journal, and he thinks it very likely to be correct.

Mr. YEATES. The Journal is not correct in this case. [Langhter.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question before the House is the
motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. MaGooN] that the
House adjourn.
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Mr. FOSTER. I su#geat that unanimous consent be given to the

g?t.'lﬁmau from New York to explain his langnage. [Cries of “Nol!”
‘No!

Mr. BANKS. Not at all,

Mr. RANDALL. Let the gentleman from Iowa explain.

Mr. HOAR. The gentleman from Iowa used no language that was
not parliamentary and proper under the circumstances.

The question was taken on Mr. MAGOON’s motion; and on a divis-
ian there were—ayes 49, noes 101,

Mr. MAGOON called for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered ; 45 members voting therefor, be-
in% more than one-fifth of the last vote.

he question was taken ; and there were—yeas 39, nays 83, not vot-
ing 164 ; as follows:

YEAS—Messrs. Bagby, John H. Baker, Bnnksj_ﬂmﬂg, Cannon, Crounse, Cut-
ler, Davy, Eames, Fort, Foster, Henderson, Hoar, ?i ehr, Lapham, Lawrence,
Magoon, McDill, Monroe, O'Neill, Packer, William A. Phillips, Piper, Potter, John
Robbins, Bamgoon. Sinnickson, A. Herr Smith, Strait, Sto Tarbox, Thorn h,
Washington Townsend, Tufts, Van Vorhes, G. Wiley Wells, Willard, and Will-
iam B. Williams—39,

NAYSB—Messrs. Abbott, Banning, Bradford, Bright, John H. Caldwell, John B.
Clarke of Kentucky, Johm B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clymer, Cochrane, Cdngﬁr,
Cook, Cowan, Crapo, Dibrell, Donglas, Durand, Durham, Eden, Egbert, Finley, For-
ney, Franklin, Ganse, Goode, Andrew H. Hamilton, Hancock, H%.n!enbergh. ‘Hart-
ridge, Hartzell, Haymond, Hen! Hereford, Abram 8. Hewitt, Goldsmith W.
Hewitt, Holman, House, Hunton, klin Landers, Lane, Levy, Lewis, Luttrell,
Mackey, Maish, Meade, Metcalfe, Mills, Moﬂn‘ Morrison, Mutehler, Page, Payne,
Pierce, Poppleton, Randall, Reagan, John Iy, James B. Reilly, Rice, mdﬁe.
William M. Robbins, Roberts, Miles Ross, Scales, Sheakley, Sin Springer,
Stenger, Teese, T&ii 'I‘hnmgwn. Tucker, Tarney, John L. Vanoohwiaim Whit-
thorne, Wigginton, Alphens 8. Williams, James Williams, Jeremiah N. Williams,
James Wilson, Yeates, and Young—&3.

AN%E@VOTJI oo Bagl Aﬁm%ﬁwoﬁhﬁgﬂ Bnno“hﬁ‘aaimm 1,

; ey, John H. ey, Jr.. m €T, n,

Blackburg,.]!lair. Bland, Bﬁn, Blount, Boone, John Young Drown, William R.
Brown, Buckver, Horatio C. Burchard, Samuel D. Burch rleigh, Cabell, Will-
iam P. Caldwell, Campbell, Candler, Cason, Caswell, Cate, Canlfiel bhupl.n. Chit-
tenden, Collins, Cox, Culberson, Danford, bm-rnll. Davis, De Bolt, Denison, Dob-
bins, Dunnell, Ellis, Ely, Evans, Fanlkner, Felton, Freeman, Frye, Faller, Garfield,
Gibson, Glover, Goodin, Gunter, Hale, Robert Hamilton, Haralson, Benjamin W,
Harris, Henry R. Harris, John T. Harris, Harrison, Hatcher, Hathorn, Han , Hen-
dee, Hill, Hoge, Hooker, Hopkins, Hoskins, Hubbell, Hunter, Hu thﬂ[{:t, Hy-
man, Jenks, Frank Jones, Thomas L. Jones, Kasson, Kelley, Kim King, Knofz.
Lamar, George M. Landers, Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Lord, Iﬁ'nch. ﬁnde, Mac-
Dougall, M m{{;. McFarland, MecMabon, Miller, Millik oney, Neal
New, Norton, 0'Brien, Odell, Oliver, Phelps, John F, Philips, Plaisted, i’]nu,, well,
Pratt, Purman, Rainey, Rea, Robinson, Sobieski Ross, Rusk, Savage, Savler,
Schleicher, Schumaker, Seelye, Slemons, Smalls, William E. Smith, Southard,
Sparks, Spencer, Stevenson, Stone, Swann, Thomas, Throckmorton, Martin I Town-
send, Robert B. Vance, Waddell Wait, Waldron, Charles C. B. Walker, Gilbert C.
Walker, Alexander 5. Wallace, John W. Wallace, Walling, Walsh, Ward, War-
ren, Watterson, Erastus Wells, Wheeler, Whitehouse, Whiting “"ika. Andrew
Williams, Charlés G, Williams, James D. Williams, Willis, Wilshire, Benjamin
Wilson, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, Woodburn, and Woodworth—164.

So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to.

Mr. MORRISON. I move that there be a ecall of the House,

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 87,
noes 35.

Before the result of this vote was announced,

Mr. THORNBURGH called for the yeas and nays on ordering a
call of the House.

The yeas and nays were ordered, there being 28 in the affirmative,

The question was taken ; and there were—yeas 80, nays 42, not vot-
ing 164; as follows:

AS—Messrs, Ab Alns tki :

CalY;well. Canlfiel Jx:t' B. ch%im&&gffam jr., of Missouri,
Clymer, Cochrane, Cook, Cowan, Cutler, Dibrell, Douglas, Durand, Durham,
E Finley, Forney, Franklin, Gause, Goode, Andrew H. Hamilton, Harden-
bergh, Hartridge, Hartzell, Hereford, Abram S. Hewitt, Goldsmith W. Hewitt,
Holman, House, Hunton, Thomas L. Jones, Franklin Landers, Lane, , Le
Lord, Luttrell, Maish, Meade, Mills, Morgan, Morrison, Mutehler, Pa;

Metcalfe, M e,
‘William A. Phillips, Poppleton, Powell, .ﬂuﬁ::, John Reilly, James B. ;
M. E‘u;hhl Roberts, M Ross, Scales, Schleicher, Shaai-

Bright, John H.

Rice, Riddle, Wil

ley, Si Elotan. Springer, Stenger, Tarbox, Thomp=on, Throckmorton, Tucker, Tur-
ney, John L. Vance, Wigginton, Alphens 8. Willi Charles G. Williams, Jere-
miah N 8, Yeates, and Young—80.

NAYS—Messrs. John H. Baker, Banks, Bland, Bradley, Cannon, Conger, Crapo,
Crounse, Davy, Eames, Foster, Goodin, Hancock, Haymond, Henderson, Hoar,
Joyee, Kebr, Lapham, Lawrence, Mackey, Monroe, O'Neill, Packer,
Page, Pierce, Potter, John Robbins, Sinnickson, A. Herr Smith, Stowell, Thorn-
burgh, Washin Townsend, Tufts, Van Vorhes, G. WE?‘V Wells, White, Wil-
l& William B. Williams, James Wilson, and Woodburn—42,

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Ashe, George A. Bagley, John H.
Bagley, jr., William H. Baker, Ballou, Bmui.ns; Bass, Beebe, Bell, Blackburn,
Blair, Blount, Boone, John Young Brown, William R. Brown, Buckner, Ho-
ratio C. Burehard, Samuel D. Burchard, Burleigh, Cabell, William P. Caldwell,
Campbell, Candler, Cason, Caswell. Cate, Chapin, Chittenden, Collins, Cox, Cul-
berson, Dan Darrall, Davis, De Bolt, D
Evans, Faulkner, Felton, Fort, Freeman, Frye,
Gunter, Hale, Robert Hamilton, Haralson,

. Hatcher, Hathorn,

Fuller, Garfield, Gibson, Glover,
min W, Harris, Henry R. Harris,
John T. Harris, Harrison ays, Hmﬂg:,i Henkle, Hill, Ho,

Hooker, Hopkins, Hoskins, Hubbell, Hunter, Hurd, Hurlbut, Hyman, Jen

F¥rank Jones, Kasson, Kelley, Kim King, Knott, Lamar, M. Landers,
Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Lynch, Lynde, MacDongall, McCrary, MeDill, McFar-
land, McMahon, Miller, Milliken, Money, Nash, Neal, New, Norton, O'Brien, Odell,
Oliver, Phelps, John F. Phi]‘ijm, Piper, Plaisted, Platt, Pratt, Porman, Rainey,
Randn:ll, Rea, Robinson, Sobieski Rusk, Smggunil Savage, Sayler, Sehm-
maker, Seelye, Slemons, Smalls, William E. Smith, Southard, Sparks, Spencer,
Strait, Stevenson, Stone, Swann, Teese, Terry, Thomas, Martin 1. Townsend, Rob-
ert B, Vance, Waddell, Wait, Waldron, Charles C. B. Walker, Gilbert C. Walker,
Alexander 8. Wallace, John W.Wallace, Walling, Walsh, Ward, Warren, Watter-
son, Erastus Wells. Wheeler, Whitehouse, Whiting, Whitthorne, Wike, Andrew
Williams, James Williams, James D. William Wil-

W
son, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, and Wnoda;mrlh—lu

Bo the motion of Mr. MORRISON wWas agreed to.

n, Dobbins, Dunnell, Ellis, Ely,-

A MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of their clerks,
informed the House that the Senate had agreed to the report of the
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
upon the amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House (H. R.

0. 3473) making ap]g;opriations for the current and contingent ex-
f)euses of the Indian Department and for the fulfilling of tm% att&g—

ations with varions Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1877,
and for other purposes.
ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. FOSTER. I think it is possible to arrive at some solution of
this diffienlty.

Mr. MORRISON. I call for the regunlar order,

The SPEAKER pro te;ndpore. The regular order is a call of the
Hounse, which has been ordered by a vote of the House.

Mr. FOSTER. I would like to be heard a moment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is willing to hear the gen-

tleman if there is no objection. >
Mr. CONGER. Pending the call of the House I move that the
House now adjourn.
Mr. FOSTER. I understand that the gentleman from New York
[Mr. Cox] is willing to make a personal explanation on the point of
gll_:dar, and I suggest that the House give unanimous consent to hear

m.
Mr. SPRINGER. And also the gentleman from Iowa, [ Mr. KASSON. ]
Mr. FOSTER. Do not complicate it.

Mr. ATKINS. What does the gentleman propose T

Mr. FOSTER. I understand that the gentleman from New York
desires to make a onal explanation on the point of order.

Mr. BANKS. We do not want any explanation; we understand
the point of order.

Mr. FOSTER. He may say something that will relieve the House
from this dilemma.

Mr. BANKS. He may say something else.

Mr. WILSON, of Towa. ere is no propriety in the proposition of
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. FosTER,] for this reason : in the first
place we refused to hear the gentleman from New York ; we refused
to allow you, Mr. Speaker, to decide whether the words were disor-
derly ; we took the matter out of the hands of both of the genflemen
implicated and of the Speaker, from whose decision we conld have
appealed, if we did not like it. The only way ont of this difficulty
is either by unanimous consent to begin where we should have be
or to have the gentleman from Pennsylvania withdraw the resolution
which he never should have offered.

Mr, RANDALL, I think the call of the House had better go on.

Several MEMBERS. Regular order.

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr,Speaker,whileThave all proper respect
for all men in office and all dne ect for men high on commiftees, I
do not think the gentleman from Pennsylvania, after having got in a
resolution which was entirely ont of orderbecause no point wasraised
against it, has any right now to insist that we shall stay here all

night.

Ef.r. RANDALL. Ihopethe gentleman will not say anything un-
pleasant about me. I am not going to get angry under any contin-
gency whatever. y

Mr. WILSON, of Jowa. I neverget angry myself. [Langhter.]

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The Chair must state that a call of the
House has been ordered.

Mr. CONGER. Pending that I move that the House now adjourn.-

Mr. FOSTER. I hope that the suggestion I made may be adopted.

Mr. HOLMAN. There certainly onght not to be any objection to that.

Mr. PIERCE. I consider thatthe remarks made here by the gentle-
man from New York were highly improper. If he is now ready to apol-
ogize for them, I for one am y to hear him; but I am not ready to
hear him upon this point of order.

The SPEAKER {,ro tempore. A call of the House has been ordered.

Mr. CONGER. Pending that I have moved that the House ad-
journ; and on that question I eall for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 41, nays 78, not vot-
ing 167; as follows:

YEAS—Messrs. Banks, l!l’&ﬂ]u]"i Cannon,

Conger, Davi. Eames, Fort, Foster,

Goodin, Hancock, Haymond, Henderson, Hoar, Joyee, Kehr, Lapham, Lawrence,

Magoon, MeDill, 0'Neill, Packer, William A. Phi i’iam, prer, Potter,

Stogell: Thornbargh. Washington Townsend, Taits, Vn Varhas, G, Wiley Wells,

we rn ngton an A

William B. WI].I.iL?s,nndJames Wilson—41. 4

NAYS— Messrs. Abbott, Ainsworth, Andam.&tkjm. Ihnningl;nBrnd!ord,

Bright, John II. Caldwell. Caulfield, John B. Clarke of Kentucky, John B. Clark,

r., of Missouri, Clymer, Cochrane, Cook, Cowan, Crapo, Cutler, Dibrell, Durham,

den, Eﬁmﬂ. Finley, Forney, Franklin, Gause, Goode, Andrew H. Hamilton, Har-
denbergh, Hartridge, Hnrtz&[i. Heref Abram 8. Hewitt, Goldsmith W. Hewitt,
Holman, Honse, Hunton, Thomas L. Jones, Franklin Landers, Lane, Levy, Lewis,
Lauttrell, Mackey, Maish, Meade, Metcalfe, Morgan, M Mutchler, Payne,
Poppleton, Randall, Jobn Reilly, James B. Reilly, Rice, Riddle, William M. Rob-
bins, Roberts, Miles Scales, Sheakley, Singleton, Sprin‘%’er. Stenger, Teese,
Terry, Thompson, Throckmorton, Turney, John L. Vance, Whitthorne, Wiggin-
ton, Willsrd. James Williams, Jeremiah N. Willlams, Wilshire, Yeates, and

Yomng—T48
NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ashe, , George A. Bagley, John H. Bag-
ley, jr., John H. Baker, William H. Baker, o, Bnebe,egell. Blackburn,
Blair, Bland, Bliss, Blount, Boone. John Young illiam R. Brom; Buck~
ner, Horatio C. Burchard, Samuel D. Burchard, Burleigh, Cabell, William P. Cald-
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well, Campbell, Candler, Cason, Caswell, Cate. Cha}:in Chittenden, Collins, Cox,
Crounse, Culberson, Danford, Darrall, Davis, De Bolt, Eson. Dobbins. Douglsa,
Dunnell, Durand, Ellis, Ely, Ev Faolkner, Felton, Freeman, Frye,
Garfield, Gibson, Glnm, Gnnter, Robert Hamilton, Haralson, BunjaminW
Harris, Henry R, Harris, John Hn.n?ls, Harrison, Hatcher, Hathorn, Hays, Hen-
dee, Hemkle, Hill, Hwker Hopkins, Hoskins, Hubbell, Hunter, Hurd,
Hurlbut, Frank Jones, Kasson, Kelley, Kimball, King, Knou:,
Lamar, ﬁ Landers, Leavenworth, Leé Moyne, Lynch, Lynde, Mac-
Dougall, M llanrland MeMahon, Miller, Milliken, Mills, Money, Monroe,
Nash, Neal, New, Norton, O'Brien, Odell, Oliver, Phelps, Joln F. Philips, Plaisted,
Platt, Pmmll. Pratt, Purmm, anej' Ren, Rnbmwn. Sobieski Ross, Rusk, Sav-
age, Sayler, S(hlaioher Sch ker, Seelye, Sl Smalls, William E. Smith,
Southard, i neer, Stone, Swanu. Tarbox, Thomas, Martin I Townsend,
Tucker, Robert B an .Wn ddell, Wait, Waldron, Charles C. B. Walker, G]Ibert
C. Walker, Alexander 5. Wallace, John Ww. Wallace, Walling, Walsh, W War-
ren, Watterson, Erastus Wells, Wheeler, White, Whitehouse, Whitin, ike,
Andrew Williams, Alpheus S. Williams, Charles G. Williams, James D. Will-
iams, Benjamin Wilson, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, Woodburn. and
Woodworth—167.

So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to.
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED.

Mr. POPPLE’I‘ON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of
the following title ; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same:

An aet (H. R. No. 3478) making appropriations for the current and
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling
treaty stipulations with varions Indian tribes for the year ending
June 30, 1877, and for other purposes.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. JONES, of Kentucky. I desire to make a suggestion. [Cries
of “ Regularorder!”] I think the House is weary of this proceeding,
and it is due to the gentleman from Iowa and the gentleman from New
York that they should have an opportunity for personal exghmation.
I understand that these gentlemen have heretofore borne the kindest
relations to each other, [renewed cries of * Regular order!”] and it
seems to me proper that he who has been the aggressor should say
that he spoke under the impulse of the moment, and did not in'end
to be offensive to the other. It is.the first duty of gentlemen when
theyspeak under impulse to be understood and make the amende hono-
rable. I think it is due to them they should have an opportunity for
this personal explanation as well as due to the House. I am sure
with that concession they will both a]ilprecmte the suggestion and
the attitnde in which they stand to each other and the House, and I
hope, therefore, each one will w(‘;l uit himself as a gentleman and as a
man of courage to each otherand to the House.

Mr. TERRY. This side of the House—

Mr. HOAR. I call for the regular order of business.

Mr. JONES, of Kentucky. I desire to say further—

[Cries of “Regular order!”]

The SPEAKER pro tem gorc The gentleman cannot hold the floor
against the demand for the regular order.

Mr. JONES, of Kentucky. According to my recollection, althongh
the gent,leman from New York made a remark which was somewhat
offensive—{1a ghter ] Hear me ont. Do not interrupt me until I
get through. On the other side—

Mr, CANNON, of Illinois. I call for the regunlar order of business,

Mr. MORRISON. I have been demanding it for some time.

Mr. JONES, of Kentucky, made some remarks which were inandi-
hle to the reporter, the Speaker beating with his gavel and ealling
50 order.

Mr. EAMES. Mr. Speaker—

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The reg'ular order is demanded, and
the Chair can recognize nobody. The House has ordered that there
shall be a call of the House, and the Clerk will call the roll.

Mr. HOLMAN. If unanimous consent——

Mr. MORRISON. I call for the regular order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will proceed to call the roll.

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, and the following members
failed to answer to their names:

Messrs, Adams, Anderson, Geor,

Baker, Ballou, Bass, Be Bell,
Young Brown, William R. wn, Buckner,

ley, jr., Willam H.
oun Bwuc John
Bmlmnl Samuel D. Bur-

A. Bagley, John II Ba,
lackburm, %bu
Horatio

chard, Burloi;._,h Cabell, William P. Caldwell, Campbcll Candlar. Cason, Caswell,”

Cate, Chapin, Chittenden, Collins, Culberson, Danfo Darrall, Davis, DoBult\.
Denison, Dobbins, Dunnell, Ellis, Ely, Evans, Faulkner, Fel Freeman, Frye,
Fuller, Garfield, Gihson Glover, Gunter, Hn‘.n. Robert Hamilton, Haralson, Denja-

min W. Harris, Henry R. Harris, John T.

arris, Harrison, stcher Hathorn,
Hays, Hendee, Huuklﬂ. Hilﬁ, ubbell, H

Hoge, Hooker, Hopklna, Hoskins, H Hunter,

Hurd, Hru‘lhulh enks. Frank Jones, Kclley, Kimball, King. Knott,
Lamar, Geor ﬂ:dem Leavenworth, Lo Moyne‘ Lynch, L |la, 'Ma.cD 1,
llmd McMahon, Miller, Millikeu Mouay Nash, Neal, New, Nor-

mmﬁm. Odell, Oliver, Phelps, John F. Phﬂi laisted, Platt, Pratt, Pix

Rainey, Rea, Reagan, Robinson, Bobieski usk. Snvaga. Schumaker, Seel;e,
Slemons, Smalls, William E. Smith, Sonthard, Sparks, Spencer, Stone, Swaunn,
Thomas, Marﬁn 1. Townsend, Tucker, Robert B. Vance, Wa(lric_li, Wait, Wal-
dron, Charles C. B. Walker, Gllbert. C. Walker, Alexander 8. Wallace, John W.
Wallace, Walling, Walsh, Ward, Warren, Watterson, Em&tus Wells, Wheeler,
‘Whitehouse, Wh itin . Wik Andrew Wi Charles G. Williams, James D.
Wil!:;rgd Willu, Wli:.hlre, nj!eanm in Wilson, Alan Wood, jr, Fernando Wood,

worth.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One hundred and thirty-five mem-
bers have answered to their names, which is not a quornm. The
doors will be closed.

Mr. MORRISON. I move that the Speaker issne his warrant to
the Sergeant-at-Arms to take into custody and bring to the bar the
absentecs,

Mr, CANNON, of Illinois. I move the House adjourn.

The House divided; and there were ayes 19, noes not counted,

Mr. CANNON, of Ilinois. I demand the yeas and nays,

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and decided in the negative—yeas 41,
nays 70, not voting 175; as follows :

YEAS—Messrs. Blp;hy. John H. Baker, William H. Baker, Dradley, Cannon,
Cnnge‘r‘ Crapo, Crounse, "i‘ Hoodjn, Hoar, Joyoe, f,ap ham, Lawrenee,
MeDill, Moma. O'Neill, Pierm Piper, Pnttor, o‘hn Robbms. Sam m,
h!m. A. Herr Smith, Strait, Stevenson, Stowell, Ta ™m-
borgh, Wi Van Vorhes, G. Wi‘lay'Wulla. W‘hito, @hitl.homq
Willard, William B.Willin.ma. James Wilson, and Wood —41.
NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Ainsworth, Ashe, Atkins, Bauning, Bradford, Bright,
gﬁg lénChrkE ‘:fl Ke]:;ii.gckﬁ:, Jobn lll I(;L“k' eroI Missouri, (,l)mer thrlrl?:'
wn.n, er, rell, Durant rham, Finley, Fran
Gause, Andrew H. Hamilton, Hardenbergh, mﬁg‘harmﬂ. Hereford, Abram
S Hewltt. Goldsmith W, Hewitt, Holman, House, Thomas L. Jones, Franklin
a% Gearga M. Landers, Lord Luttmll, Mackey, Maish, Meads, Metoaife,
nﬂ{utchler‘ Pa; o,hI’up leton, Powell, Randall, John
gam Tocen B Reil iddle, wmmu.ﬂ ins, Miles Ross, Scales, Sheakley,
Bingle eton, Spnn éuﬁgn Thmckmmwn Turnev John L. Vance,
Wlu%lnwn, .Mp illiamn, Jeremiah N. Williams, Yeates,
an( n
NOT V TILNG-—Mm Adams, Anderson, George A. Bagley, John H. Bagley,
jr., Ballou, Banks, Bass, Beobe, Bell, Blackburn, Blair, Bland, Bliss, Dlount, Bﬁ:e.
Jobn Yonnﬁﬁmw‘n. William R. Brown, Buckner, Horatio C Burchard, Samuel D.
Burchard  Barleigh, Cabell, John H. Cnlllwell, William P. Laidwell Campbell,
Candler, Cmn. Caswall, C: a.ulﬂeld Chapin, Chittenden, Collins, Lux Lu!ber-
BOM, ril, Darrall, Davis, Demson. Dobbins. Douglaa. Dunnell, Eden,
El]fu, Elv. Evans. Faunlkner, Fel Fort, Foster, Freeman, Frye, Fuller, Garﬁcld
Gibson, Glover, Goode, Gunter, Robert Hamilton, Hancock, Haralson, Ben-
jﬂmi.n . Harr . Henry R. Harris, John T. Harris, Harrison, Hntcher ]Iatharn
aymond, Hnys, Hendee, Henderson, Henkle, Hill, Hog Hooker, H kins, Hos-
kins, Hubbell, Hunter, Hunton, H Hurlbut, Hyman, Jenks, Frank Jones, Kas-
son, Kehr, Kelley, Kim‘ball, King, Knott, Lamar, Lcavunworth Le
Levy, Lewis, Lynch, Lynde, MacDougall, McCrary, McFarland, MeMahon, Miller,
lmn Money, Nash, Neal, New, Norton, 0' Brfm, Odell, Oliver, Puker Phelps,
¥. Philips, Willism A. Phillips, Plaisted, Platt, Pratt, Pmm,
Bwo, Roberta. Robin sun, éob:eaki Bma. Rusk, Savage, S5a ehar.
&:hu ar, Seelye, Slamom. malls, William E. Smith, Sonthaml lu. i%cm:ar,
wann, Thomas, Martin I. Townsend, Tucker, Tufts, Ro ance,
Waddell, Wait, Waldron, Charles C. B Walker Gi!b«rtc Walker, Aloxander 8.
Wallace, John W. Wallace, Walling, h, Ward, Warren, Watterson, Erastos
Ee Y SR T e L T R
ames I). Williams, is, V¥ D, i+ 3
Fernando Wood, and Woodworth—175.

8o the House refused to adjonrn.
The SPEAKER pro fo The pending question is on the motion
of the ntlema.n from Illinois [Mr. Morrisox] that the Speaker

issne his warrant to the Sergeant-at-Arms to take into custody and
bring to the bar members of the House absent without its leave. -
Mr. CONGER. I move that all further proceedings under the call

be dispensed with.
Mr. MORRISON. Does not my motion take precedence?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to dispense with all fur-
ther proceedings under the call takes precedence.

Mr. PAGE. Idemand the yeas and nays on the motion to dispense
with all further proceedings under the call.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas
35, nays 72, not voting 170 ; as follows:

YEAS —Messrs. John IL Bakor. Bradley. Cannon, Conger, Crapo, Davy, Eames,
TFoster, Henderson, Joyce, Laphszu, Lawrence, Mn«mm. MeDill, Honmo. O'Nem
I‘aclu_-r, Page, Picreo, " Potter, ‘Jﬂfln Sinnickson, Strait, Stevenson, Rtovmll
Tarbox. Thompson, Thornburgh, Washington Townsend, Tufts, Van Vnrhu, G.
Wiley Wells, Willard, William B. Williams, and James Wilson—33.

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Ainsworth, Ashe, Atkins, 'Ba-rht\ B-mn:dni;wl
PBright,"Caulfield, John B. Clarke of ht.ntunk\r John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clsr-
mer, Cochrane, Cook, Cowan, Cutler, Dibrell, Durand Dnrhnm Eden bert, Fin-
ley, Franklin, Gause, Goodin, Andrew H. Hamilton, I!a-rdonbergi] i[artridgo,
Hartzell, Haymnnd. Hercford, Abram S, Hewitt, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Holman,

ou.se] ‘[-[u.ntnﬂ. '1 omas L. Jones, Kehr, Lane, Lui.tmll Mackey, Maish, Meade,
M fo, Mills, R;;aan. Morrison, Mutehler, Pmpletun Powell, Randall, John
Reilly, James B. Reilly, Riddle, Miles Ross, Scales, Sheakley, A. Herr Smith,
Springer, Stenger, Teese. Terry. Throckmorton, Turney, John L. Vance, Whit.
lhornu, W ton, A Tg‘heus 8. Willisms, James Williams, Jeremiah N. Williams,

Yea
NOT VOTIN(‘—g}{mrs. Adams, Anderson, George A. Bagley, John H.
r.. William H. Baker, Ballon, Banks, Bass, Beebe, Bell. thkhum, Blair, B
iaa, Elount, Boone, ‘Tohn Young Brown, William R. Brown, Buckner, Horatio
C Burchard, Samuel D. Burchard, Burleigh, Cabeil John H. Caldwell WiI!inm P.
Caldwell, Campbell, Candler, Cason, Caswell. Cate, Lhn]é‘l:. Chittenden, Collins,
Cox, Crounse, Culberson, Danford, Darrall, Davis, De it, Denison, Dobbhm,
Donglas, Dunnell, Eilis, Ely, Evans. Fm:llmm‘. Felton, . Forney, Fnrt,
Frye, Fuller, Guﬂald, Gibson; Glover, Goode, Guntar, Hale, Robert Hamilton,
Hanenck, Haralson, jamin W, Ilarris, Henry R. John T. Harris, Harri-
son, Hatcher, ITathorn, Iays, Hendee, Henklo, Hi.ll. Hoar, Hooker, Hopkins,
Tloskins, Hubbell, IIunter, Hurd, Hurlbnt, Hyman, Jenka. k Jones, Kasson,
Kelley, Kimhall, Kin'r Knot(' anr. Franklin Landers, Grorge M. Landers, Leav-
iy ]?' Lowis, Lord, Lynch. Lynde, MacDougall, MeCrary, Me-
Far]s.nd Muﬂuhoﬂ. Miller, Milliken, Money, Nash, Neal. New, Norton, O'Brl
Odell, Oliver Payne, Phelps. John F. I’hlhps. William A. Phll]jpe, Piﬁer P]liated
Plau., Pratt, Parman, Rainey, Rea, Reagan, Rmeé;)'ohu Robbins, William AL Rob:
bins, Roberts, Robinson, Sobieski Ross, Rnsk, Savase, bm{lar Schlnichar Se!m-
maker, Seelye, Singleton, Slemons, Smalls, William E. th, Southard, r
‘@aucer Stone, Swann, Thomas, Martin 1. Townsend. Tucker, Robert B.
ldell, Wait, Waldron, Charles C. B. Walker, Gilbert C. Walker, Alomdur‘i.
Wallace, John W. Wallace, Walling, Walsh, Ward, Warren, Watterson, Erastus
Wells, Wheeler, White, Whitehouse, Whiting. Wikn. Andrew Willinms, Charles
G. Williams, James ). Williams, Willis, Wilshire, Bemmn ‘Wilson, Alan Wood,
Jjr, Fernando Wood, Woodburn, and Woodworth—179,

So the motion was not a, to.

Mr. FOSTER. I move that the House do now adjourn.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cannot entertain that mo-
tion. The Chair must direct a warrant to issue to take into custody
absentees and bring them to the bar of the House.

Mr. FOSTER. y sof

ley,

u

an,
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Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order. The House has not or-
dered the warrant to be issned. That was the motion pendin
the motion was made to dispense with further proceedings under the
call. The House has not voted on it.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. After the Honse has refused to sus-
pend further proceedings under the call the Chair certainly recog-
nizes it as his duty to issue his warrant for the arrest of the absentees.

Mr. HOAR. Without the authority of the House ?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes, sir,

Mr. HOAR. I take an appeal from that decision.

Mr. RANDALL. I move to lay that appeal on the table.

Mr. PAGE. And upon that I call for the yeas and nays.

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Has the House
ordered the absentees to be sent for.

Mr. HOAR. It has not.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House, however, has ordered a call
of the Honse, and has refused to auspend further proceedings under
the eall. Under those cirecumstances nothing is left to the Chair but
to rule that his warrant shounld issue, so that upon that warrant the
absentees may be brought to the bar of the House.

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the usual practice has been otherwise.

Mr. HOAR. I believe the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]
and every other experienced member will agree with me in saying
that that has never been done without the order of the House.

Cries of “ Regular order!”

r. HOL The rule is very clear in regard to this matter.
And I desire now to submit the nusual motion that the Speaker do
issue his warrant to the Sergeant-at-Arms to take into custody the
absentees and to bring them to the bar of the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has looked at the rule and
the Chair stands corrected. The order for the issne of the Speaker’s
warrant must be made by the House.

* Mr. LUTTRELL. I move that an order do now issue for the arrest
of the absentees,
Mr. FOSTER. I have moved that the House do now adjourn.
Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a question of order. When the two mo-
tions, the motion to adjourn and the motion fo dispense with further
proceedings nnder the call have been voted down, I submit that the
only other motion in order is the purely formal one that the Speaker
issne his warrant for the arrest of the absentees. I submit that this
is the motion now pending.
Mr. };{EREFOR . Otherwise we never could have a call of the
House
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must entertain the motion
to adjourn. The consequence pointed out by the gentleman from
West Virginia is not the fault of the ruling of the Chair, but of
the rules themselves.
Mr. HEREFORD. I submit that the ruling has been uniform.
When a call of the House has Been ordered, these dilatory motions
have not been recognized.
Several members called for the regular order. .
The SPEAKER im tempore. The regular order is the motion of the
gentleman from Ohio that the Hounse do now adjourn.
Mr. CLYMER. I move to reconsider the voie by which the House
refused to adjourn.
Mr. THORNBURGH. Pendingthat, I move that the House adjonrn.
Mr. CLYMER. I submif that mymotion is more highly privileged.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The last vote was not a vote on the
motion to adjourn.
Mr. CLYMER. It was a prior vote, and I move to reconsider that
vote.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. But amotion to adjourn isnow pending.
Mr. CLYMER. The motion to reconsider is of higher privilege. I
do not yield for a motion to adjourn.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman cannot hold the floor
against a motion to adjourn.
Mr. CLYMER. When I have made a motion to reconsider the vote
by which the House refused to adjourn, I ask what right has another
gentleman to be recognized to make a motion to adjourn?
Mr. FOSTER. My motion to adjourn was made before the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania took the floor.
Mr. CLYMER. Then I am in error. .
Mr. JAMES B. REILLY. Irise to a parliamentary inquir{. The
entleman from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON] made a motion that the
peaker issne his warrant to the Sergeant-at-Arms, commanding him
to bring in the absentees. Pending that a motion was made to ad-
journ, which was voted down. Then a motion was made to dispense
with all further proceedings under the call. That also was voted
down. My ingniry is whether the motion of the gentleman from Illi-
nois is not now Eroparly before the House ; whether the proceedings
do nof recur to that 1

. Mr. MORRISON. May I also be allowed to make an inquiry? and
all these inquiries can be answered at once. I understood the Speaker
to rnle that absentees cannot be brought in except on a motion sub-
mitted and an order made by the Hounse. I understood him also to
rule that the motion to dispense with further proceedings under the
call would have precedence over such a motion and that the motion
to adjonrn would have precedence over that motion. If that be so,
there is mo way in which absentees can be brought in at all under the
raling of the Chair,

when |

Mr. FOSTER. That is the fault of the rules.

Mr. MORRISON. And therefore I move that the House adjourn.

i Mr. HEREFORD. I hope upon that statement the House will ad-
0T,

Mr. RANDALL. I do not want the statement just made to go un-
challenged; because I believe that when the House is without a quo-
rum the rule provides that there are but two motions in order, a mo-
tion to adjourn and a motion for a call of the House.

Mr. JAMES B. REILLY. I respectfully ask for the rulingof the
Chair on my motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has ruled upon it.

Mr. HEREFORD. I move that we adjourn.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is already pending.

Mr. HEREFORD. I call for the regnlar order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Undoubtedly it is the rule that the
House has a right to adjourn if it desires to do so, and that the mo-
tion to adjourn is in order, and, further than that, the Chair has nof
ruled upon this question.

The question was put on the motion to adjourn; and on a division
there were—ayes 66, noes 65. A

Mr. LAWRENCE. Carried unanimously,

Mr. CAULFIELD. I call for tellers.

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr, HEWITT, of New York, and Mr. HERE-
FORD were appointed. :

The House divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 43, noes 60.

Mr. CONGER. I ecall for the yeas and nays.

Mr. ATKINS. Is it in order to have a proposition made? Let us
have a proposition.

‘The question was put on ordering the yeas and nays; and there
were—ayes 33, noes 65; so (one-fifth voting in favor thereof) the yeas
and nays were ordered.

The question was taken, (at three o’clock a. m. ;) and there were—
yeas 43, nays 70, not voting 176; as follows:

= L4
YEAS—Mesars. Bagby, John H. Baker, Bradley, Cannon, Conper, Cﬁ:ﬁo,
Crounse, Davy, Eames, , Goodin, Haymond, Henderson, Hoar, Joyee, r,
Lapham, Lawrence, Magoon, MeDill, Monroe, O'Neill, Packer, Pierce, Potter,
Sampson, Sinnickson, A. Herr Smith, Strait, Stowell, Tarbox, Thom% Thorn-
buargh, Washington Townsend, Tufts, Van Vorhes, G. Wiley Wells, te, Wil-
lard. William B. Williams, James Wilson, and Woodbnro—43.

NAYS—Messrs. Ainsworth, Ashe, Atkins, Bauning, Bradford, Bright, Canlfield,
John B. Clarke of Kentucky, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clymer, Cochrane,
Cook, Cowan, Co glas, Durham, Eden, Egbert, Forney, Franklin,
. Hamilton, Hardenbergh, Hartridge, Hartzell, Abram 8, Hew-
itt, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Holman, Honse, Hunton, Thomas L. Joues, Franklin
Landers, Lane, Levy, Lord, Luttrell, Mackey, Maish. Meade, Metealfe, Mills,
Mo Morrison, Mutchler, Payne, Randall, John Reilly, James B. Reilly, Rice,
Riddle, Miles Ross, Scales, Sheakley, Singleton, Spriv%er Stenger, Teese, Terry,
Throckmorton, Turney, John L. Vance, W’i:[t.t.buma. gg’lnton, Alpheans 5. Will-
iams, James Williams, ?mtea. and Young—70.

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Anderson, George A. Bagley, John H,
Bagley, ﬂ'.. William H. Baker, Ballou, Banks, Bass, Beebe. Bell, Blackburn, Blair,
Bland, Bliss, Blount, Boone, John Yonng Brown, William R. Brown. Buoek.
ner, Horatio C. Burchard, Samuel D. Burchard, Burleigh, Cabell, John H. Cald.-
well, William P. Caldwell, Campbell, Candler, Cason, Caswell, Cate, Chapin. Chit-
tenden, Collins, Culberson, Danford, Darrall, Davis, De Bolt, Denison, Dibrell,
Dobbins, Dunnell, Durand, Ellis, Ely, Evans, Faulkner, Felton, Finley, Fort,
Freeman, Frye, Fuller, Garfield, Gibson, Glover, Goode, Guunter, Hale, Robert
Hamilton, Hancock, Haralson, Benjamin W. Harris. Henry R. Harris, John T,
Iarris, Harrison, Hateher Hathorn Hays, Hendee, Henkle, Hereford, Hill, °,
Hooker, Hopkins, Hoskins, Hubbell. Hunter, Hurd, Hurlbut, Hyman, Jenks,
Frank Jones, Kasson, Kelley, Kimball, King, Knott, Lamar George M. Landers,
Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Lewis, Lynch, Lynde, MacDongall, MeCrary, McFar-
land, McMabon, Miller, Milliken, Money, Nash, Neal, New, Norton, (' Brien, Odell,
Oliver, Page, Phelps, John F. Philips, W A. Phillips. Piper, Plaisted, Platt, Pop-

leton, Powell, Pratt. Purman, ney, Rea, Reagan, John Robbins, William M,

bbins, Roberts, Robinson, Sobieski Ross, Rusk, Savage, Sayler, Schleicher,
Schomaker, Seelye, Slemons, Smalls, William E. Smith, Sonthard, Sparks, S@nmr.
Stevenson, Stone, Swann, Thomas, Martin I. Townsend, Tucker, Robert B, Vanee,
Waddell, Wait. Waldon, Charles C. B. Walker, Gilbert C. Walker, Alexander 8.
Wallace, Jochn W. Wallace, Walling, Walsh, Ward, Warren, Watterson, Erastus
Wella, Wheeler, Whitehouse, Whiting, Wike, Andrew Williams, Charles G. Will-
iams, James D. 'Wi]limns, Jeremish N, Williams, Willis, Wilshire, Benjamin Wil-
son, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, and Woodworth—176.

So the Honse refused to adjourn,
Mr. MORRISON. I now renew my motion that the Sergeant-at-
Arms be directed to brinﬂn the absentees.
M:éd HOAhR. I move that all proceedings under the call be dis-
nsed with.
peThe SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair has entertained that mo-
tion and also a motion to adjourn. While the Chair mcset:%nizes the
fact that all proceedings nnder the eall can be dispensed with, yet
the Chair does not understand the rule to apply to such an extent as
to destroy the whole proceedings under the call. The Chair there-
fore having entertained that motion and also a motion to adjourn he
will now entertain a motion that warrants be issued to the Sergeant-
at-Arms to arrest and bring to the bar of the House the absentees.
Mr. PAGE. I move to lay that motion on the table.
Mr. HOAR. 1 desire to appeal from the decision of the Chair. I
desire the Chair to hear me.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman.
Mr. RANDALL. I submit that there can be no appeal from the
decision of the Chair nnless there is a quornm present. That is not
rovided for as one of the motions under the rule that can be made
uring a call of the House.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must rule that the House
finding itself withont a quornm is reduced to two motions. It may
adjourn or it may enforce the attendance of absent members, and




0648 CONGRESSIONAL

RECORD—HOUSE. Avaust 14,

geyqud that the House can do nothing, in the judgment of the
ir.

Mr. HQAR. I desire to say to the Chair that I stated that I took
an appeal from his decision, and the Chair was kind enough to say
he wonld hear me, and then the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
RaxpaLL] immediately ad - the Chair and the Chair decided
upon his motion.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The gentleman appealed from the de-
cision of the Chair.

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest to the House that less than a quorum
cannot reverse a decision of the Chair.

Mr. MORRISON. May I be allowed to say a word upon this point
of order ?

The SPEAKER

Mr. MORRISON.
the class of privileged motions, like the mofion tolay on the table or
the motion to adjourn, which must be put according to their ﬁﬁt of
precedence and not according to the time of their presentation. These
two motions, the one not beinﬁ more highly privileged than the other,
must be put in the order in which they are made.

Mr. L RELL. I understand the ruling of the Chair from the
beginning of this session down to the present fime has been that
when the House finds itself withont a quornm but two motions are
in order, a motion to adjourn and a motion for a call of the House,
The Honse has refused to adjourn, and the only thing in order is a
call of the House, which has been ordered, and the order for the arrest
of members should be now made.

Mr. FOSTER. You may change your mind.

Mr. LUTTRELL. You are always ready to change your mind to
crowd out free speech.

fM:& SPRINGER. I desiretosubmit a remark or fwo npon the point
of order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman.

Mr. HOAR. Am I not entitled to the floof on my point of order?

The SPEAKER ﬂm tempore The Chair supposed he had a right to
hear gentlemen who desire to speak on the point of order.

Mr. HOAR. Certainly;.but the Chair was good enough to say he
would hear me.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair supposed he had heard the
gentleman.

Mr. HOAR. I have not said anything on the subject of my point
of order yet.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentlemen
now.

Mr. HOAR. The question of order raised by the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. MORRISON] goes against the universal practice of the
House. I think every experienced member knows that it has been
the right of the minority, a right which the democratic party have
eonjoyed and used to the fullest extent for sixteen years, to make dila-
tory motions.

A MEMBER. Louder!

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The Chair hopes that particular
specieg of disorder will not be resorted to.

Mr. HOAR. I suppose only those who have in their heads some
substitute for brains will make that disorder.

Mr. RANDALL. Let those words be taken down. [Imughter.%

Mr. HOAR. To establish the rule contended for would bé a de-
struction of the right which has been acecorded to the minority for
time out of mind, and it would be a most revolutionary p ing.
The Honse has the right at any time to dispense with further pro-
ceedings under a call, whether before the order to bring in the ab-
sentees, while that order is being executed, when a part of the ab-
sentees have been brought in, or when they have all been bronght in.

The SPEAKER tempore. Does the gentleman mean to say se-
riously to the Cbair that, fifteen members of the House being present,
they cannot enforee the attendance of absent members?

Mr. HOAR. Ido. I mean to say that the right of the minority to
make dilatory motions, the right known as filibustering, in this case
the right to alternate the motion to adjonrn and the motion to dis-
pense with all further proceedings under the ecall, to stop all busi-
ness, is an absolute right under the rules of the House, and there is
no possible escape for the majority except to deny that right which
exists under the rules of the Honse.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to speak seriously
upon this subject and in no other manner. The Chair recognizes
the fact that motions to adjourn, as well as other dilatory mo-
tions, may be made at any time. But what the Chair desires the
gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. HoARr] to state is whether that

ntleman holds that it is impossible for less than a majority of the

onse to enforce the attendance of absent members,

Mr. HOAR. Against the resistance of one-fifth of the members
present who may choose to alternate these motions and ecall the yeas
and nays upon vhem, I do so hold.

Mr. HOLMAN. Allow me to say—

Mr. HOAR. And I will be perfectly willing to take the recollee-
tion of the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HOLMAN? upon that point.

Mr. HOLMAN. I mustsaythattheraleiscertainly well established
that when two motions, one to adjourn and the other for a call of
the House, are made, the motion to adjourn takes precedence. But
after the motion to adjourn has been voted down and the House has

ro tempore. Certainly.

As I understand it, these two motions are not of | be

ordered a call of the House to be made, a motion to adjourn is not
then in order. The only motion then in order, and in order at every
successive stage of the proceedings, is the motion that further pro-
ceeding under the call be dispensed with. That has always been
held in this Honse to be parliamentary law; and thereis no exce
tion to it except this, that at the end of a very weary contest, in
order to cut the matter short, a motion to adjourn has been aceepted
nem. con. without any point of order being raised upon it.

Mr. HOAR. The Chair will see that it is in the power of the mi-
nority to accomplish the same result in a dozen other ways, a8 when
a member is brought in and a motion is made to excuse him, the yeas
and nays can be called on that motion.

The SPEAKER pro fem The question is whether the House
has the power to send for and compel the attendance of absent mem-

IS, .

Mr. HOAR. The gentleman from Indiana thinks that the motion

to adjourn during a call of the House is not in order. I will call his

attention to the following in Barclay’s Digest :

Tonirmah 1. 3 page S8, | Tuecd ab reotion, expt o0 s
X . no mot

the call, is mr’:g‘wruinéd during a call.)

Mr. HOLMAN. Where is that?

Mr. HOAR. On page 38 of Barclay’s Digest.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chairhas held that no motion ex-
cept one pertaining to a call of the House isin order. But the Chair
holds that the House has power to enforce the attendance of absent
members, and that the motion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Monmsmg!a.—-

o Mr. HO If the Chair will pardon me for making the sugges-
ion—

Mr. TERRY. I hope the Chair will decide this qnestion and be
done with it.

Mr. HOAR. T desire to ask the Chair whether the power to enforce
the attendance of members does not involve the power not to do it,
and therefore whether a motion todispense with further proceedings
under the call is not in order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not willing to hold that
the House has no power to enforce the attendance of its members,
and will therefore rule that the motion of the gentleman from Mlinois
[Mr. SpRINGER] that a warrant be issued for the arrest of members
absent withont leave is in order. From that ruling the gentleman
from Massachusetts [ Mr. HoAr] takes an appeal.

Mr. SPRINGER. The Chair will pardon me. I understood that
the motion to lay on the table was insisted upon as being in order,
and that that was the question on which the point of order was made.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A motion has been made to lay the
appeal on the table.

r. SPRINGER. Does the Chair entertain that motion to lay on
the table? That is the point to which I desired to direct attention.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly; the Chair cannot do other-

wise.

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the Chair hear me a moment on the subject
of the motion to lay on the table?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly; the Chair will be glad to
hear the gentleman.

Mr. SPRINGER. In Cuoshing’s Law and Practice of Legislative
Assemblies, page 103, the Chair will find this rule laid down :

A motion for a call of the House cannot be suppressed by a motion to lie on the
table, but must be decided specifically.

My point is that, if you cannot suppress the motion for a call of
the House by a motion to lay on the table, you cannot by a mmilar
motion suppress subsequent proceedings, as, for instance, the order to
send for absentees.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. Does the gentleman from Illinois
m:]an ;o say to the Chair that the motion to lay on the table is not in
order

Mr. SPRINGER. I do, sir. I so asserf, and I have quoted the
law for it. The only motion in the first place is for a eall of the
House, and then only such motions are in order as pertain to that
call. Hence it has been decided in this House that a motion to lay
on the table a motion for a call of the Honse was notinorder. Why?
Becanse it did not pertain to the call, but was merely a dilatory mo-

a call of the House.—
ourn or with reference to

tion.

The BPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman mean to say that
a motion to lay on the table an appeal from the decision of the Chair
is not in order !

Mr. SPRINGER. That pertains to the business before the House
and must be disposed of at once.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unquestionably; and that is the mo-
tion before the House. ]

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not understand that that was the motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It certainly is the motion before the

House.

Mr. SPRINGER. I understood it was a motion to lay on the table
the motion to issue a warrant fo bring in absentees. The motion to
lay on the table the appeal from the decision of the Chair is in order
of course.

Mr. CLYMER. Will the Chair state the question?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has decided that the mo-
tion of the gentleman from Illinois that a warrant sball issue for ab-
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sentees is now in order. From that decision, the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts has taken an apgeal_

Mr. HOAR. The Chair does not quite state the exact posture of
the question. The decision from which T desire to take an appeal is
the ruling that a motion to suspend proceedings under the call is not
in order till the motion of the gentleman from Illinois is disposed of.

Mr. CLYMER. I move to lay the appeal on the table.

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. CLYMER, there
were—ayes 86, noes %

Mr. Wy . As there is no quorum voting I ask for fellers.

Mr. BANNING and Mr. CLYMER called for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. MUTCHLER. I rise to a point of order. I understood the
Speaker to rule a moment ago that in the absence of a quorum only
two motions were in order : the motion to adjourn and the motion for
a call of the House. But I understand that now the Chair has enter-
tained a motion to lay on the table an appeal. I want to know
whether that motion is in order or not.

The SPEAKER pro {empore. The Chair cannot decline to enter-

tain it.
Mr. HOAR. At any rate, the point comes too late.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under any circumstances, the Chair

could not avoid entertaining the motion. Gentlemen must know
that these dilatory motions can be made indefinitely.

Mr. MUTCHLER. In view of the previous statement of the Chair
that only two motions—the motion to adjourn and a motion for a
eall—were in order, I wish to know how it is in order to now make a
motion to lay an appeal on the table.

The'SPEAKER pro tempore. Unquestionably every gentleman in
the House knows that these dilatory motions can be kept up in-
definitely. There is no means of avoiding it, so far as the Chair is
informed. He would be vegﬂil)n;)?l to sto]l:; it, if it conld be done.

Mr. MUTCHLER. I und the Chair to rule that the m;liy
motions in order, in the absence of a quornm, were the motion to ad-
journ and the motion for a call of the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending that, an appeal is taken from
the decision of the Chair. Does the gentleman suppose the Chair can
refose to entertain an appeal from his decision ?

Mr. MUTCHLER. Can less than a quornm decide the question ?

The SPEAKER pro tmtgore, It cannot.

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the Chair hear me a2 moment on the right of

a 17

E:iea of “ Regular order.”]

. HOL . Af first blush it would seem that the right existed,
although I have never known if in my experience. In an attempt
to break a call of the Honse, I have never known the existence of
the point in my experience, neither has the gentleman from Massa-
ihumﬁ)ts, I venture to say, nor any other gentleman who has served

ere long.

Mr. HgAR. Has the ﬁentlaman ever heard of such a speech as he
is deli\rerin% while the House is dividing? [Laughter.]

Mr. MUTCHLER. Is debate in order?

Mr. HOAR. Certainly it is not while the House is dividing.

Mr. HOLMAN. The reason why the appeal cannot be taken is be-
cause this is not the House in the absence of a quornm. It cannot
establish a rule. It cannot establish an order. It must proceed sim-
ply under the rule. It cannot vary from that rule. The rule is con-
stitntionally defined and based on constitutional provision.

If the Chair will indulge me I will read three propgsitions npon
which the whole matter rests. First, the constitutional provision,
with which the Chair is familiar; that is, the House may, which
means shall, compel the attendance of absent members in snch man-
ner and under such penalties as each House may provide. Under
that constitutional Emvisian the following rules have been estab-
tablished, and I wish to say to my friend from Massachusetts that he
was not reading from the rules, but from the interpolation of the com-
piler, drawn from the casual events of the House in the ordina
course of business from year to year; so they are not to be mgardg
as the law of the House. Therefore I depend upon the rules,

Mr. FOSTER. Thc{ are pmt?' good authority.

Mr. HOLMAN. Rule 34 provides that any fifteen members (includ-
ing the Bpeaker, if there be one) shall be authorized to compel the
attendance of absent members. That was made to carry out the con-
sﬁtutionu;dpmviaion. Rules 35 and 36 are to be taken together. They
are rules adopted by the Hounse under thé constitutional provision,
and they are the only ones directly applicable and covering the whole

und. Rule 35 provides that upon a call of the House or in taking
the yeas and nays on any question the names of the members ghall be
called alphabetically.

Rule aﬂmvidea that upon the call of the House the names of the
members shall be called over by the Clerk and the absentees noted ;
after which the names of the absentees shall again be called over;
the doors shall then be shut and those for whom no excuse or insuf-
ficient excuses are made may, by order of those present, if fifteen in
number, be taken into custody as they appear, or may be sent for and
taken into custody wherever to be found, by special messengers, to be
appointed for that purpose.

All else is merely an interpolation npon those leading rules estab-
lished nnder the Constitution. The result deduced from this is that
while a motion to suspend all further proceedings nnder the call may
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be made at every stage from the necessity of the case, it is the only
motion which can be made. Appeal cannof be taken from the de-
cision of the presiding officer, for the reason that it is not an organ-
ized House, but simply aecting under constitutional provision to
compel the attendance of a quorum, On that account I have never
known an instance until this evening of the taking of an appeal,
and none can be found in our history, None is in order except when
ertaining directly to the call. The call must be dispensed with be-
ore an ad%oummeut can take place ; although, as I have stated, there
are many exceptions to that; but they were exceptions when no
int of order was made. Those regnlar steps are peremptory, and
ave been ouitivel%enfomed over and over again in past years.
Where a of the House has been ordered, no motion has been en-
tertained except at every successive stage where all further pro-
ceedings under the call be dispensed with, A member is brought in,
and is excused or not excused, and there is another stage. Then a
motion to susEpend all further proceedings under the call is in order,
and so on. Every gentleman can see that if is the inevitable logic
of the constitutional provision, and those are the necessary steps
which must result from it in bringing about a quornm in the Honse.
The gentleman from Massachusetts will not assert that one-third of-
the members present may by alternate motions render the constitu-
tional provision void. :

Mr, HOAR. My answer to that is that the Constitution makes
fifteen or more a quornm of the Honse, and for this purpose we act
as a House. The Speaker retains the chair, the Clerk makes the
Journal, and the whole proceedings are read the next day, It has
the authority of a House.

Mr. MUTCHLER. I ask the gentleman to yield for a question.

Mr. HOAR. Certainly.

Mr. MUTCHLER. Buppose upon a question to lay an appeal upon
the table it is found a quorum is not voting, is it in order to move
again that there be a call of the House?

Mr, HOAR. No, sir.

Mr. MUTCHLER. What is the next thing in order then?

Mr. HOAR. On all questions relating to a call of the House a quo-
rum is not necessary ; not merely on the general question, but on the
subsidiary questions connected with a.

Mr. MUTCHLER. The pending «:Lt;estion is on laying on the table
an appeal from the decision of the Chair. Now, if on the vote on that
question the House is found without a quoram, what then?

Mr. HOAR. That is a question pertaining to the proceedings un-
der the call of the House, and a vote of fifteen members is sufficient.
Another answer to the gentleman is, that wherever a body of men
are acting with a presiding officer at their head, any member has the
right, by universal parliamentary law, to take an appeal from his de-
cision to the body itself.

The SPEAKEE pro tempore, The Chair will undoubtedly enter-
tain the appeal from the decision; but the Chair will not hold that
the House can thereby be deprived of the power of sending for its
absent members.

Mr. EDEN. If the motion to adjourn be now in order, I make that
mofion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is a motion now pending to lay
on the table an appeal from the decision of the Chair.

Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana, rose.

The SPEAKER pro lempore. The Chair desires to hear nothing at
this time except on the parliamentary question. The Chair will very
gladly hear th%gentleman from Indiana on the question of order.

Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana. This is a new question to me; and I
discover that the House is very much plagued over it. If the object
be to get rid of it, I want to make a suggestion to the House. This
difficnlty has been raised by two members of the Committee on Bank-
ing and Currency. If the House will now connect with this question
the question of nbacks and silver currency and send it to that
committee, I think we may get out of this diffieculty. [Laughter.]

Mr. FOSTER. Imove that the time of the gentleman from Indi-
una be extended. [Laughter.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the question of laying on the table
the appeal taken bg the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. Hog]]
tge ye?is and nays have been ordered. The Clerk will proceed to
the roll.

Mr, AINSWORTH. I would like to have the question stated.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the

ntleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr.CLYMER.] The Chair has already,

e thinks, stated it plainly enough.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 82, nays 19, not vot-

ing 185 ; as follows:

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Ainsworth, Asbe, Atkins, B(?lga':';' Banning, y
Bright, Caulfield, John B. Clarke of Kentueky, Jobn B. , jr..of Cly-
mer, Cochrane, Gou%.gook. Cowan, Cutler, Dibrell, Durham, Eden, Egbert, Fin-
ley, Forney, Foster, klin, Gaunse, Goode, Goodin, Andrew H. , Har-
den! h, 'Elam-ldgo. Hartzell. Henderson, Hereford, Abram 8. Hewitt, Goldsmith
W. Hewitt, Holman, House, Hunton, Thomas L. Jones, Kebr, Franklin Launders,
Lane, , Lord, Luttrell, Mackey, Maish, McDill, Meade, Metcalfe, Mills, Mor-
B Morrison, Mutchler, Payne, Poppleton, Potter, Randall, John Reilly, James

Iteilly, Rice, Riddle, Miles Ross, Scales, Sheakley, Bingleton, Springer, Stenger,
Stevenson, Tarbox, Teese, Terry, Thompson, Throckmorton, Turney, Van Vorhes,
John L. Vanco, Wizgintos, Alpheas 8. Williams, James Williams, and Yeates—e3.

NAYS—Messrs. Tirm!lay. Crapo, Crounse, Eames, Hoar, Joyce, Lapbam, O'Neill,
Packer, Page, Pierce, Sampson, A. Herr Smith, Thornburgh, Washi Town
send, G. Wiley Wells, White, Willard, and Jawes Wilson —19.

Ham!
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NOT VOTING—Messra, Adams, Anderson, George A. Dagley, John IL Bagley,
"IB , John H. Baker, William H. Baker, Dallon, Banks, Bass, Bieebo, Bell, Blackburn,
lair, Bland, B‘liaa, Blmmt., Boone, John Young DBrown, William' E. Bro Buck-

ner, Horatio C. Burchard, Samuel D, Bure Burlelgh, Cabell, John H. Cald-
mﬁ. WﬂliamP vmﬂ Campbell, Candler, Cannon, Cason, Caswell, Cate, Cha-
Chittenden, Co Cox, Gnlburaon. Danfonl Darrall, Davis, Day' Yy l)o Bolt,
Dobhins, Dou, Dunnell, Durand, Ellis, Ely, Evans, Faulkner, Felton,
Fort, Freeman, Frye, or, Gan‘i Glbwn, Glomr‘ lmt.er "Hale, Robert Ham-
ilton, Haneock, Hn.n'ia, Heory R. Harrls, John T. Hatrls.
= H&tﬁh«r I{sﬂgnﬂ = r]1 a‘E‘[':'rd chdmbumikll;' Hill, JH 1
er, kins, oaki.na, u nnt.ar Hurlbat, mn.n. en ‘ra.nk
Ji unas.m S I:.Em f[.n.mgr gmrga L;)nllers. L;{w
rence, Leavenwo oyne, Lew e, Mac ougall, Mo-
Crary, Liul"arlm‘;:hi!cm;hoin lﬂ]ﬂm. oney, M :gmumo. Nash, Nedl, Nuw.
Norton, O'Bri Oliver, Phalpa. John F. Philips, William A. Phillips, P’

en, Odell,
Plaisted, Platt, Powell, I’mttb 'B.nah teagan, John Robhms, ﬁ-
iam M. Bobbins, Roberts inson, Sobieski usk Eava].ggo, ({
cher, Schmmaler, Seelye, igam.le slemons, St Sout.hard
5 'h, Bpencer, Strait, 8 wmn\w owmend.
ﬁrker Tufts, Robert B. V:moe, Wa.ddet], Wait, Waldron, Chul{-.s C. B. Wa]ker.
Gilbert C. Walker, Alexander S. Wa.llncl\vd_g:kn W. Wallace, T‘F’nl.li.\:nﬁgl Walsh,
‘Ward, Warren, Watterson, Erastus Wells, eoler, Whitehounse, Whiting, Whit-
thorne, Wike, Andrew Williams, Charles G. Willlnma, James D). Williams, Jere-
mish N, Williams, William B. W' Willis, Wilshire, Benjamin Wilson, Alan

Wood, jri, Fernando Wood, Woodburn, Woodworth, and Young—185.

Bo the appeal from the decision of the Chair was laid npon the
table.

Mr. CONGER and Mr. LUTTRELL rose.

Mr. CONGER. I rise toaprivileged motion. Imove toreconsider
the vnte just taken.

Mr. L RELL. I move to reconsider the vote iust. taken; and
also move EtAo]gf the motion to reconsider on the table.

The SP R pro tempore. The motion to reconsider the vote just
taken is in order ; and the motion to lay on the table the motion to
reconsider is also in order.

Mr. CONGER. I thought I was recognized to make the motion fo
reconsider. I spoke first,

Mr, LUTTRELL. I believe I was first recognized by the Chair,

Mr. HOLMAN. It is very clear that this motion cannot be enter-
tained. If it could be entertained there could be no such thing as a
call of the House,

Mr. SHEAKLEY, I ask that by unanimous consent we take a re-
ceas until eleven o'clock.

Mr. HOLMAN. Mere dﬂn?ﬁ motions are certainly not in order,
The House having ordered a of the House, and haying refused to
suspend proceedmgﬁ under the call, and nothing having since inter-
vened, I snbmit that the motion to reconsider is not now in order.
The only motion in order is the motion that was made since the call
of the House has been ordered, that the Speaker issue his warrant
for the arrest of absent members,

Mr. SPRINGER. Has the Chair entertained the motion of the gen-

- man from Michigan, [Mr. CONGER{

Mr. LUTTRELL. I have made
on the table.

Mr.SPRINGER. I make the point of order that a motion to recon-
sider the vote by which an appeal was laid upon the table is not in
order. It does not pertain to this call at all.

Mr. MUTCHLER. AsIunderstand it, when it has been ascertained
that there is not a quornm present the only motions in order are a
motion to adjourn and a motion for a call of the House. Wo have
had a call and ascertained that there is not a quorum present; there
is mo other motion in order except a motion to adjourn.
calhli.r HOLMAN. O; if that were true there would be an end to the

Mr. MUTCHLER. I ask the Speaker if any motion is in order ex-

Pt a motion to adjourn ?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from California [Mr.
LuTrreLL] takes it for granted that the action of the House has
been final and moves to reconsider the vote by which the appeal was
laid upon the table, and to lay the motion to reconsider on the table;
otherwise certainly the Chair would hold that no motion is in order
except o motion ta adjourn or a motion to send for absentees.

Mr. MUT I understood the Chair to say that no motion
would be in order but a motion to adjourn.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has said so, but no objec-
tion has been raised to the want of a quornm, and the Chair under-
stood that the last motion has been laid upon the table.

Mr. LUTTRELL. I withdraw the motion to reconsider and lay
upon the table.

Mr, THORNBURGH. I renew it.

Mr. MUTCHLER. I make the point of order that it is not in order;
becanse there is not a quornm present.

The SPEAKER pro ftempore. The Chair must insist that no gentle-
man made the point of order that no quorum was present, and unless
that is done it 1s always regarded that a quorum is present.

Myr. ATKINS. Why, that point has been made all night.

Mr. LUTTRELL. 1 make it and I now ask that the motion of the

ntleman from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON] be put.

Mr. MUTCHLER. The Chair announced on a call of the House
that no quornm was present and ordered the doors to be elosed, and
they are still closed, which shows that there is no quorum pmsent
A niotion has been made to adjourn and lost, and now I submit that
the only other motion in order is to issue a warrant to the Sergeaut—-
at-Arms to bring in the absent members.

e motion to reconsider and lay

5 Mr. ATKINS. I move that the doors be opened and let us all go
ome.

Mr, CONGER. Isthat a privileged motion 1

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What motion does the gentleman from
Tennessee make 1

Mr. ATKINS. My motion was meml in ]Bﬂt.

Mr. MORRISON. I move that the

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chmr holds that ‘it is not in order
to move the reconsideration of a vote as to a decision of the Chair
during a call of the Honse, and that the motion of the gentleman
from Illinois [ Mr. MORRISON] is in order.

Mr. CONGER. I appeal from that decision of the Chair.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman cannot do that. The
Chair will pat tha motion of the gentleman from Illinois that the
House do now adjourn. :

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I ask the gentleman from Illinois to
withdraw that motion for o moment to allow me to ask unanimous
consent to make a statement.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No debate is in order when a motion
to adjoum is Ee

(Crxes of gulm order!” and “Order!” “Order! 1

Mr. HEWITT. of New York. I askunanimous consent for not more

t.ha.n five minutes’
es of “Obj ect' ]
HO I ho there will be no objection.

Mr THORNBURGH. I object, and call Ior the

The question was taken on Mr.
there were—yeas 55, nays 52.

Mr. CAULFIELD. I cali for tellers.

The question was put on Ol'dl!nng& ; and only 18 members
vl?dted Eiherefor, which not being one-fifth of n.qunmm, tellers were not
ordere

Mr. HAMILTOR, of Indiana, and Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, called
for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, 31 members voting therefor.

The question was taken; and there ware—yeaa.ﬁ,naysﬁ-l not voting
169; as follows:

YEAS—Mesars. Abbott, Baghy,
Crapo, Cronnse, Davy, Darham,

order.
MORRISON'S motion to adjourn; and

John H. Baker, Dradley, Cannon, Congor
es, Forney, Fort, Foster, Goodin, Haymon

Henderson, Hoar. Hanton, Hurd, Joyce, Kehr, Franklin Landers, I.npham, Law-
rence, Lord, n@)‘gn MeDill, Mills, Monroe, Morrison, 0'Neill, Packer, Pago,
Pierce, Piper, Po Powell, Sampwn Sinnickson, A. Herr Smith St‘mlt.. Stnvcn
son, Tarbox, Thom son Thornbur-'h Washington Tuwnsond. Tufts. Van Vorhes,
G Wiley Wolls, William® B. Willisms, James Wilson, and Woodburn—

NAYS—HSEH Ainsworth, Ashe, Atkins, Banning, Bradford, Bﬂght. John H.
Caldwell, Ca d, J nhn B Clarke of Kentacky, Jnhu]l(:hrki’ of Miassouri
Clymer, Cochrane, Cowan, Cutler, Dibrell, hden, m anl:lin.
Ganse, dmw II. Hamilton, Hardenbergh, reford,

Goode, An
Abmm 8. Hewit.l:. Goldsmith W, Hewitt, IIolman, Huuse. 'I‘hnmas L Jonns Lam
Levy, Luttrell, Mackey, Maish, Meade, Metcalfe, Morgan, Mutehler, Paynu. Pop-
leton, Randall, John 11y. James B Reilly, Rice, Riddle, William M. Robbina,
Bm m! n, Springer, Stonger Teeso, Terry. Throck-
morton, gmg{s John L. Ynnaa, 1ggmmn, Alpheus 8. Williams, James Will-
and Yeal

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Gmrgﬁe.&. Dagley, John IT B:l?le
i:’:h Willinm H. Baker, Ballou, Banks, Bass, Beebe, Dell Blackburn, Blair, B 3,
ss, Blount, Boone. Jnlm Young Brown, William R. Bmwn Bueknor, Toratio €.
Burchard, Samuel D h, Cabell, William P. Caldwell, Campbell,
Candler, Cason, aawoll, teb hapin, C'hlttonden Collins, Cox, Culberson, Dan’
ford, Darrall, Davis, De Bolt, e:niaon. Douglna. Dunnéll, Darand, Ellis,
08, Faulkner, I‘oltuu, Freeman, Fryo, Fuller, G:u'ﬁ%‘r thwnhﬂlwer.

k, Haralson,
Hntc.her Hathorn, Ha 8, Hendoe, Honkle, 'ﬁill
hnlL Hunter, ITurl ut.I[ Jenks, rnnk
Jones, Kasson, Iif,a i Enott, Lamar, Geo: ders,
enworth, Le Moyne, Lewis, Lyneh, ynde, Mae wall, eCmy }IuFaﬂsnd
MoMahon, Miller, Milliken, Mone ﬂ]{ Nash, Neal, Ne, Norton, O’Br:ua' Odolt Oli-
var‘ Phelps, John F. Philips, William A. Phillips, Plaisted, Platt, Pratt, Purman,
S‘; Reagan, John Robbins, Roberts, Robinson, Sobieski Ross, Ensk, Sav-
g:. yler, Suhleicher Schnmaken Sool[)ie, Slemons, Smalls, William E. Smith,
thard, Sparks, Spencer, Stone, Stowell, Swann, Thomas, Martin I. Townsend
Tneker, Robert B. Vance, Waddell, Wait, Waldron, Charles C. B. Walker, Gilbort
(.. Wal.ker Alexander 8. Wallace, John W. W: Walling, Walsh, Ward,
Watterson, Erastus Wi ‘Wheeler, White, Whitchouse, Whiting, W hit-
ike, Andrew Willlams, Charles G. Williams, .J. amqa D. Wiﬂlama, Jere-
mm!: N Williams, Willis, Wilshire, Benjamin Wilson, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando
Wood, Woodworth, and Young—160.

So the House refused to u%oum

Mr. HOAR. I move that all further pmoee(hngs under the call be
dispensed with.

Mr. MORRISON. I thought I had a motion pending that the
Speaker issue a warrant to-the Sergeant-at-Arms directing him to
bring the absentees into the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that motion

is

WL‘LS of Mississippi. I move to lay the motion of the gen-
tleman from Ilinois [Mr. Morrisox] on the table.

Mr. HOAR. Does not the motion I have made take precedence of
that which has been made by the gentleman from Illinois ?

Mr, SPRINGER. That haajust n decided on appeal.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Bomt of order has been decided
upon an ap lEuaa.l becaunse no qnornm has been present. The Chair will
recognize t otion of the gentleman from
fore the House.

Mr. LUTTRELL. And on that I call the I1)113?10:1:; question,

Mr. HOAR. I appeal from the decision of the Chair.

Harris, John T Harris, Hm-nmn,
Hogo,shooker. I[ﬁpklm. Haskbiﬂ.ﬁ.

inois as being now be-
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The SPEAKER pro fempore. The Chaif cannot entertain that elass
of motions; there are certainly enongh dilatory motions to be made.
The Chair has onee recognized an appeal from his decision upon that
very question and will not recognize anofher.

Mr. PAGE. I staid here a member of the majority one year ago
last winter while the other side of the House kept us here for two
days and two niﬁhta making dilatory motions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair nnderstands that perfectly ;
and he also understands that he can stay here two days and two
nights axvain.

Mr. PAGE. Very well; he cannot stay here unless he allows this
side to make dilatory motions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will rule that the motion of
the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. MoRRIsoN ] to bring in the absentees
musf be presented to the Honse. The Chair has already so ruled and
the House has snstained him.

Mr, PAGE. Bufan appeal is again taken from that decision of the

Chair.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has refused to entertain that

apﬁal, having already entertained it once. .
. HOAR. Will not the Chair entertain another appeal ?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the motion of
the gentleman from Illinois, [ Mr. MORRISON. ]

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Speaker—

The question was taken by a vive voce vote, and the Speaker pro
tempore announced that the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. PAGE. I call for a division of the House on that question.

Mr, HOAR. I desire to move an amendment to the motion of the
gentleman from Illinois.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is too late.

Mr. HOAR. I rose in time.

The SPEAKER pro te:fpsre. The Chair cannot entertain an amend-
ment after the motion of the gentleman from Illinois has been sub-
mitted to the House.

Mr. HOAR. Irose in my place and addressed the Chair before the
question was submitted.

The SPEAKER tempore. A division having been called for,
those in favor of the motion of the gentleman from Illinois yill rise
and stand until counted by the Chair.

The House divided, and there were—ayes 81, noes 30.

Before the result of this vote was nn.nouncui,

Mr. PAGE called for tellers,

Mr. RICE and others called for the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will first submif the ques-
tion npon ordering tellers.

Upon ordering tellers there were 25 in the affirmative.

So (the affirmative not being one-fifth of a quorum) tellers were
not ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is upon ordering
tellers upon the motion of the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. RICE. I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays.

Mr. PAGE and others renewed the call for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered ; there being 36 in the aflirmative,
(more than one-fifth of the last vofe.

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order.

The SPEAKER tempore. The yeas and nays have been ordered,
and the Chair will entertain no question of order at this time.

Mr. HOAR. Irose to move an amendment to the motion of the
gentleman from Illinois.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the roll on the
question of ing to the motion of the gentleman from Illinois,
that the Speaker pro tempore be directed to issue hiswarrant to the
Sergeant.—at-Arms to bring the absentees into the House.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 78, nays 32, not
voting 176 ; as follows:

YEAS—Messrs. Ainsworth, At Bagby, Banning, Bradford, -
fleld, Jolm B. Clarke of Kantuckv’,k}g;’n B.g C{ntk, jr, §f Missouri, C?;inf::’ m
rane, Cook, Cowan, Cox, Cutler, ‘Denison, lic;laglas, Dmn%‘])nrhnm. Eden, Eg-
bert, Finley, Forney, Franklin, Ganse, G Andrew Hamilton, Harden-

Hariridge, Hartzell, Hereford, Abram g. Hewitt, Goldsmith W. Hewitt,
Holman, House, Hunton, Thomas L. J ones, Kehr, Landers, Lane, Levy,

b B ok, v Kasa Jobn Ras S Rl o
er, Payne, plef r, Powell, Rand , James B. Reilly,
Riddle. Willias Af. Robbins, Miles Ross, Schleicher, Shy -4

.Eln,?a Springer,
Stenger, Stevenson, Teese, Terry, Thornburgh, Thmkmgym ohu:?' L. Vance,
Wigginton, Willard Alphens 8. Williams, James Williaws, and Yeates—73.

Y8 Messrs. John H. Baker, Bradley, Cannon, Conger, Crapo, Croanse, Davy,
enderson, Hoar, ham, Law-

Eames, Fort, Foster, in, Ha Joyoe, "
rence, Magoon, Momroe, O'Neill, P Pierce, Sampson, Biynnickmn, A. Herr
Smith, Strait, Stowell, Thompson, T:gz ‘Van Vorhes, te, and William B. Will-

iams—32.
' NOT VOTING—Mesars. Abbott, Adams, Anderson, Ashe, George A. Bﬁ: 2
John H. l)a.gJIu , dr., William IL Baker, Ballou, Banhm&m, Beebe, Bell, g
burn, Blair, Bland, 'Blias, Blount, Boone, John Young wn, William R. Rrown,
Buckner, Horatio C. Burchard, Samuel D. Burchard, Burleigh, Cebell, John II.
Caldwell, William P. Caldwell, Campbell, Candler, Cason, Caswell, Chapin,
Chittenden, Collins, Culberson, Danford, Darrall, Davis, Do Bolt, Dih%b

D_nnnel!, Ellis, Ely, E\'nnﬁ Fanlkner, Felton, Freeman, Frye, Fuller, Garfield,
Gibson, Glover, Gunter, Hale, Robert Hamilton, Haneoclk, i Bﬂﬂ]amin W
Harris, Henry R Tarris, Jobn T. Ilarris, Harrison, Hatcher, Hathorn, Hays, Hen-
dee, Henlkle, Hill, Hoge, Hooker, Hopkins, Hoskins, Hubbell, Hunter, Hurd, Harl-
but, Hyman, Jenks, Frank Jones, Kasson, Kelley, Kimball, King, Knott, Lamar,
Georgo M. Landers, Leavenworih, Lo Moyne, Lowis, Lynch, Lynds, MacDou

McCrary, MeDill, McFarland, McMahon, Miller, Milliken, Money, Nash, Neal,
New, Norton, O'Brien, Odell, Oliver, Packer, Pheipn, John F. Philips, William A.
Phillips, Piper, Plaisted, Platt, Pratt, Purman, Rainey, Rea, Reagan, John Rob-

bins, Roberta, Robinson, Sobieski Rosa, Rusk, Savage, Sayler, Scales, Schumaker
Seelye, Slemons, Smalls, William E. Smith, Southard, Sparks, Spencer, Stone,
Swann, Tarbox, Thomas, Martin I. Townsend, Washington Townsend, Tncker,
Tarney, Robert B. Vance, Waddell, Wait, Waldron, Charles C. B. Walker, Gilbert
C. Walker, Aloxander 8. Wallace, John W. Wallace, Walling, Walsh, Ward, War-
ren, Watterson, Erastus Wells, G. Wiley Wells, Wheeler, Whitehouse, Whiting,
Whitthorne, Wike, Andrew Williams, Charles G. Williams, James D. Williams,
Jeremiah N. W s, Willis, Wi!.t’s]:ll.mw n Wilson, James Wilson, Alan
ood, jr., Fernando Wood, Woodburn, 'worth, and Young—178.

8o the motion of Mr. MORRISON was agreed to.

Mg.d THORNBURGH. Irise to a privileged motion. Imove to re-
consider—

Mr. MORRISON. Imove to reconsider the vote just taken, and to
lay that motion on the table.

. THORNBURGH. Upon that I call for the yeas and nays.
dillitt:}HOLMAN. That motion certainly cannot be made. It is merely

atory.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. DURHAM in the chair.) The Chair
will decide that nothing is now in order except the issuing of the
warrant and the bringing in of absentees. [Applause.]

Mr. THORNBURG: that ruling of the Chair I appeal.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Nothing else is in order under the
former ruling of the Chair.

Mr. THORNBURGH. I appeal from that deeision.

The SPEAKER pro iempore. The Chair will not entertain the ap-
peal. [Applanse.

Mr. THORNBURGH. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will entertain no motion or
proposition. There is but one thing to be done; that is to bring in
the absentees. )

Mr. THORNBURGH. ThenImove thatthe House do now adjourn.
[Cries of “Order.”] Does the Chair hold that, other business hav-
ing intervened, the motion to adjourn is not in order?

e BPEAKER pro tempore. The House directed that the absen-
tees shonld be brought in ; and the Chair decides to entertain no mo-
tion until the absentees are brought before the House.

[Mr. SAYLER resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore.]

Mr. THORNBURGH. I move that the House do now adjourn,
othe;'d business having intervened since the motion was last enter-
tained.

Mr. RANDALL. The warrant for absentees has been issmed of
course; and we can vote down the motion to adjourn.

Mr. THO URGH. I insist npon my right to make this motion;
and I call for the regular order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unquestionably the motion to adjourn
is in order. .

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry; has the order
for the arrest of absent members been issned 1
. The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has.

Mr. SPRINGER. Then we can vote down the motion to adjourn.

Mr. CAULFIELD. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. After the
warrant to bring in absentees has been issued, is any motion what-
ever in order 1

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unquestionably a motion to adjourn
is in order; and another motion, that all further proceedings under
the call be dispensed with, is in order. These motions may be alter-
nated indefinitely. The question now before the House is upon the
motion of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. THORNBURGH ] that
the House adjourn.

The question being put, the Speaker declared that the “noes” ap-
peared to prevail.

Mr. THORNBURGH called for the yeas and nays.

On ordering the yeas and nays there were ayes 16, noes not
counted. ,

Mr. PIERCE. I call for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays.

Tellers were not ordered.

The yeas and nays were not ordered.

So the motion was not to.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I ask unanimous consent to make
a suggestion which I trust will solve this trouble. [Cries of “Regn-
lar order.”] I desire, Mr, Speaker, to make a suggestion for the pur-
pose of bringing this session to a more agreeabla close than has been
promised. %‘é}nea of “Regular order””] If gentlemen will hear
my suggestion they will find that I am not going to say anything
that will trouble them. [Renewed cries of r order.”]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not know any regular
()Hrder except the arrest of absentees and bringing them before the

ouse.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. My suggestion is that by unanimons
consent the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr, RANDALL, ] who made
the motion that my colleague [Mr. Cox] be permitted to proceed in
order, withdraw that motion, and that then my colleague be allowed
to :lfenk to the point of order, and, if afterso speaking the House
shall be willing to hear him further, that then he be allowed o proceed.

Mr. FOSTER. That is fair.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. In that way I think we may ;;)sai-
bly arrive at a solution of this trouble ; at least by trying it no harm
can be done.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlemen from New York [Mr.
HewiTr] asks unanimons consent that his colleagne [Mr. Cox] may
now behallowed to proceed with his remarks.
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Mr. COX. I am very much obliged te gentlemen—

Several MEMBERS, Wait. Let us understand the question.

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Unless the motion of the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] is withdrawn, I for one shall ob-

% to any arrangement till a quorum be present. X
jeml[r. RAKDALL. Mr. Speaker, I am willing and have always been

willing to do anything to restore harmony and good feeling. I with-
draw my mofion.

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Is it in order to withdraw the motion
perding a call of the House.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The Chair understands that this pro-
ceeding is by unanimous consent.
Mr. PAGE. Before unanimous consent is granted would it not be
proper to withdraw the demand for a call of the House ?
e SPEAKER pro tempore. Unquestionably that can be done by

unanimous consent,

Mr. HOAR. The ion made by the gentleman from New
York [Mr. HEWITT] i8 one which has been made two or three times
on the democratic side of the House; and it seems fo be a fair one.
I do not think there will be any objection on this side.

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. This is the point I proposed to reach four
hours ago. I hope the suggestion will be adopted.

Mr. ?JGOUNGER. 1 object to any proceedings of that kind with closed
doors.

The SPEAKER pro {empore. The Chair understands the request to
be that by unanimous consent all proceedings under the call of the
House be dispensed with, and the gentleman from New York be per-
mitted tolsmcaed with his remarks.

Mr. CONGER. I object.

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest that the objection comes too late. Part
of the unanimous ment has been execufed.

Mr. CONGER. Not at all too late. I did not hear the gentleman
withdraw it. I did not suppose he would withdraw fhe motion he
has persisted in for hours.

Several MEMBERS.

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman is evidently weakening.

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman is bad-tempered while I am good-

t.emﬁrared.

T :ﬂ SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will order the doors to be
0 ;

Pﬁl}. CAULFIELD. O, no.

Mr. RANDALL. I will renew my motion if gentlemen are not

satisfied with the withdrawal of it. There being no objection I will
withdraw if.
. Mr, CANNON, of Illinois. I wish to understand how this thing is
done. I want to know if the gentleman has power to withdraw the
motion or whether the House not having a quornm has power to
give consent to its withdrawal in a parliamentary seuse. I under-
stand in fact he has not an({ such power. I wish more light on that
matter. Can aLnﬂthing be done of a parliamentary nature

Mr. RANDA You can sit down by unanimous consent.

Mr, CANNON, of Illinois, Certainly; and you can rise by unan-
imous consent.

Mr, CAULFIELD. Keep your hands down. [Laughter.]

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I wish to understand my rights as a
member here.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the gentleman
can ohéect to anything out of order.

}]IIr. ANNON, of Illinois. I wish to understand the gentleman’s
rights.

he SPEAKER pro tempore: The Chair does not hear the gentle-

man.
Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Nor does the Chair hear the gentle-

man.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to say to the gen-
tleman he will not withdraw any of his Eﬁhts.
Mr. JOHN REILLY. Can the House allow this by unanimons con-

sent ¥

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can. _

Myr. CANNON, of Illinois. At this time, withont a quornm, pend-
ing a call of the House, with the absentees sent for?

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can suspend all these pro-
ceedings by unanimous consent.

Mr. DAVY. I think the proposition made by my coll e [Mr.
Hewrrr] is a fair and honorable one, and I think this side of the
House ought to accept it.

Mr. SPRINGER. Is this Monday or Tuesday T

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 1t is Monday.

Mr. SPRINGER. Then a motion to snspend the rules is in order 1

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A motion to suspend the rules is in
order, this being Monday. The Chair hears no objection, and the gen-
tleman from New York will proceed.

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I was interrupted while speaking last

evening, as the House is aware, by a point of order, which perhaps was
well en, owing to the use of langnage which is not regarded as
parliamentary. It was used under peculiar provocation, as
saw, and for its use I have to make an apology to the
recall the langnage as unparliamentary.
My unparliamentary language had reference to statements which
4

e House
i{ouso, and to

were denied in the card which I hold in’ my hand from Governor
Tilden, dated New York, November 4, 1863, I carried that card in
my hand to the other side of the House with perhaps too much bel-
ligerent demonstration. [Langhter.]
» RANDALL, It was the only weapon you had. [Laughter.]

Mr, COX. Yes; it was the only weapon I had or needed. I ask to
have that card of Governor Tilden read. If is a justification of my
statement. I ask to have it read, to go into the RECORD, to make my
remarks complete,

MEMBER. 1 object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is too late to object.

Mr. COX. T ask that the card be read.

The Clerk read as follows :

CARD FROM MR. TILDEN.

To the editor of the Evening Post :

Sm: My attention has been called to an article in rnal of 1
oontal:uini a cirenlar to which my name is sq]pe:nﬂad. y&uﬁaintgn to am:'? oven{“?é
you will not lose your reputation as eritics by assuming, on internal evidence, as
you have correctly done, that no suchB:perwn.s ever written, si issued, or
authorized by me, or with any partici n or knowledge on my part. I have read
it for the first time in your columns; but I have no renwntobeflsmthntlthaﬂmy
mhwﬂmummsm Form \ I refused in 1844 to sign the famons
“ gocrot " relating to Texas, which is cclebrated in the history of the Even-
ing Post, though I might have been tempted by the illustrious association in which
I should have found myself. Neither before that nor gince have I ever been con-
cerned in any circolar marked “ secret,” * confldential,” or * private;™ nor shall I
be, unless I should adopt that device for the pmﬁnse of getting some valuable
truth, disgnised in such a form, secured a wide publicity in the Evening Post and
all the republican newspapers.

Very truly, yours,
New Yorg, November 4, 1863,

Mr. COX. I would not have been so persistent in bringing that
denial to the attention of the House but for the fact that Igillnnﬁ seen
in speeches here and in journals all over this country this libelous
injury done to Governor Tilden. And as one of the Representatives
of the State of New York, and familiar with all this business at that
time, it seemed to be a duty on my part to place the seal of condem-
nation and denial on any statement in contradiction of that card. I
now yield to my friend from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] for a short
time. *

Mr. CONGER. Where is that taken from ?

Mr. COX. This gaper is copied from the New York Tribune.

Mr. CONGER. Of what date?

Mr. COX. Of the other day; buf it was in the Evening Post of
November 4, 1868, where I saw it originally, It was recently recop-
ied in the Tribune. There is no doubt about the truth of the state-

ment.
i Mtr CONGER. I ask the genfleman to fix the date of the first pub-
ication.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The date is November 4,1868. Isaw
it myself at that date in the Evening Posé.

Mr.COX. Isaw it also. There can be no doubf of it. I ean give
yon the files to-morrow, if it be not to-morrow already.

Mr, WILSON, of Iowa. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox]
having made an explanation, I think it right that the gentleman
from Iowa [Mr. Kassox] should now have an opportunity of saying
a word if he so desires.

Mr. COX. The gentleman from Iowa has had an hour already.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the gentle-
man from New York, [Mr. HEWITT. ]

Mr, HEWITT, of New York. I understand the genfleman from
{gt{la de]sli_res to speak to the point of orderonly. 1f so, I shall be glad

ear him.

The SPEAKER pro fempore.  As the Chair understands there is no
point of order before the House.

Mr. HOAR. That is entirely contrary to the understanding which
was come to.

Y M;.LCOX. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa, if he desires to be
ea:

Mr. HOAR. I will remind the Chair that I made a point of order.
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. RANDALL] then made a cer-
tain motion, which has been withdrawn. I propose at the proper
time to withdraw the point of order. But it is still pending, and it
was to that the gentleman from New York spoke. at was the un-
derstanding we all had of if. _

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Isuppose I have the floor.

Many MeMBERS. No, no; not at all.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa,
[Mr. Kassox.%

Mr, KASSON. Mr. Speaker, I have but a single word to say. The
article which has just been read I have now seen or heard read for
the first time in mylife. And if the gentleman from New York, [Mr.
CoXx,] in pursuance of that understanding of the most ble na-
ture which has always existed between us, had advised me in such a
way that I conld learn what it was, and I had known the contents of
that paper, 1 shonld have spoken of it as I did of the denial subse-

uently made, which I supposed was the only one made by Mr. Til-
en. Thatwas in his pamphlet published in 1873. My desire was to
state the facts with perfect fairness. I had relied upon the state-
ments of one of the most conscientions publie writers oﬁhﬁ country,

8. J. TILDEN.
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the principal editor of Harper's Weekly, in an article in which he
ve the denial as having been made in 1873, I knew of no other
enial made by Governor Tilden until to-night.

The House will judge of my surprise when without any explana-
tion addressed by the gentleman from New York to myself, and with-
out there being anything in our personal relations to lead me to ex-

ot it, he made allegations touching myself which I knew to be un-

ustifiable, and which I think any gentleman on the floor knowing to
{}e unjustifiable would have felt himself bound to declare in emphatic
arliamentary language to be in incorrect. I have never in my life
n called to order for unparliamentary speech. Ighave not yet
been, and I am not yet aware that my language was unparliament-
ary. But I will say frankly, that while still affirming the fact al-
leged to be incorrect, as uttered by the gentlemen from New York,
the relations between us were of such a nature as should have satis-
fied him that I had no intention to attribute to him a misstatement
in the offensive personal sense which he appeared to attribute to

me.

Mr. COX. If my friend from Iewa—for I shall now eall him my
friend—had used the word “incorrect,” there would have been no
provocation and ho remark that looked like retaliation. He used
the word “untruth,” which has almost the same signification as
the word which I unhappily used. I have recalled muam
ﬁpd the gentleman from lowa, very properly as I think,

is. ,

I now yield to my colleagne from New York, [ Mr. HEwrTT,] Who
wishes to address himself one moment to another part of the gentle-
man’s speech.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Speaker, to me the speech which
the gentleman from Jowa delivered this evening was a }minfnl sur-
prise and a melancholy experience. If I had not h it, I could
not have believed that a gentleman of his intellectual endewments
could so far abdicate his own self-respect and forfeit the good opinion
of his fellow-members in this House as fo have indulged in the par-
tisan and, I am surg' to add, the malicious statements which he has
made in regard to Governor Tilden. I confess that I do not intend
to make any elaborate reply to what he has said in this House. I
approach the subject asI wonld take hold of a slimy snake, with a de-
sire to getrid of it af the earliest possible moment. But ch: were
made against one whom I have known for so many years and with such
intimac{ that it seems to me I have no other course to take than to
brand the charges as utterly false before this House and before the
country.

Mr.'PAGE. Which charges does the gentleman from New York
mean

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I will state the charges; I was go-
ing to state them. The first charge was that Governor Tilden had
been a secessionist, and there were quoted as authority for that asser-
tion statements and passages from an open letter to the late Judge
Kent,dated in 1860, The gentleman from Iowa possesses only extracts
from that letter. He was good enough to allow me to look at those
extracts,

Mr. EAMES, 1 rise to a point of order. If there is anything prop-
erly before the House at this time, we ought not as Representatives
of the American people to consider it with closed doors.

Th:d. SPEAKEE pro tempore. The doors have been ordered to be
0]

pﬁ} CLYMER. And everybody is asleep and nobody wants to come
in here.

Mr, EAMES. Some of us want to go ouf.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Now, I have only to say in regard to
that letter that neither the gentleman from Iowa nor any other per-
son can understand the true purgarb and bearing of it witlfout having
the entire letter before him and without having some reference to
the circnmstances under which it was written. Ifisnot saying much
that since 1860 a great many people in this conntry have had their
}.heories of government changed and their.ideas of political duties en-

arged.

Tilden may have entertained views in common with Jefferson, Madi-
son, and Jackson, and other great men who have given construction
to the Constitution and Government of this conntry, which now would
be modified. Bat all that I can see in the extract which he read re-
lates rather to that era of the Government when the States were
bound together, not by the Constitution, but by the Articles of Con-
federation. ]

The next charge that the gentleman made against Governor Tilden
was in exactly these words: “That he was a disunionist.” When the

nestion was gresse(l home to him he traveled around the point a lit-
tle, but still the charge remained that he was a disunionist. Idonot
know upon what he based that charge. I can only say that at the
ontbreak of the rebellion L was in daily and almost in hourly com-
munion with him, and I know that no more loyal or patriotic heart
beat in the United States at that date; and when the gentleman
from Jowa challenges his friends to say when and where he ever
made any contribution to the Union cause or cver assisted a soldier
to the war, I answer him by saying that when the first call for troops
came, Tammany Hall, which had not then fallen into the hands of
the ring, raised a regiment, and the grand sachem of Tammany Hall,
William D. Kennedy, was colonel of the regiment. It was officered

It is possible that in 1860, before the late strife, Governor | H

mostly hy members of the Tammany Society, and being myself a
member and from the state of my health unable to go to the war,
although I rendered other services, I sent my nephew as one of the
officers of that regiment.

Mr'. LAPHAM.. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques-
tion

Mr. HEWITT. Yes, sir.

Mr. LAPHAM. Does not the gentleman know that the call for the
meeting at Cooper Institute immediately after the fall of Fort Sum-
ter was presented to Mr, Tilden for him to sign and he refused to
sign it and refused to attend the meeting?

Ir. HEWITT, of New York. I will answer that question that it is
not true that he refused to sign the call, and that it is true that he
did attend the meeting, [applause,] and I defy that gentleman to
bring any authority for the charge he has insinuated.

Mr. LAPHAM. Itis a fact as well known in the State of New
York as any other facts in its history.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Itisnot so. Mr. Samuel Sloan, the
present president of the Delaware and Lackawanna Railroad Com-
pany, then a member of the Union safety commitiee of New York
applied to Mr. Tilden at a time when he was engaged in the trial o
a case before a referee to affix his name to the caii: and he said, “I
am very busy just now; send me the resolutions after I am out of this
case, and if they are entirely proper I will sign the call.” When the
meeting took place he attended it. The call was never sent to him
and he never refused to sign if, but like the prudent and ious
man which he is, he desired to know the nature of the resolutions.
They did receive his absolute and unqualified approval.

Now I say that Tammany Hall raised a regiment, and that Gov-
ernor Tilden was a contributor, and a large contributor, to the fund
required to fit out the regiment, -

Mr. CONGER, How much?

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I am not going to quote dollars and
cents. Patriotism is above dollars and cents in some quarters, but
enough was raised by the democrats of the city to fif out a regiment
without asking assistance from the Government of the United States
or from the city of New York. [Applause.] Now so much for the
charge of his baini‘? disunionist.

Mx": CONGER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one ques-
tion

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Certainly, I am here to answer
questions.

Mr. CONGER. It is denied in the publie press that Mr. Tilden

ever contributed one cent for any such pu . [Launghter on the
democratic side of the Honse, and a voice  In the National Republi-

can 1

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Now what is the question ?

Mr. CONGER. If the amiable gentleman opposite will permit me
I will ask it. I say it is denied in the public press that Governor
Tilden ever contributed any money whatever to the raising of any
regiment or corps of the Army. Will the gentleman state to the
House when and where and what amount he ever did contribute 1

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I state when, when I say the Tam-
many regiment was raised; and I state where, in the city of Nesv
York ; and I state how much, for’T do not know the exact amount,
but it was all he was asked to (%i\re, and the democrats did not go
begging, earrying the hat around among the republicans, [langhter,]
and certainly we did not get any help from Michigan.

Mr. CONGER rose.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Now, I have answered that question
and I decline to have any further controversy with him.

Mr. CONGER. Then I cannot ask any farther questions.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I will answer no more (uestions
from you, because you do not ask them in » fair spirit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York must
address the Chair, and not the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I beg pardon of the Chair and of the

ouse.
Mr.DAVY. I supposed we had settled all our difficulties and that
this was a sort of a love-feast.

Mr. RANDALL. The love-feast is to be on the 4th of March next.

Mr. DAVY. We must not get np our mad again.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Subsequently to this period, I know
of no man in New York who was more frequently called into counsel
there and in Washington during the troublous times of the war, and
when there was delay in raising the men required to recrnit the armies
of the United States I know that twice he was called for by Presi-
dent Lincoln and came to Washington and held careful consultation
with him, resulting in the early and rapid filling of the quota from
the State of New York. And I know that during no period of the
whole of that trying time was there ever a donbf expressed in the
city of New York in any quarter as to the loyalty and patriotism of
Samuel J. Tilden. b

The gentleman from Towa says that when Mr. Tilden went to the
Chicago convention he was in favor of a resolution practically de-
claring that the war was a failure and onght to be Emught to an
end. That gentleman must have known, if he reads the newspapers,
that within a very recent period, certainly within a month, there has
Dbeen made public a positive statement from Mr. Manton Marble, who
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was the secretary of the committee on resolutions, that Governor Til-
den o%posed the resolution of which the tfanﬂeman from Iowa speaks;
that he epposed it publicly and in private. It is within my own
knowledge that after the nomination was tendered to General Me-
Clellan, Governor Tilden him to make such a declaration in his
letter of acceptance as would nullify that pertion of the Chicago
latform. :

k Mr. RANDALL. Which was, “the Union at all hazards.” Those
were the words.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Those were the words inserted in
MecClellan’s letter. Now the ghantleman from Iowa says that there
never was any oceasion in which Governor Tilden made a declaration
in favor of the Union or the prosecution of the war for its preserva-
tion. If that gentleman would study the records of the Chicago con-
vention for the sake of doing justice, as he has evidently studied them
for the sake of doing injustice, to Governor Tilden, he would find that
in that convention, and before the New York delegation, in an open
meeting, Governor Tilden said that the adjustment of the controversy
between the North and the South on any other basis than the restora-
tion of the Union was impossible; that the moment any party went
ont of the Union the questions must be settled by war, and the war
must be prosecuted until the questions were seftled.

These were his declarations, published in the Chicago and New
York papers at the very date of the Chicago convention, and fortu-
nately forthegentleman, who likes very recent and modern literature,
he can find those declarations mtguted in a sketch published in the
Lonisville Courier-Journal on the 25th of April last. That is my
answer to the statement of the gentleman from Iowa that Governor
Tilden never made any declaration in favor of the prosecution of the
war, and that he was a disunionist.

We now come down to the next charge, that Governor Tilden was
the associate of William M. Tweed on a demooratic committes, that
he levied a eontribution on William M. Tweed of 85,000, and that he
issued a circular in combination with William M. Tweed intended to
E’m?:mm the fraudulent election of a governor of the State of New

ork. -

It is true that Governor Tilden was chairman of the democratic
committee of the State of New York; and it is also true that William
M. Tweed was a member of that commmitiee. And if the gentleman
knows all}ything about the organization of such committees in the
State of New York, he knows that each district nominates and sends
its own member; that Governor Tilden had no more to do with the
appointment of William M. Tweed as a member of that committee
than he has to do with the man who is snpposed to regulate the moon.
He was there rightfully a member of the committee, and at the time
he was so acting he had not achieved the bad eminence which he sub-
sequently atfained and which he now occupies.

No contribution was ever levied upon Mr. Tweed. Mr. Tweed did
as other people have done, as I myself have done, and as I have no
doubt the gentleman from Iowa has done, sent a contribution to the
fund required by the committee to carry on the State election. That
was levying no contribution.

Then as to the issue of that cireular, the lie has been nailed here
by my colleague, [Mr.Cox.] If any man doubts whether that decla-
ration of Governor Tilden, which has been read, was published in the
Evenin%Poat of the 4th of November, 1868, the files are accessible to
them. I saw it with myowneyes; I know it was then published. I
know that not more than twenty-four hours elapsed from the time the
charge was made in the Evening Post, and it was first made in that

aper, until the denial was made in the same paper. That denial I

ere insert:

CARD FROM MR. TILDEN.
To the editor of the Evening Post:

Sm: My attention has been called to an article in your journal of last evenin
containing a cirenlar to which my name is appended. ~ I hasten to assure tha
you will not lose your reputation as critics by assuming, on internal evidence, as
you have eo ¥ done, that no such paper was ever written, signed, issued, or
authorized by me or with any participation or knowledge on my part. I have read

m
it for the first time in your columns; but I have no reason to ln\ﬁm'o that it had any

such evil purpose as you suspect. For myself, I refused in 1844 to sign the famous

secret circnlar relating to Texas, which is celebrated in the history of the Even-
1n(ﬁll’usl, thongh I might have been tempted by the illustrions association in which
I should have found myself. Neither before that por sinco have I ever been con-
corned in any circular marked * secret,” * confidential,” or * private;" nor shall I

unless I shonld adopt that device for the pnrimm of getting some valuable
truth, disguised in such a form, secured a wide publicity in the Evening Post and
all the republican newspapers.

Very truly yours,

NEw York, November 4, 1868,

Mr. FOSTER. Was it ever known who perpetrated that forgery
on Governor Tilden? -

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Nothing was ever known positively
about it except that Mr. Tweed was probably the person who sent
out that cirecular, I have never heard that there is any positive evi-
dence to that effect. Bad as he is, unhappy as he is fo-day for his
erimes, I hesitate to charge him with a new crime without evidence.
In that respect I hope the gentleman from Iowa will follow my ex-

ample.

h?r. CANNON, of Illinois. Does the gentleman claim that the cir-
enlar was issued for an improper pu

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I do not know whether it was proper

§. J. TILDEN.

or improper; but I say it was charged to be improper by the gentle-
man from Towa. :

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I believe Mr. Tilden claims in his lotter
that it was not mqf;r?er. ,

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. This was in 1868. Subsequently the
ring, perhaps beginning their corrupt practices at that time for anght
I know to the contrary, became so powerful in New York that tgey
threatened to drive out and suooeeggd in driving out almost every
decent man from the democratic party of that city.

Governor Tilden for more than three years, like a slenth-hound
followed these ple patiently, secretly, diligently,
spending that money of which the gentleman from Iowa thinks ho is
s0 parsimonious with a most liberal hand; yes, with a magnificence
of liberality that no private citizen has ever exhibited in this coun-
try in the performance of a publie duty not imposed by any obli
tion of law. I was with him in those transactions; I know what he
did; I know his untiring efforts day and night; I know what an
army of clerks he kept busy; I know how he tracked these people to
their dens of iniquity and finally dragged them forth to public exe-
cration; and not st.oppinF there, he has pursned them until they are
either in prison or in exile, and judgments amonfiting to millions of
dollars have been taken against them, and over $600,000 in one case
h?s been restored to the treasury of the city of New York. [Ap-

ause,

Mr. SPRINGER. That conduct of Governor Tilden is a warning
ttl) all such people, and accounts for much of the opposition to his
election. :

Mr. DAVY. Will my colleagne [Mr. HEwrrT] allow me jnst one
question ?

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Certainly.

Mr. DAVY. Did not Mr, Tilden meet with Mr. Tweed as delegate
in the State convention which convened at Rochester a long time
after these ocenrrences, and after the frauds of Mr, Tweed had been
exposed, and did Mr. Tilden raise his voico against Mr. Tweed taking
a seat in that convention ?

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. My colleagne [Mr. Cox] was a dele-
gate to that convention and can answer better than I can.

Mr. DAVY. Iasked the gentleman who is addressing the House.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Certainly; but I yield to my col-
lca(%uo for an answer to that question because he was an eye-witness,
and an eye-witness is better than any second-hand t‘eatimon&.)

Mr. COX. I wasa delegate to thatconvention along with Governor
Tilden and the other delegates named from the different districts.

A MEMBER. To which convention ?

Mr. COX. To the Rochester Convention, to which my colleague
[Mr. Davy] has referred. :

A MeMBER. In what year?

Mr. COX. Ithink in 1571.

Mr. DAVY. Does my colleague refer to the judicial convention or
the State convention ?

Mr. COX. I refer to the only time a convention ever met there.

Mr. DAVY. O, no; conventions met there several times. Tho
judicial convention met there.

Mr. COX. Not in recent years. Let me answer the gentleman’s
question. I know that Mr. Tilden’s efforts drove William M. Tweed
out of that convention.

Mr. DAVY. I asked the gentleman whether Mr, Tilden raised his
voice in that convention against Mr. Tweed taking a seat.

Mr, COX. There was no necessity for his doing so, becanse Mr,
Tweed was nof in the convention. :

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Tweed had no seat in that con-
vention. ;

Mr. DAVY. Was any resolution
the Tweed delegation taking seats

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The question which the gentleman
asked me was whether Mr. Tilden protested against Mr. Tweed tak-
ing a seat. Mr. Tweed took no seat in that convention.

Mr. DAVY. That is not the question I i;ut. to tho gentleman. I
asked him whether Mr. Tilden ever raised his voice in that conven-
tion against Mr. Tweed taking a seat.

Mr. RANDALL. He did not have a seat there.

Mr. DAVY. He did have a seat in that convention.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I ean give a satisfactory answer to
the gentleman’s question. I can say to him that Mr. Tweed at that
time knew that Governor Tilden was his bitter enemy, and Governor
Tilden knew that Mr. Tweed was frying to crush him; and, as the
gentleman knows perfectly well, if it had not been for the stanch
support and absolute confidence which the rural democracy of the
State of New York extended to Governor Tilden he would have been
driven from the chairmanship of the State committes, as Mr, Tweed
threatened he shonld be. Buthewas kept there by the honest demo-
crats of the State of New York until he had pulled down and de-
stroyed this temple of iniquity and driven these sconndrels ouf of
the places they di 5

Mr. DAVY rose.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Now I am not going to be inter-
rupted and cross-questioned.

r. DAVY. I have one more question I wonld like my colleague
to auswer.

upon the sce

in that convention against
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Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I will answer; but I want to say
that I am an utterly unpracticed speaker. I have never before ad-
dressed a body like this without notes for anything like this length
of time, If gentlemen are putting these questions with the purpose
of disconcertiu% me, they oug}lt to have more respect for themselves.

Mr. DAVY. Ihope my colleague does not attribute any such mo-
tive to me. .

. A MEMBER, (to Mr. HEwWITT.) You can hold your own very well.

Mr. DAVY. I want the naked facts of this case. .

Myr. HEWITT, of New York. The bare, naked fact is this: There

was war, “war fo the knife,” between Governor Tjlden and Mr.
Tweed; and it ended in the defeat and exile of Mr, Tweed. [Loud
applause.] That is all there is about it.

. DAVY. Now will my colleague permit me to ask him—

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I will not be eatechised,

Mr. RANDALL. T ask that the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Davy] take his seat. His colleagne [Mr. HEwITT] declines to be
interrupted further.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must insist that the gen-
tleman from New York shall take his seat.

nllh RANDALL, (to Mr, Davy.) Take your seat; you are out of
order.

Mr. DAVY. Now I ask my colleague—

The SPEARKER tempore. The Chair must insist that the gen-
tleman from New York, Mr. Davy, ghall take his seat.

Mr. DAVY. Certainly. I bow to the decision of the Chair; but I
did not propose to yield to the decision of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania, [Mr. RANDALL. ]

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I call this House to witness that I
have answered and am willing to answer every question of a substan-
tive character bearing upon the merits of this case which any man
can ask me. But when gentlemen undertake to catechise me about
petty matters of details I must decline to answer.

Mr. Speaker, tho fact is perfectly notorions, and certainly no man
in his senses, no fair and just man will ever for a moment intimate
that there was the sh}hteat intimacy, personal or political, at any
time between Samuel J. Tilden and William M, Tweed. There never
was, gir. There was that association which comes from the enforced
appointment of men on committees and of their living in the samo
community and belonging to the same party; but the one man stood
in the community above and beyond reproach, and the other was
always an object of suspicion and finally of detestation.

Mr. DAVY rose.

Mr, HEWITT, of New York. I will not be inferrupted more. I
have shown a disposition to ahswer all reasonable questions, and I
decline to be interrupted any more. Now the gentleman from
Towa—

Mr. LAPHAM. The gentleman is speaking by the grace of this
side of the House,

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I am not speaking by the of
anybody but of my own colleagne and my constituents. Now, the

ntleman from Iowa indulged in one insinuation of so mean and

espicable a character that I almost hesitate to refer foit. If hecounld
have blushed—and I looked into his face as I sat near him on pur
if he were capable of blushing he would have blushed then, but he
did not. He insinuated that the private fortune of Governor Tilden
had been acqnired by some dishonorable, and he did not dare to say
dishonest, bat he implied it, dishonest practices in connection with
railways and corporations. Now, when a man makes an insinuation
of that sort he should be prepared with the proof. It is a mean, un-
manly, dishonorable charge for any man to make behind tho back of
another man who is not here to answer. But I can tell that gentle-
man, and I hope his own record is as clear and as good, that Governor
Tilden was called- from 1857 to 1860 into almost every broken-down
railway corporation in the West; that while he found them unable
to pay even running expenses, he took them in hand and so adminis-
tered them that in every case the bonds, whether first, sceond, or
third mortgage, and the stock, preferred and common, all ultimately
went above par; and he enriched the people that were wise enough
and fortunate enough to have secured his services. Iam personally
among the numbers of those who were benefited by his wise and saga-
cious management; andI say, sofar from having been overpaid in any
of these transactions, that his legal fees and his personal services were
the cheapest and most poorly rewarded I have ever known in a long
business career, dealing in large transactions in all parts of this coun-
try and in Europe.
. Idefy these gentlemen to lay their hands upon a dishonest dollar
in the possession of Samuel J. Tilden. Isay that the people whom he
served are his friends to-day, and his best friends. And it is the serv-
ice there which he rendered to the West, notwithstanding the insin-
uations of the gentleman from Iowa that will give him the vote of
those great western States within whose horders he reconstructed
hui)hwa.ya which are to them to-day the arteries of commerce and
public blessings, the value of which cannot be properly estimated.

And as throngh the whole of his remarkable career he has been the
wisest of men, he has been the trnest of friends, he has been the most
zealous and carnest of patriots, so to-day he is the wisest, the most ac-
complished statesman in tholand, and he will by the blessing of God be
one of the greatest, perhaps the greatest of the Presidents of the United

States, because he will have the opportunity to rescue this Govern-

ment from the hands of the incompetent and dishonest men who have
controlled it so long and made it a reproach in the eyes of the civil-
ized globe.* [Great applause.]

Mr. MORRISON. I move the House adjourn.

Mr. WELLS, of Mississippi. The gentleman agreed to answer a
question. .

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York has
left the floor, and the Chair does not see how the gentleman from
Mississippi can be recognized pending the motion fo adjourn.

Mr. WELLS, of Mississippi. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry.
The gentleman from New York stated that he would answer a ques-
tion,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not a parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. LAPHAM. I think that itis due to the oceasion I should have

an opportunity to say o word. .
e R pro tem That is not a parliamentary inquiry.

Mr, DAVY., I fﬁ;?ll]k ab after the speech of the gentleman from
New York on the other side of the House some opportunity of reply
should e allowed to gentlemen on this side.

Mr, PAGE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from
New York [Mr. LapeaM ] be allowed to address the Chair.

Mr. MORRISON. I insist on the motion fo adjourn.

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The re, order is called for, which
is the motion of the gentleman from Illinois that the House do now

journ.
Imi':{r. PAGE. Upon that motion I call for the yeas and nays. DBut
I will first ask the gentleman from Illinois to withdraw his motion,
so as to allow the gentleman from New York [Mr. Larmanm] five
minutes,

Mr. RANDALL. Not for a second.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion to ad-

journ, on which thé yeas and nays have been called for.

Mr. DAVY, Mr. LAPHAM, Mr. WELLS of Mississippi, and Mr.
SPRINGER made remarks which were inandible while the Speaker
was rapping to order with his gavel.

The SPE R pro tempore. The question is on ordering the yeas
and nays on the motion of the g;mt,lnma.n from Illinois.

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were ayes11;
not a sufficient number.

So the yeas and nays were not ordered ; and the motion fo adjourn’
was agreed to; and accordingly (af six o’clock a. m. Tuesday, Angust
15, 1876) the House adjourned.

* In confirmation of his statements Mr. HewiTT inserts the following telegram
received from Mr, Manton Marble too late to bo inserted in the text: ,
New Lepaxox, New YoORk,
August 15, 1876.

Hon. A. 8. HEWITT,
THouse of Repr tatives, Washington, D. O.:

Your teJegram received and shown to me. Although Mr. Tilden was for the ten
ra previous to the war and during the warin private life, his position in resﬂeot.
gnt.ho war was never open to the slightest doubt. Ho had been carly educatod fo
condemn the doetrines of nullification and secession. Ho had foreseen tho danger
of civil war when many derided it, and did all he could to avoid it; but when it
arrived ho took an open and deeided stand in sapport of the Government enfore-
ing its jurisdiction and averting a dismemberment of the country. Mo attended
the meeting of the 20th of ApriE 1861, and azain on the 224 of April the meeting of
tho members of the Now York bar. e soon after addressed o regiment M£
out for the front. He attended tho presentation of colors to the Seventy-nin
Highlanders, and afterward afforded rogiment special aid and service, to say
nothing of frequent contributions of monocy elsewhere. His attitudo thronghout
the war was that of a man who, disapproving of tho scatteration military manage-
ment and the inflation financial policy adopted by the Administration becanse they
tended to prolong the war and its sacrifices, nevertheless sustained the
arm of the Gover t. Every utt of his doring the whols war was in ac-
cord with this position. Ewvery statement to the contrary about any single act or
exprossion is totall{falm. Some of his speeches I heard myself, particularly a
great speech which he made before the New York delegation at the Chicago dem-
ocratic convention of 1364. T was tho bearer of & message from him to General Me-
Clellan advising him to discard the objectionable words in the platform, which
were also diseardod in the subsequent platform of the New York Stato democratic
convention. I bavo g:asesai.nn of the original manuscript of a declaration which
Lo prepared in October, 1862; to be used to define the position of the New York
democracy, the position whieh he thought it ought to take and which it did take.
I select this from T IMANY eXPr forits brovity., Itisna follows: “And
now if my voiee could reach the southern people through the journals of onr re-
tropots, I wonld say to them that in no event can the il‘imn?h of tho conservative
sentiment of New York in the election mean consent to disunion either now or
hereafter. Its true import is restoration North and South of that Constitution
1l had been bn[:p and

which had acc-l}lmd om ﬂ,ilhefi :}_}1‘;1 uintgar wtlgco:{.\ uhs]lt;ar al ot
prosperous until you y m itsprotoction. was your act whic

this calamitous, évil war. ' It was your act which disablod us, as we are now disa-
bled, from shaping the poliey or limiting the ol of that war, Lojal%u we
maintained your rights will we maintain tho rights of the Government. Weo will
not strike down its arm as long as yours is lifted against it. That noblest and
greatest work of onr wise ancestors is not dostined to perish. We intend to rear
once more upon the old and firm foundations its shattered eolumns and to carry
them higher toward the eternal skies. If theold flag waves in the nerveless grasp
of a frantic but feeble faction to whom you and not wo abandoned it, wo whose
courage you have tried when we stood unmoved between fanaticisi and folly from
the North and South alike, will onee more bear it onward and aloft, until itisagain
planted upon the towers of the Constitution, invineible by domestic as by foreizn
encmics. . Within the Union wo will give yon the Constitntion you profess to re-
vero, renewed with frosh mranlm‘é eqnal rights and equal safety. Wo will
give yon everything that local self-government demands; everything that a com-
mon ancestry of ﬁlury. everything that national fraternity or Christinn fellowship
requires; butto dissolve the Federal bond between these States. to dismember our
conntry, whoevor clse consents wo will not ; no, never! never! never!"

MANTON MARBLE.
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