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citizens, of Marshall County, Iowa, that the duties on flaxseed and
linseed oil remain nnchanged—to the Committee of Ways and Means.

By Mr. COBB: The petition of citizens of Vincennes, Indiana, for
a commission of inthuiry concerning the aleoholic liquor traffiec—to
the Committee on Education and Labor,

By Mr. COVERT : The memorial of John Graham, for compensa-
tion for the d and loss snstained on account of the detention
of steamships belonging to him, by order of the President of the
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. FULLER: The petition of the Good Templars of Indiana,
for a commission of iﬂuiry concerning the aleoholic liquor traffie—
to the Committee on Eduecation and Labor.

By Mr. GIDDINGS : Papers relating to the claim of William Moses
and Felix Halffi—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. GLOVER : The petition of Dr. Mary E. Walker, that she be
paid £10,000 for expenditures, services, and sufferings in the inter-
ests of sick and wounded soldiers during the late war—to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HASKELL: The petition of the Silk-Hatters Association,
for a reduction of the tariff on hatter’s plushes—to the Committee of
Ways and Means.

By Mr. HENDEE : The memorial of O. and C. Steam-Mill Com-
pany and other manufacturers, at South Barton, Vermont, employ-
ing eighty workmen, that Congress will take no action concern-
ing a revision of tariff duties until after it shall have ascertained by
an official inquiry the condition of the industries of the country and
that the nature of such tariff legislation is such as in the opinion of
practical business men would best promote the restoration of general
prosperity—to the same committee.

By Mr. HENDERSON : The memorial of Rock Island Cotton Man-
ufacturing Company and other manufacturers of cotton, lumber, &oc.,
at Rock Island, Illinois, employing five hundred and fifty-five work-
men, of similar import—to the same committee.

By Mr. HENKLE : Papers relating to the claim of George Calvert—
to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. HOUSE : Papers relating to the claim of John M. Shelton,
of Davidson County, Tennessee—to the Committee of Claims.

By Mr. ITTNER: The petition of the Good Templars of Missouri,
for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. KEIFER: The petition of Professor Young, of Princeton
College, and 12 other presidents and professors of colleges and other
public institutions, that the Washin?ou Naval Observatory be moved
to a healthier and otherwise better location, and to secure for it fire-
proof buildings—to the Committes on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. KNgS'I'[‘ : The petition of Good Templars of Kentucky, for a
commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LAPHAM : The memorial of the National Land Reformers’
Association, that the public lands be disposed of only to actual set-
tlers—to the Committee on Public Lands.

By Mr. MACKEY : The memorial of W. M. Allison & Brother, and
other manufacturers of woolens at Potter’s Mills, Pennsylvania, em-
ploying twenty-four workmen, that Congress will take no action con-
cerning a revision of tariff duties until after it shall have ascertained
by an official inquiry the condition of the industries of the country
and that the nature of such tariff legislation in the opinion of practical
business men is such as wounld best promote the restoration of general
prosperity—to the Committee of Ways and Means.

By Mr. SAYLER : Papers relating to the claims of Thomas H.
Foulds and Charles Gordon—to the Committee of Claims.

By Mr. WARNER: The petition of Charles F. Raymond, heir of
Jesse Smith, deceased, that he be paid the pension due the widow of
said Smith—to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions.

Also, the petition of James B. Hoyt and others, for the erection of a
light-house or beacon in Stamford Harbor, Connecticut—to the Com-
mittee on Commerce.

By Mr. WILSON : The memorial of J. H. Clifton & Sons, and other
manufacturers at Weston, West Virginia, employing seventeen worl-
men, that Congress will take no action concerning a revision of tariff
duties until after it shall have ascertained by an official inquiry the
condition of the induostries of the country and the nature of such
tariff legislation asin the opinion of practical business men would
best promote the restoration of general prosperity—to the Committee
of Ways and Means.

Also, a paper relating to the establishment of a post-route between
Normantown and Germantown, West Virginia—to the Committee on
the Post-Offices and Post-Eoads.

IN SENATE.

THURSDAY, January 10, 1878,

Davip H. ARMSTRONG, a Senator from the State of Missouri, ap-
peared in his seat to-day.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYrRON SUNDERLAND, D. D.

The Journal of th:;dpmeedinga of Saturday, December 15, 1877,
was read and approved.

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, &
The following bills from the House of Representatives were sev-
erally read twice by their titles,and refi to the Committee on
Mili Affairs:
A bill (H. R. No. 119) to remove the charges against Lieutenant
Charles Wilkinson, late of Company One hundred and second
Ragiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, on file in the War Department;

an

A bill (H. R. No. 694) for the relief of William H. Needham, late
second lieutenant of Company D, Twenty-second Regiment Iowa
Infantry.

The bill (H. R. No. 1487) making appropriations for the payment
of claims reported to Congress under section 2 of the act approved
June 16, 1874, by the Secretury of the Treasury, was read twice by
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION.

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a message from
the President of the United States, transmitting a special report of
the Commissioner of iculture nupon the subject of forestry; which
was t::ifema to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be
printed.

1)

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

Mr. FERRY presented a petition of cifizens of Michigan, praying
for an amendment to the Constitution of the United States prohibit-
ing the several States from disfranchising citizens of the United
States on account of sex; which was referred to the Committee on

Privileges and Elections.
He &mnbed the petition of Jay S8mith and others, citizens of
Baginaw, Michigan, praying for a modification of the bankrupt law ;

which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. CONKLING presented the petition of the Alaska Gold and
Silver Mining Company, praying that such protection be afforded to
citizens of the United States as will enable them to prosecute husi-
ness enterprises, and that Alaska be attached to the district of
Oregon for all judicial purposes ; which was referred to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

He also presented the petition of B. E. Jackson and others, citi-
zens of Hancock, New York, representing that many pensioners are
sufferers by an unwise limitation in the pension law, and praying for
an amendment thereto; which was referred to the Committee on
Pensions.

He also presented the petition of George B. Sloan and others, citi-
zens of Oswego, New York, prayigg for an increase of the salary of
letter-carriers to 8100 per month; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

He also presented the petition of Helena Stanton, Mary R. Pell,
Martin Lewis, E. W. Pullman, and others, citizens of New York
City; the petition of Amanda Diego, Anna Wilber, E. Kincker
Boeker, Leonard J. Tripp, and others, citizens of Dutchess County,
New York ; and the petition of Helen M. Loder, Charlotte H. Dick-
inson, W. Moore, and others, citizens of Poughkeepsie, Dutchess
County, New Yorf;, praying for an amendment to the Constitution of
the United States prohibiting the several States from disfranchising
United States citizens on account of sex; which were referred to
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. :

Mr. DAWES. I present the petition of E. B. Sargent, Mrs. Phin-
eas Haynes, Sarah A. Bean, Charles F'. Smith, and others, citizens of
West Haverhill, Essex County, Massachusetts, and the petition of
Nancy C. Gilman, Susan L. Smith, N, A. Davis, Nathan Pierce, Fran-
cis J. Winship, and others, citizens of Lexington, Middlesex County,
Massachusetts, making the same prayer as those last presented by
the Senator from New York. I move their reference to the Commit-
tee on Privileges and Elections.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. DAWES presented the memorial of the Boston Board of Trade,
remonstrating against the enactment of any law whereby the silver
dollar shall be made an unlimited legal tender until the principal
nations of Europe shall concur in a general remonctization of silver,
and praying that [t)lresent legislation npon the subject of coinage
may be limited to the promotion of negotiations with other powers
gr universal bi-metallism; which was referred to the Comumittee on

nance.

Mr. DAWES. Ipresentthe petition of Robert C. Winthrop, Charles
W. Eliot, I. Ingersoll Bowditch, Benjamin Pierce, and Edward C.
Pickering, citizens of Cambridge, Massachusetts, praying that Con-
gress may remove the Naval Observatory in Washington to some
more healthy position. As that matteris already pending, I believe,
before the Committee on Naval Affairs, (certainly it is not before the
Committec on Public Buildings and Grounds,) I ask that this peti-
tion be referred to that committee.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will take that reference,
if there be no objection.

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of Elijah Shaw, manufacturer
of woolens, of Wales, Massachusetts, employing seventy workmen ;
the petition of C. D. Hunt, agent, manufacturer of tacks, of Fair-
haven, Massachusetts, employing one hundred and ten workmen ; and
the petition of Whitehead & Atherton, and others, manufacturers
and machinists, of Lowell, Massachusetts, employing onc hundred
workmen, praying that Congress will take no action concerning a

krevision of tanff duties until after it shall have ascertained by an offi-
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cial inquiry the condition of the industries of the country and that
the nature of such tariff legislation is such as in the opinion of prac-
tical business men would best promote the restoration of general
prosperity ; which were referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. SARGENT presented the petition of Clarinda J. H. Nichols,
Elizabeth Ristine, J. Y. Griffiths, George B. Nichols, and others, cifi-
zens of Colé)elln and Pomo, Mendocino County, California, and the
petition of Sarepta C. White, M. D., Nancy J. Potter, Rollin C. Ander-
son, M. D., Robert G. Perkins, and others, citizens of S8an Francisco,
California, praying for an amendment to the Constitution of fhe
United Statés prohibiting the several States from disfranchising
United States citizens on account of sex; which were referred to
the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. presented the petition of the Mercer Pottery
Company, manufacturers of pottery, of Trenton, New Jersey, em-

loying two hundred workmen, and the petition of the Raritan

oolen Mills and others, manufacturers and machinists, of Raritan,
New Jersey, employing six hundred and ninety workmen, pl:gymg
that Congress will take no action concerning a revision of tariff du-
ties until after it shall have ascertained by an official inquiry the
condition of the industries of the country and that the nature of
such tariff legislation is such as in the opinion of practical business
men would t promote the restoration of general prosperity ;
which were referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. BAILEY. I present petitions of the same character as those
just presented by the Senator from New Jersey, from Henry Warren
& Son, manufacturers of cotton, of Oregon, Tennessee, employing
thirty workmen ; from the Rockford Manufacturing Company, of
Rockford, Tennessee, am;ﬂoying fifty-five workmen ; and from Hutch-
inson & Son, manufacturers of woolens, of Appleton, Wisconsin, em-
ploying one hundred aund eight workmen. I move the reference of
these petitions o the Committee on Finance.

The motion was a, d to.

Mr. KERNAN. 1 present three petitions, one from the Pern Steel
and Iron Company, manufacturers of iron and steel, of Clintonville,
New York; one from W. n, Thorpe & Co., manuiacturers of pa-
per, of Fort Miller, New York; and one from Fisher & Morehouse,
manufacturers of carriages, of Naples, New York, each praying that
Congress will take no action concerning a revision of tariff duties
until after it shall have i by an official inquiry the condi-
tion of the industries of the country and that the nature of such
tariff legislation is such as in the opinion of practical business men
would best promote the restoration of gemeral prosperity. 1 move
the reference of these petitions to the Committee on Finance.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. KERNAN presented the

}Letition of Helen M. Cooke, Emma
J. Armitage, W. W. Andrews, E.

R. Butler, Lizzie A. Price, and
others, citizens of New York City, and the petition of Adalina Lock-
wood, M. Josephine Gamble, and others, citizens of Albany County,
New York, praying for an amendment to the Constitution of the
United States prohibiting the several States from disfranchising
United States citizens on account of sex; which were referred to
the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. KERNAN. I present three petitions, one from Mrs. Elizabeth
W. Kenedy, one from Helen C. Kenedy, and one from Jane T. Wel-
ton, of the State of New York, praying relief from political disabil-
ities so that they may govern themselves and exercise the right of
suffrage. I move the reference of these petitions to the Committee
on Privileges and Elections.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. VOORHEES presented the petition of Amasa C. Robinson
and 425 others, citizens of Lynn, Massachusetts, praying for the res-
toration of the silver dollar of 4i2§ ins to full legal-tender power
in the United States, and that its coinage be made as free in all re-
spects as the coinage of gold; which was referred to the Committee
on Finance.

Mr. EATON presented the petition of the Yale Lock Manufactor-
ing Company and others, manufacturers of locks, &e., of Stamford,
Connecticut, employing three hundred and thirty wurﬁmen, prayin
that Congress will take no action coucerning a revision of tarig'
duties until after it shall have ascertained by an official inquiry the
condition of the industries of the country and that the natare of the
proposed tariff legislation is such as in the opinion of practical busi-
ness men would best promote the restoration of general prosperity ;
which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also vgrl.aasemt.ml the petition of the New Haven Engineering So-
ciety, of New Haven, Connecticut, praying for the introduction of the
metrical system of weights and measures; which was referred to the
Committee on Finance.

Mr. EATON. I present the petition of Ex-President Theodore D.
Woolsey, of Yale College, and other citizens of New Haven, Connecti-
cut, praying the coinugeof silver dollars of 420 grains standard silver,
to be made a legal tender for all sums not exceeding $20 except in pay-
ment, of private contracts for gold and the bonded debt of the United
States, and the establishment of an international commission to fix
therelative value of silverand gold in iorei%n and domesticexchanges,
I movt:l that the petition be referred to the Committee on Finance and

rinted.
F The motion was agreed to.
Mr. EATON. I desire to say that, in accordance with the petition

Jjust presented, when the silver bill may be under discussion, I shall
offer an amendment coverinithat ground.

Mr. HAMLIN. Ipresent the memorial of the Union Lace Company
and other manufacturers of lace, cotton, &c., at Kennebunk, Maine,
employing 435 workmen, and the petition of Erskine & Williams and
other manufacturers of lumber, of Jefferson, Maine, in relation to
the revision of the tariff. I move they be referred to the Committee
on Finance.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of Lucy A. Snow, Flora D.
Batler, R. W. Lincoln, William Spear, and others, citizens of Rock-
land, Knox County, Maine, praying for an amen&ment to the Con-
stitution of the United States, prohibiting the several States from
disfranchising United States citizens on account of sex; which was
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

He also presented the petition of Lavinia M. SBuow, a citizen of
Knox County, Maine, praying for the removal of her political disa-
bilities, and that she may be declared invested with the right of suf-
frage; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec-

tions.

Mr. KIRKWOOD ]gemaented the petition of Nancy R. Allen, M. 8.
Connelly, William nniston, E. K. Mears, and others, citizens of
Maquoketa, Jackson Countg, Iowa, pra{)iug for an amendment to the
Constitution of the United States, prohibiting the several States from
disfranchising United States citizens on account of sex; which was
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of Harriet A. Longhary,
Anna M. Martin, W. J. Loughary, Alexander Reid, and others, citi-
zens of Amity, Yam Hill County, Oregon ; the petition of Araminta
Higging, Eva Stewart, Lee Langhlin, H. L. Marston, and others, citi-
zens of North Yam Efil], Yam Hill County, Oregon; the petition of
Mary A. Danforth, Martha E. V. Wertz, Bartlett Obenchain, W. B.
Kineaid, and others, citizensof Jackson County, Oregon ; the petition
of Mrs. H. M. McComas, Harriet L. Lewis, Mary T. Argeisinger, W.
B. Challen, and others, citizens of Oregon; and the petition of Mrs.
A. F. Pearce, Mrs, P. Risdon, J. P. Gill, M. D., D. W. Risdon, and
others, citizens of Eugene City, Lane County, Oregon, praying for an
amendment to the Constitution of the United States, prohibiting the
several States from disfranchising United States citizens on account
of sex; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and
Elections.

Mr. MITCHELL. I present sundry petitions, signed by several
thousand citizens of the respective counties of Multnomah, Marion,
Yam Hill, Clackamas, Umatilla, and Union, in the State of’ Oregon,
praying an extension of time for the construction of the Northern
Pacifie Railroad, with the fullowingilpmviaions and readjustments :

First, repealing the north branch and substituting the grant on
the Salt Lake line, to be eonstructed in four years.

Second, making the North Pacific and the Portland and Salt Lake
roads a common road from their junction through the Columbia Pass
to the city of Portland.

Third, that either company first making through connection from
the eastern terminus may proceed with the common road.

F«l:mnh, for snitable provisions for sales of lands and protection to
settlers,

Fifth, instructing Oregon Senators and Representatives to give
their united support to these measures.

I move the referenceof these petitionstothe Committee on Railroads.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. SAUNDERS presented the petition of B. J. Thompson, Matilda
Hendershot, Alice C. Ingram, J. H. Boyle, and others, citizens of
Thayer County, Nebraska, praying for an amendment to the Consti-
tution of the {]’nited States prohi%)it.ing the several States from dis-
franchising United States citizens on account of sex; which was
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. CHRISTIANCY presented the petition of Lydia Foster, Mel-
vina Van Wormer, John Heln, 8. C. Garey, and others, citizens of
Leelenaw, Michigan, praying for an amendment to the Constitution
of the Uniled States prohibiting the several States from disiranchis-
ing United States citizens on account of sex; which was referred to
the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

He also presented the petition of the Tioga Manufacturing Com-
pany and other manufacturers of lumber, at Big Rapids, Michigan,
employing three hundred and thirty workmen; the petition of A. B.
Long & Son, manufacturers of lumber, at Grand Rapids, Michigan,
employing one hundred and fifty workmen; the petition of Piper &
Thompson, manufacturers of lumber, at Lapeer, Michigan, employ-
ing sixty workmen ; the petition of the Michigan Central Iron Com-

any, manufacturers of iron, Lawton, Michi]%‘:m, employing one hun-
d and fifty workmen ; the petition of Kellogg, Sawyer & Co.,
and other manufacturers of lumber, in Osceola County, Michigan,
employing forty workmen ; and the S?tition of L.J. Van Lenven,
and other manufacturers of lumber, at Riversdale, Michigan, employ-
ing twenty workmen, praying that Congress will take no action
concerning a revision of tariff duties until after it shall have
ascertained by an official inquiry the condition of the industries of
the country and that the nature of the proposed tariff legislation is
such as in the opinion :iﬂ];mﬁcal business men would best promote
the restoration of gen prosperity ; which were referred to the
Committee on Finance.




250

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JANUARY 10,

Mr. MATTHEWS presented the petition of William H. Nessle,
praying compensation for services rend in the investigation of
the affairs of marshals of the United States for the western district
of Arkansas; which was referred to the Committee on Claims.

He also presented the petition of E. W. Metcalf, praying indemnity
out of the Geneva award fund for the loss of the ship Delphine,
alleged to have been destroyed by the Shenandoah during the late
war; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented the petition of William R. Fee, of Cinecinnati,
Ohio, praying an extension of letters-patent for improvements in cot-
ton-seed hullers; which was referred to the Committee on Patents.

He also presented the petition of Mary V. Griffith and Emeline G.
Fawcett, citizens of Columbiana County, Ohio, praying for the re-
moval of their political disabilities; which was refi to the Com-
mittee on Privileges and Elections.

He also presented the petition of Annie H. Lamborn, a citizen of
the State of Ohio, praying for the removal of her political disabili-
ges; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec-

ons.

Mr. McMILLAN R‘resent,ed the petition of Union Lodge, No. 90, of
the Order of Good Templars of Rochester, Minnesota, signed by the
officers in behalf of seventy members; also a petition of six hundred
members of the Rochester Temperance Reform Club, of Rochester,
Minnesota, praying an amendment of the Constitution, prohibiting the
several States from disfranchising United States citizens on account
of sex; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and
Elections.

Mr. HOWE presented the memorial of the Chamber of Commerce
of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, praying for an appropriation for the im-
provement of Detroit River ; which was referred to the Committee
on Commerce.

He also presented four memorials from the lnmbermen in different
portions of Wisconsin, praying that Con will take no action con-
cerning a revision of t.anﬂ: duties until it shall have ascertained by
an official inquiry the condition of the industries of the country and
that the nature of the proposed tariff legislation is such as in the
oginion of practical business men would best promote the restoration
(E)‘i general prosperity; which were referred to the Committee on

nance.

He also presented the petition of Angeline Raish, mother of Olion
Raish, who died in the United States service, praying to be allowed
a pension from the date of herson's death ; which was referred to the
Committee on Pensions.

He also presented a petition from sundry persons of Wisconsin,
praying Con to give prompt recognition to the claims of many
pensioners who are sufferers by an unwise limitation law, which is
universally conceded to be unjust; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

He also presented a petition of the workingmen’s of Califor-
nia, making sundry sug&lesﬁons touching the Texas itic Railroad ;
which was referred to the Committee on Railroads.

Mr. HOWE. I present a petition signed by two hundred gentle-
men and ladies of a single town in Wisconsin—some of them I happen
to know to be personn%ly of the very highest character— rayi.n%'rzor
an amendment to the Constitution to pmghibit the several States from
disfranchising citizens on acconnt of sex. Imoveits reference to the
Committee on Privileges and Elections.

The motion was a; to.

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, nted two petitions, one from
Mrs. Lucina De Wolf, of White Water, Wisconsin, and one from Hen-
rietta J. Partridge, also of White Water, Wisconsin, praying for the
removal of their political disabilities and that they may be declared
invested with ower to exercise their right of self-government
at the ballot-box, 51 State constitutions or statute law to the con-
trary notwithstanding; which were referred to the Committee on
Privileges and Elections.

He presented the memorial of John Peters and other manu-
facturers, of Warsaw, Wisconsin, employing one hundred and eighty-
one workmen, praying that Congress will take no action concern-
ing a revision of tariff duties until it shall have ascertained by an
ofticial inquiry the condition of the industries of the country and
that the nature of the proposed tariff legislation is such as in the
o};inion of practical business men would best promote the restoration
of general prosperity; which was referred to the Committee on
Finance.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Palmyra, Wis-
consin, praying the passage of an act giving prompt recognition to
the claims of many pensioners who are sufferers by an nnwise limit-
ation law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. TELLER presented the petition of Jennie Prescott, Mrs.T. R.
Wﬂghz,hand others, citizens of Texas Creek, Fremont County, Colo-
rado; the petition of M. 8. Cra.léy, E. M. Bacon, M. M. Boyd, W. L.
Slutz, and other citizens of Golden City, Colorado; and the petition
of Lucy Freeman, Mary King, James M. Marshall, H. A. Campbell,
and other citizens of Central éit.y, Gilpin County, Colorado, praying
for an amendment to the Constitution of the United States prohibit-
ing the several States from disfranchising United States citizens on
account of sex; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges
and Elections. -

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented a petition of citizens

of Pennsylvania, praying Congress to extend the time when pensions
may be applied for and to otherwise change the laws in the interest
of ex-soldiers; which was referred to t.he%i)mmittee on Pensions.

He also presented resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, pointing out the importance and real
economy of an appropriation to erect public buildings on ground
now owned by the United States in that city; which were referred
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

He also presented ten petitions from manufactoring eompanies of
Pennsylvania, employing forty-five hundred and sixty-five workmen,
praying that Congress will take no action concerning u revision of
tariff duties until it shall have ascertained by an official inquiry the
condition of the industries of the country and that the nature of the

ro 1 tariff’ legislation is such as in the opinion of practical

usiness men would best promote the vestoration of general pros-
perity ; which were referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented the petition of the Susquehanna Canal Company
and the Tide-water Canal Company, corporations chartered by the
States of Pennsylvania and Maryland, praying compensation for
loss of their bridge over the Susquehanna River near Columbia,
Pennsylvania, burned in 1863 by order of Major-General Couch, com-
manding the United States forces; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

He also presented the petition of the president and cashier of the
Columbia National Bank, of Columbia, Lancaster County, Pennsyl-
vania, praying compensation for loss of a bridge burned in 1863 by
order of Major General D. N. Conch, commanding United States
forces; which was referred fo the Committee on Claims.

Mr. SVINDOM presented the petition of Mrs. S. J. Howard, Jennie
Alamander, Samuel Manchester, J. B. Wagner, and other citizens of
Rochester, ?Minneaota, and the petition of the Rochester Division, No.
18, Sons of Temperance, signed by J. G. Miner,D. G. W. P,, in behalf
of eightﬁ-four members, praying for an amendment to the Constitu-
tion of the United States pm{liblting the several States from disfran-
chising United States citizens on account of sex ; which were referred
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

He also presented the petition of the order of Good Templars of
Rochester, Minnesota, numbering over one hundred and fifty mem-
bers, signed by the officers, praying for an amendment to the Consti-
tution of the United States prohibiting the several States from dis-
franchising United States citizens on account of sex; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

He also presented the memorial of E. 8. Fallman, manufacturer of
lumber at Brunswick, Minnesota, praying that Congress will take no
action concerning a revision of tariff duties until after it shall have
ascertained by an official inquiry the condition of the industries of
the country and that the nature of the proposed tariff' legislation is
such as in the opinion of practical business men would best promote
the restoration of general prosperity; which was referred to the
Committee on Pr‘lvif:gea and Elections.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the memorial of Messrs. Gaut and Shep-
hardson, of Fairfax, State of Vermont, manufacturers, setting forth
that they are en in manuafacturing, and asking that Congress
before it engages in tariff legislation may have a careful investiga-
tion into the condition, prospects, and needs of the manufactoring
interests of the country and their relation to the other industrial in-
terests of the nation. They set forth in their petition the grounds
of what they ask, which, when the committee comes to consider
these petitions, if the others are like this one, I hope the committes
will carefully read, because they state in a brief way a good deal
that is often forgotten and that is worth remembering.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of A. Gottschalk & Co., and
others, manufacturers of silk, soap, &e., at Ottawa, Kansas, employ-
ing seventy-three workmen, rayin% that Congress will take no
action concerning a revision of tariff duties until i¢c sha'l have ascer-
tained by an official inquiry the condition of the industries of the
couniry, and that the nature of the proposed tariff legislation is such
as in the opinion of practical business men would best promote the
restoration of general prosperity ; which was referred to the Commit-
tee on Finance.

He also presented the petition of Mrs. H. Anthony, Jennie W.
Dammast, and others, citizens of Clay Centre, Clay County, Kansas,
pmi-uing for an amendment to the Constitution of the United States
prohibiting the several States from disfranchising United States citi-
zens on account of sex; which was referred to the Committee on
Privileges and Elections.

Mr. KELLOGG presented the petition of Elizabeth L. Saxon, Mrs.
A. J. Marray, L. A. Saxon, Emerson Bentley, and others, citizens of
New Orleans, Orleans Parish, Lounisiana, praying for an amendment
to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting the several States
from disfranchising United States citizens on account of sex ; which
was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. WITHERS presented the petitions of Caroline F. Putnam and
Sallie Holley, citizens of the United States and residents in the State
of Virginia, county of Northumberland, praying for the removal of
their 1iﬂlit.if:.al disabilities and that they may be declared invested
with the right of suffrage; which were referred to the Committee on
Privileges and Elections.
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Mr. GROVER presented three petitions of citizens of Oregon, pray=-
ing that the western terminus of the Northern Pacific Railroad be
established at Astoria, at the mouth of the Columbia River, and that
said railroad be extended thereto within three years; which was
referred to the Committee on Railroads.

He also presented a resolution of the Board of Trade of Portland,
Oregon, in favor of a modification of the bill granting an extension
of time for the completion of the Northern Pacific Railroad; which
was referred to the Committee on Railroads.

He also presented a petition of citizens of Portland, Oregon, pray-
ing for the extension of the time for the completion of the Northern
Pacifie Railroad ; which was referred to the Committee on Railroads.

He also presented a resolution of the Board of Trade of Portland,
Oregon, in favor of the passage of the bill for the construction of a
light-house on Tillamook Head, Oregon, and range-lights on Sand
Island, at the mouth of the Columbia River, Oregon; which was
referred to the Committes on Commerce.

He also presented four petitions of ecitizens of Marion and Union
Counties, Oregon, praying for an amendment to the Constitation of
the United States prohibiting the several States from disfranchising
United States citizens on account of sex; which were referred to the
Committee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, presented the memorial of the Brax-
ton Iron Company, mannfanéumm uﬁr‘iron, at ‘Btmtzlngt:]rCCreak, W“?ﬁil:
Virginia,employing seventy-five workmen, prayin ongress
talig noaa,ict.igu gongarnin tﬁ revision of tari%dut.igs until after it shall
have ascertained by an official inquiry the condition of the industries
of the country and that the nature of the proposed tariff legislation
is such as in the opinion of practical business men would best pro-
mote the restoration of general prosperity; which was referred to
the Committee on Finance.

Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of Lydia L. Johnston, Clarke
Irvine, William Brodbeck, Lucy A. Christian, Aunie R. Irvine, and
others, citizens of Oregon, Holt County, Missouri, praying for an
amendment to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting the
several States from disfranchising United States citizens on account
of sex; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec-
tions.

Mr. THURMAN presented the petition of William Dewalt, of Lees-
ville Cross Roads, Crawford County, Ohio, asking Congress to give

rompt recognition to the claims of many pensioners who are suf-

erers by an unwise limitation law ; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

He also presented the petition of Augustus Raymond, of Gibeson-
ville, Hocking County, Ohio, praying Congress to give prompt recog-
nition to the claims of many pensioners who are sufferers by an
unwise limitation law; which was referred to the Committee on
Pensions.

He also presented the memorial of C. A. Young, professor in Prince-
ton College; Benjamin Pierce, professor in Harvard University; Noah
Porter, president of Yale College; J. E. Hilgard, assistant in charge
of the LPnited States Coast Survey Office, Washington; L. C. Garland,
president of Vanderbilt University, Nashville; . A. P. Barnard,
president of Columbia College, New York; Joseph Henry, secretary
of the Smithsonian Institution; Cleveland Abbe, formerly directorof
the Cincinnati Observatory; Peter 8. Mitchie, professor in the United
States Military Academy, West Point; C. W. Pritchett, director of
the Morrison Observatory, w, Missouri; Lewis Boss, director
of the Dudley Observatory, Albany; 8. W. Burnham, esq., Chicago;
and Ormond Stone, director of the éincinnati Observatory, praying
for the removal of the observatory at Washington to a more eligible
site; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

He also presented certain proceedings of the Board of Trade of Cin-
cinnati, Ohio, protesting against any scheme for the modilication of
the act of Congress of December 17, 1872, in relation to bridges across
the Ohio River; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce.

He also presented the petition of the Ohio State Horticultural So-
ciety in favor of House bill No. 1218, in relation to the preservation
and renewal of our forests ; which was referred to the Committee on
Agriculture.

also presented three petitions of certain manufacturers of Ohio
praying that Congress take no action concerning a revision of
tariff duties until after it shall have ascertained by an official inquiry
the condition of the industries of the country and that the nature of
the proposed tariff legislation is such as in the opinion of practical
business men would best promote the restoration of general pros-
perity ; which were referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. HEREFORD presented the petition of the Riverside Iron
Works, manufacturers of iron at Wheeling, West Virginia, employ-
ing eight hundred workmen, fpraying that éong'mm will take no ac-
tion concerning a revision of tariff duties until after it shall have
ascertained by an official inquiry the condition of the industries of
the country and that the nature of the proposed tariff legislation is
such as in the opinion of practical business men would best promote
the restoration of general prosperity ; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Elizabeth Bancroft, Jane T.
Osgood, Caroline E. Field, Samuel M. Osgood, William A. Eaton, and
others, citizens of Athol, Worcester County, Massachusetts, praying

for an amendment to the Constitation of the United States prohibit-

ing the several States from disfranchising United States citizens on
account of sex; which was referred to the Committes on Privileges
and Elections. 4

He also presented the petition of J. B. Dean, C. Louisa Northup,
Nelson Brown, T. G. Phillips, and others, citizens of Cheshire, Berk-
shire County, hmchusetta; the petition of Abbey A. Bennett, Han-
nah Buffum, John Bailey, John L, Robinson, and others, citizens of
Lynn, Essex County, Massachusetts; and the pefition of Harriet
Jordon, H. L. Crowell, George F. M’art.in, Thomas C. Gilmor, and
others, citizens of Chelsea, Suffolk County, Massachusetts, pmying
for an amendment to the Constitution of the United States prohibit-
ing the several States from disfranchising United States citizens on
account of sex; which were referred to the Committes on Privileges
and Elections.

Mr. DENNIS presented the petition of Mallalien & Brothers, man-
ufacturers of woolens, of Millington, Maryland, employing twenty-
three workmen, praying that Cm_gm will take no action concerning
a revision of tariff dnties until after it shall have ascertained by an
official inquiry the condition of the industries of the country and
that the nature of the proposed tariff legislation is such as in the
opinion of practical business men would best promote the restoration
of general prosperity; which was referred to the Committee on Fi-
nance.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. BAILEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to
introduce a bill (8. No. 475) for the relief of William L. Nance ; which
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims.

Mr. SARGENT “kbg’ and by unanimous consent obtained, leave
to introduce a bill (8. No. 476) to relieve certain legal disabilities of
women ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro-
duce a bill (8. No. 477) to regulate Chinese immigration ; which was
read twice by its title.

Mr. SARGENT. I should like to have the bill referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations, and I wish to make one remark in
reference to it. The bill was introduced in the House of Represent-
atives originally by Mr. SHELLEY, of Alabama. It relates to a sub-
ject of very %emat importance to California and to the whole Pacific
coast, and I believe in the future to the whole country. Heretofore
I have stated to the Senate the reasons for this opinion. The bill
which I now introduce is different in the plan of relief from one
I formerly introduced; but the Legislature of California after a
thorough investigation by an able committee into the whole matter
have passed resolutions recommending the passage of this bill and I
defer my judgment to theirs. I know that they appreciate the im-
portance of the subfact, the absolute necessity for relief. I believe
that either the bill which I formerly introduced or this would have
a beneficial effect in restraining the undue influx of Chinese immi-

tion. I have to express the hope that the Committee on Foreign
elations will at an early day take up and consider these bills, and
that we may have a report in order that I may get the opinion of
the Senate upen a question so interesting and vitally important to
my State. I move the reference of the bill to the Committee on
Foreign Relations.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. FERRY (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob-
tained, leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 478) authorizing the Commis-
sioner of Patents to extend the patent of Horace A. Stone, forim-

rovement in the manufacture of cheese; which was read twice by
1ts title, and referred to the Committee on Patents.

Mr. McMILLAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave
to introduce a bill (8. No. 479) to amend section 4 of the act of June
23, 1874, entitled “An act in relation to courts and judicial officers in
the Territory of Utah;” which was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. TELLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to
introdnee a bill (8. No. 480) to enable the State of Colorado to reclaim
certain waste lands ; which was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Public Lands.

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro-
duce a bill (8. No. 481) for the sale of timber on the public lands in
the State of Colorado; which was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands.

Mr. MATTHEWS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave
to introduce a bill (8. No. 482) for the relief of William H. bfesale;
gm was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on

8.

Mr, PLUMB asked, and by unanimouns consent obtained, leave to
introduce a bill (S. No, 483) to ize the Pay Department of the
Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in-
troduce a bill (8. No. 484) to authorize the construction of a bridge-
abutment and approach within the military reservation of Fort
Riley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

Mr. JONES, of Florida (by request) asked, and by unanimous con-
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. ﬁo. 455) to repeal certain
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proviaéo:}:u 0.{ the acts of v(égn ;gaig'?n e
ort of the Army, appro une 16, : are y t-
vely; which was ?ead twice by its title, and referred to the qgom-
mittee on Milit.n]?‘ Affairs.

Mr. VOORHEES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave
to introduce a bill (8. No. 486) to extend the provisions of the act of
June 8, 1874, in relation to prize money, to all fleet officers; which
Iﬁ_ﬁ read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval

airs.

Mr. WITHERS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave
to introduce a bill (8, No. 487) for the relief of Mrs. Maria B. Wolfe;
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers,
referred to the Committee on Claims. -

Mr. KELLOGG asked, and by unanimous consent obfained, leave
to introduce a bill (8. No. 488) authorizing mail steamship service in
the Gulf of Mexico, between the port of New Orleans, Lounisiana,
;nd cert:.lin ports of the Republic of Mexico; which was read twice

its title.
yMr. KELLOGG. I desire to state that this bill twice
Benate some years since, and I ask the attention of the
on Commerce to it, to whom I move its reference.

The motion was nFreed to.

Mr. EELLOGG also asked, and by unanimous consent obtain
leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 489) to improve the navigation an
to afford protection and security to the shipping trade and com-
merce and alluvial lands of the Mississippi River; which was read
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce.

Mr. DORSEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to
introduce a bill (8. No. 490) supplementary to an act entitled * An
act in relation to the Hot Springs reservation in the State of Arkan-
sas,” approved March 3, 1877; which was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Pablic Lands.

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro-
duce a bill (8. No. 491) to prombdte the administration of justice in
the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. .

Mr. SARGENT asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave
to introduce a joint resolution (8. R. No: 12) proposing an amend-
ment to the Constitution of the United States; which was read
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Privileges and
Elections.

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is that about ?

Mr. SARGENT. The sixteenth amendment.

Mr. EDMUNDS. For suffrage ?

Mr. SARGENT. Yes, sir.

Mr. EDMUNDS asked, and by nunanimous consent obtained, leave
to introduce a joint resolution (8. R. No. 13) proposing an amend-
ment to the Constitution of the United States; whicll was read
twice by its title, and referred to the Commitfee on the Judiciary.

BENJAMIN P. RUNKLE.

Mr. CONKLING gubmitted the following resolution ; which was
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to:

Resol That the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed to inguire and re.
port whether any, and, if so, what action has recently been taken by anymrt-
ment or officer of the Government designed to reinstate or restore Benj E A
Runkle te the Army of the United smma} and whether such action was warranted
by law; also whether any payment, and, if so, what rl%mentm' payments of pub-
lic moneys have been made to or on account of sai
authorized, and by whom received, from what fund made, and whether such pay-
ment was legal ; and whether the United States is indebted or liable to said Runkle
for pay or com tion as an Army officer; and also whether since an order of
dismissal in 1572 (if such an order was mnﬂai said Runkle has been an Army offi-
cer, or has had a valid and legal claim for pay or compensation as such. Said
committee shall have power to send for persons and papers.

L. J. DRAPER.
Mr. CONKLING submitted the following resolution; which was
read :
Resolved, That the Committes on
reinstatement or restoration of —

the medical corps of the Na
Eoinlmant.. any misconduct

appropriations for the sup-
and Mo 7

assed the
ommittee

by whom 8 or

be instructed to inquire into the alleged

to the position formerly held by him in
, and to report the facts touching his original ap-
Bty Dopaciannt Chiowucs lta allaged raa?utha ghatics), s The Fants
ent a en , an
m‘i;fi‘;ln;]t.h«r:t;: w‘l?;:hm' he ceased to ban;n officer of the Navy and, if so, when;
whether any and, if so, what &klwwllngorncﬁnn d ed to effect his reinstate-
ment or restoration has been en by any officer or Department of the Govern-
ment; whether any money has been paid on behalf of the Government to eaid
Draper or to his account, and, if so, by whom authorized and paid and by whom
received and the amount thereof, whether such action as has been taken was
and is legal and warrantable. Said committee shall have power to send for per-
sons and papers.

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution.

Mr. CONKLING. The Senate will observe that the name of the
committee is blank. I have left the blank on , in order to
consult the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, as perhaps,
if he is willing to undertake the matter, it belongs to that com-
mittee.

Mr. BARGENT. I suggest to the Senator from New York that he
had better fill the blank so as to read *the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.” I see that severalimportant legal questions are raised by the
resolution, and we ought to have the opinion of the legal committee
of the body upon the matter. If he has no objection f‘:vill move to
fill the blank so as to read “the Committee on the Judiciary.”

Mr. CONKLING. I shall be very glad to leave it to the chairman

of the Committee on Naval Affairs to sa
make the milmry I observe from the ing of the resolution one
omission. move to insert the words at the proper place ““and
from what fund,” after * the payment.”

The VICE-PRESIDENT. As thus modified, will the Benate agree
to the resolution 7

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to inquire of the honorable Sen-
ator who introduced the resolution whether it contemplates granting
the privilege to Dr. Draper to appear by himself or eounsel before
the committee to explain his case. I do not know whether it is
proper or usual in such cases ; but as the committee is to inquire inte
his rights, would it be improper that he should have the privilege, it
he so desires, of appearing before the committee by himself or coun-
sel, in order that he may lay his side of the case before the com-

mittee ¥

Mr, CONKLING. The Senator and the Senate will obzerve that
the resolution is in the nsual form. In terms of course it makes no
Ereacription one way or other on the point denoted by the Senator;

ut the presumption is, I suppose, that any ecommittee of the Senate,
and particularly one of the standing committees, will govern an in-
vestigation by the rules of propriety and fairness, and not conclude
any person upon a matter personal to him as to which he counld give
information or evidence, without affording the opportunity for that
information or evidence to be furmished. The resolution is in the
customary form.

Mr. BURNSIDE. I do not specially ohject, of course, to these twe
resolutions, but it is very evident to me that the first resolution should
have been referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and that this
should go to the Committee on Naval Affairs. They are resolutions
specifically referring to positions now held by Army and Navy officers,
and to the position of others affected by their reinstatement. I think
those committees are amply able to take care of matters of that kind,
and properly the inquiries now proposed shovld be referred to those
two committees.

Mr, CONKLING. Mr. President, nothing on this subject could have
been more agreeable to me than to have the resolutions go, one to the
Committee on Military Affairs and the other to the Committee on
Naval Affairs. To me both those references would have had the
recommendation that I should not have been called upon, as one
member of the Senate, to discharge any duty or perform any labor
in regard to this matter. The Senator from Rhode Island will ob-
serve, however, that these two resolutions demand of the committee
an answer to a mere matter of law. Here are the papers, which I
have borrowed from the files of the Senate to bring into the Cham-
ber, relating to the case of Runkle, [exhibiting a bundle of papers.
The facts are all fixed. There is no inquiry needed in that regard.
The question is whether, by reason of proceedings which are here
attested, as matter of law Major Runkle remained or ceased to be an
officer of the Army. That is all. The honorable Senator from Mis-
souri, [Mr. COCKRELL,] who I observe gives attention, has had oceca-
sion to know something of these papers. He and every other Sena-
tor acquainted with the case, I think will sustain my statement that
the inquiry propounded is purely one of law, purely a question
whether, on conceded facts, action of the Government, as to the oec-
eprrence of which there will be no dispute, was well or ill founded,
was warrantable or unwarrantable.

It seemed to me that that question so logically and inevitably
addressed itself to the law committee of the body that I ventured in
the first resolution to introduce the name of that commitiee. The
second resolution I left blank, finding the chairman of the Committee
on Naval Affairs here, and submitted it to him. Had the chairman of
the Committee on Military Affairs been here, I should have submitted
the other resolution to him before filling the blank, which I did at
the last moment before offering it, he not beini here and I having
received this morning a note from the clerk of his committee saying
that he would not be here during the day. I think the Senator from
Rhode Island will at least acquit me of any indisposition to make the
reference to the Military Committee, and 1 rather think, on reflection,
he will also agree that on & ?ueation of law of this sort, whether the
question arises in the case of a man in the Army, or in the Navy, or
on the bench, or wherever, the nature of the question and not the
particular location of one of the parties to it should determine the
committee to which the matter should be addressed.

Mr. SAULSBURY. The resolution, according to my understanding
of it, as read at the desk, seems to propose to investigate certain
charges which may have heretofore existed against Dr. Draper.

Mr. CONELING. If I understand the Senator, not at all, as he
will see if he observes the resolution.

Mr, SAULSBURY. I should like to have it read again.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be again reported.

The Chief Clerk read the resolution.

Mr. SAULSBURY.. If I understand correctly the language of that
resolution, it proposes that this committee s examine and inquire

which committee shall

into any alleged misconduct heretofore on the part of this gentle-
man.

Mr. CONKLING. If the Senator will indulge me a mnoment, per-
haps the expression of the resolution is not happy in that respect.
The design of the resolution is—and if the Senator thinks it requires
additional safeguards I ho;
tee is to inquire, not into t

he will suggest them—that the commit-
merits of the allegations, if there were
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such, against Dr. Draper, not as to the trath or falsity of those alle-
gations, but what allegations, if any, were made; that is, what the
record shows, and what action, if any, was taken upon them, and
whether a resignation or a paper which is alleged to have been a
resignation was in truth transmitted to the Department, and so on.
But it is no purpose of the resolution to inquire as res nova whether
these allegations against Dr. Draper were well orill founded. If the
Senator thinks the resolution is open to that construction I shall be
very glad to steer clear of the diflicnlty that has occurred to him.

Mr. SAULSBURY. I have no desire to shape in any form or to
modify in any respect the resolution offered by the Senator from New
York; but regarding the resolution as to some extent an inquiry into
certain alleged misconduet on the part of Dr. Draper I thought it
proper to secure affirmatively the right to Dr. Draper to be present
when such inquiry was made so that his explanation of the alleged
misconduct might be before the committee; and with that view I
propose to offer the following amendment. Add to the resolution
these words:

that the said L. J, D r shall be notified and may be present
or‘%;dconn;;l while nn;r uhsrmg; against him are being inv%atiggw& pecssmaly

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on this amendment.

Mr. CONKLING. I have modified my resolution, although I think
it was sufficiently definite before, as to the point to which the amend-
ment is addressed. I have so changed it that it will now provide
thus on that point: The eommittee are to report the facts tonching
his original appointment and to report “any allegations of miscon-
duct on his part, if such there were.” They are to report any allega-
tions, if there are such allegations, and what proceedings were taken
in re to them.

Mr. SAULSBURY. I submit in all candor and fairness to the
Senator from New York that if this inquiry is to be made at all,
even into any alleged misconduct, it is proper that this gentleman
shonld be present and make any explanations that he may deem
necessary. The amendment which I have offered does not interfere
at all with the Senator's resolution. It simply secures to Dr.Draper
the right to be present by himself or counsel when any inquiry is
made into any alleged misconduct on his part. That is the purport
of my amendment. It does not provide that he shall be present at
the inguiry into any other matter than that which relates to the
alleged misconduct on his part.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the modification
proposed by the Senator from New York to his resolution? The
Chair hears no objection to that. The question now is, will the
Senate agree to the amendment of the Senator from Delaware?

Mr. THURMAN. Let the resolution be read with the amendment.

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as modified, as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judieiary be instrncted to inguire into the
alleged reinstatement or restoration of Draper to the position formerly held
by him in the medical corps of the Navy, and to report the facts touching his

original appointment; any allegations of miscondnct on his part, if such thers
wl!?c; thapa;pgﬁop. if any, of thogaGovermnent or Navy ent thereon; his

alleged tion and the facts relating thereto; whether he ceased to be an offi-
cer of the :Ey. and if so when; whether any, and if so what, Emmding or action
designed to effect his reinstatement or restoration has been taken by any officer or

Department of the Government; whether any money has been paid on behalf of
the Government to said Draper or to his account, and if so by whom authorized
and paid, and by whom received, and from what fund, and the amountthereof ; and
whether such action as has been taken was and is legal and warrantable. Said
committes shall have pewer to send for persons and papers.

Mr. CONKLING and Mr. THURMAN. Now read the amendment.

The Cmier CLERK. It is proposed to amend the resolution by
adding at the end thereof the following words :

And that the said Dr. L. J, Draper shall be notified and may be present person-
ally or by counsel while any charges against himn are being investigated.

Mr. THURMAN. I want to make a suggestion to the mover of the
regolution which I hope he may accede to; and that is that he change
the reference and send it to the Committee on Naval Affairs. Tho
Committee on Naval Affairs is more familiar with the laws relating
to the Navy, and the appointment of and resignation of naval officers
and everything that relates to that service than the Committee on
the Judiciary is, and there are plenty of able lawyers upon the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs. Ihope the Senator will change his proposed
reference and send the inquiry to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

While I am n]p I will say that the amendment of my friend from
Delaware does look a little as if he thought the resolution meant an
investigation into the merits of these chargs. I do not snppose that
that is the purpose, however, and do not know that it is necessary to
add the amendment ; but I hope the mover of the resolution will let
it go to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

. CONKLING. Mr. President, if the purpose was or the oceasion
required the investigation of charges againsi the party named, I
should have no objection to the amendment offered Ey e Senator
from Delaware. Indeed I suppose without any such amendment
any well-conducted committee and well-conducted investigation
would allow parties nally affected to be heard. But the Sen-
ator from Ohio has pointed out the objection to the amendment. I
think the Senator from Delaware who moves it must see that, shounld
the Senate vote that amendment, the implication would be very
strong that the committee to whom the resolution should go would
be directed by inference to proceed and inquire into the merits of the
original allegations against this party; in short, to put him upon
trial upon those accusations. The resolution as first offered no
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esign ; and seeing that it was open to misconstruction by the
remark made by the Senator from Delaware, I have so changed it as
obviously and clearly now to restrict its scope and to provide that
the committee shall scrutinize what the record shows in this regard
and apprise the Senate of that. I cannot vote for the amendment
myself because I think it would leave the committee perhaps in
doubt as to whether it was to proceed merely within the limits of the
original resolution or whether it was to sit as a court of inquiry or a
court-martial or a police tribunal or whatever it might be and pro-
ceed to investigate as matter of fact the truth or falsity of allega-
tions made heretofore.

Now, in reply to the remark with which the Senator from Ohio
began, it is possible he was not in his seat when the resolution was
presented. At that time I stated that I had left the name of the
committee unsupplied in the resolution, and I consulted the chairman
of Naval Affairs about it, and he preferred, and so stated to the Senate,
that inasmuch as the questions are of law, it should go to the Law
Committee of the body; and therefore, upon the suggestion of the
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, and not upon my sug-

tion, the blank was filled with * the Committee on the Judiciary.”
though I did not say so at the time, 1 do now say that I think the
Senator from California, the chairman of the Committee on Naval
Affairs, was quite right in that regard. The question again is, as in
the other case, whether upon uncontested facts apparent on the record
the operation of the statutes was such and the operation of the Con-
stitution was such as to terminate or continue the tenure of this
officer. That is all there is in thecase. Idonotsee how the fact that
one of the persons concerned happens to have been a member of the
Navy sends a question of law to the Naval Committee. It seems to
me that, like any other question of law, it should be addressed to the
committee appointed by the Senate and deputed to investigate such
questions.

Mr., THURMAN. Mr. President, I must enter my protest once
more, as I have done on former occasions, against the idea that every
bill or resolution brought into the Senate that involves any question
of law is necessarily to go to the Committee on the Judiciary.
that were the true principle, there is scarcely a bill or a resolution
offered in this body that would not be sent to that committee. That
is not the true idea of doing business at all.

Mr. CONKLING. Will my friend allow me to understand him ¥
Shall I understand him to say that the true idea of doing business is
not to send to the law committee a bill or resolution which involves
no question except one of law ¥

Mr. THU. . If my friend had heard me through he would
have found exactly what my idea was; but he jumps before he gets
to the stile. I say that is not the true idea at all. There is not a
committee of this body that does not have to decide some guestions
of law, and there are certain questions of law that are more appro-
priately referred to other committees than the Judiciary Committee
than would be a reference to that committee. Take for instance a
question relating to the revenue. The revenue law consists of a
great body of statutes itself. What committee of this body is ac-
%?:inbed with the revenue law 7 Manifestly the Committee on

‘inance. They make it a study ; they are well acquainted with it.
If a question relating to revenue were sent to the Judiciary Com-
mittee that committee would have to go to work to study the reve-
nue laws of the United States, and after long labor would not then
be as well informed as the Committee on Finance which has made
them the subject of study for many long years. Take a question of
military affairs which may involve a question of law. . What com-
mittee is it here that understands the military laws of the United
States? It is the Committee on Military Affairs, and that is the
proper committee to send such a question to. So with regard to
naval affairs. The naval law is a peculiar body of statutes and
there are rules and regulations of the Navy besides. The Committee
on Naval Affairs is well acquainted with those laws and perfecily
competent to decide upon any question in regard to them. And
therefore, Mr. President, it is not true that everything which in-
volves a mere question of law, if such were the case, should of ne-
cessity go to the Committee vn the Judiciary. That would load
that committee down so that it could not perform one-fourth of its
duties, and it would not be sending the subject-matter to that com-
mittee which is best acquainted with it.

There is not a committee in this body that has not a good lawyer
upon it, and most of them have two or three or four lawyers. Law-
yers are so numerous in this body that I believe I should be correct
in saying that a majority of every committee of the body is com-
ﬂsell of lawyers. We know very well that the Committee on Naval

irs has on it some of the best lawyers in this body—lawyers of
learning, of experience, and of standing, both in the courts and in
the Senate; and there is no propriety at all in taking this investiga-
tion from that committee, well acquainted with naval affuirs and all
the laws relating to the appointment of naval officers, and sending
it to the Committee on the Judiciary. I therefore, as the Senator
does not accede to my ?mpoaiﬁon, move to strike out “ on the Judi-
ciary” and insert “on Naval Affairs,” and I hope that no delicacy on
the part of the chairman of that committee will intervene. I did
not hear what he said; but my attention was called to it by the Sen-
ator from New York. I hope that he will have no reluctance to let
this go to the proper committee, the Committee on Naval Affairs.
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending amendment is that offered
by the Senator from Delaware.

Mr. BURNSIDE. Mr. President, my reason for making the remark
I did a moment ago is that I feel that these are questions as to
whether an officer of the Army who afterward left the Army has
been properly reinstated and whether he has imtﬁem?rly received
money, and whether a naval officer who has left avy has been
improperly reinstated and whether he has received money improperly.
I conceive that they are questions which appertain to the Committee
on Military Affairs and the Committee on Naval Affairs, and I there-
fore made the remark I did, that I felt that these two resolutions
should be referred to the proper committees; certainly not with a
view to endeavor to absorb work for the Military Committee, because
I think I shall be borne out by every Senator on this floor when I
state that that is not my disposition. I would a great deal rather be
freed from committee work than have it placed upon me.

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I have nothing to say just now abount
the appropriateness of this reference; butI do wish to submit to the
honorable Senator from New York the reasonableness and justice of
the amendment offered bg my colleague, After what has fallen from
the Senator from New York, I am fully persuaded that there is no
intention on his part in offering this matter fo investigate the con-
duct of Dr. Draper, and yet nevertheless the resolution in its terms
does do that incidentally, and the amendment offered by my colleague
expressly restricts the presence of Dr. Draper and his privilege of
refutation of any possible charge to a pending investigation that
touches himself. If the ch shall not touch Dr. Draper, if the
committee ghall in their investigation go nowhere to him or his acts,
then he will not be called before them, because the amendment re-
stricts his appearance to that; but in case the investigation shall
incidentally bear on Dr, Draper, theo they would call him ; and itis
only in pursuance of our American idea of justice, that a man shall
not be condemned without being heard, that this amendment is of-
fered. I trust, therefore, as it will not interfere with the practical
gﬂemtion of the resolution offered by the Senator from New York,

at he will not object to the nmendman:ugoing on his resolution.

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a
moment

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly.

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator will remember that after the reso-
Intion shall have passed, if it shall pass, nothing on its face will show
which was the original text and how much is the added amendment.
Taking the resolution, then, altogether as it will stand, I wish to
inquire of the Senator as a lawyer or a parliamentarian whether the
committee on receiving the resolution will naturally understand from
the whole of it taken together that it is to restrict its inciuiry to the
formal matters of record at first referred to, or whether it is to pro-
ceed as indicated in the latter part of the resolution to inquire into
matters of fact? What does the Senator from Delaware think would
be the true and fair interpretation; the necessary information and
instruction which the committee would derive from the resolution as
it wounld then stand?

Mr. BAYARD. My answer may not be so satisfactory to the Sen-
ator as to myself. If the resolution were in print I should have it
before me, and could better tell its scope. The words of course are
important ; they make up the proposition. It is evident that this is
an inqniry into the legality of the action of one of the Departments,
and that expressly involves, as I understand the terms of the resolu-
tion as read from the desk, the reception of money and the facts at-
tending the resignation of an officer. That certainly bears nupon his
Eemnal relations to the case, and there may be much in them that

e would like to explain, that he wonld explain, and that I think he
onght to have the right to explain if the investigation into the facts
shall touch his personal behavior, and I do not see very well how
they can avoid it. If they do not touch his personal vior this
investigation is nothing; if they do, then I think he ought to be

heard.

Mr. CONKLING. The honorable S8enator unintentionally passes
over the point of my question, which is what the committee would
understand the Senate directed it to do. If the amendment pre-
vailed, would the committee be told by the resolution that it is to go
on and investigate what the Senator refers to as personal behavior;
or would it be at liberty to conclude that it was fo stop merely with
the inquiry indicated by the resolution as offered? That is the ques-
tion I asked the Senator. Iappreciate entirely whathesays. If they
should go into a certain inquiry, the amendment would operate; if
they should not it would not. To me the question is behind that. I
ask him what the committee would be directed to do if the resolution
were so amended.

Mr. BAYARD. If I canreecall correctly the language of the resolu-
tion, it is that the committee shall have power to send for persons
and psgers. For what purpose? Not to examine facts of record.

Mr. CONKLING. Certainly. How can they get the record before
them unless they have power to send for it ?

Mr. BAYARD. The power “to send for persons and papers” does
not mean the examination of records ordinarily.

Mr. CONKLING. On the contrary, if the Senator will allow me, I
think it does mean the power to send, as the Judiciary Committee
has repeatedly done, for the proper custodian of papers with a duces
teoum, or perhaps an informal request equivalent to it, to bring the

papers up and submit them to the scrutiny of the committee, and
then them back.,

Mr. BAYARD. I apprehend that it would be quite competent for
a committee on the spot, withont any such authority embodied in the
resolution raising it, to obtain from the proper department informa-
tion with regard to the subject-matter with which they were charged.

It occurs to me that the object of the resolution is what has been

justly stated by the Senator from New York, and probably is in-
tended to be so on his part; and yet, in pursuing that object, inci-
dentally rights personal to this individnal may become involved.
Of the facts I know nothing ; of the individual I know very little. I
am entirely in accord with a resolution of inquiry upon any doubtful
subject touching mal-administration or irregular administration;
but, wherever the rights of an American citizen are involved or to be
touched upon in his absence, I say there is danger; and therefore I
hold that this amendment will not be eapable of injuring in any de-
gree the object of the resolution or conflicting with it, while it may
serve as an act of justice to an absent man. For that reason I hope
the Senate will to the amendment.

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Mr. President, I with the Senator from
Ohio and the Senator from Rhode Island that the more proper refer-
ence of these resolutions would have been the first to the Military
and the second to the Naval Committee. My reason for that opinion
is that, althongh nothing but a question of law may be involved, as
stated by the Senator from New York—and I have no doubt such is
the fact—yet, speaking only for myself, I should have much more re-
liance upon the opinion of the Naval Committee on a question of law
relating to naval affairs and of the Military Committes on a ques-
tion relating to military law than I should in my own opinion. = For
one I must confess that I know just about as much of military law
or of naval law as I know of Hebrew or Sanskrit. It may be that
some members of the Judiciary Committee are well posted in military
and naval law. I confess I am not one of them, and my opinion
would be worth very little as one member of the Judiciary Commit-
tee upon questions of that kind.

Now I suppose that every member of the Military Committee is
well posted in the military law, which constitutes a separate branch,
and which lawyers very seldom pay any attention to; and so of the
naval law; and so it 1s with every other commivtee of this body.
There are, as has been said by the Senator from Ohio, good lawyers
on every one of these committees, and they make that particular
department of the law their study and fit themselves for giving an
opinion which will be worth something. But, as I said before, I think
if the other members of the Judiciary Committee are no better qual-
ified than I am to give opinions on military and naval law, very little
will be gained by a reference to that committee. It may Do that the
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] and the Senator from New
York [Mr. CoNgLING] are well ted in military law. I have no
doubt they are if they ever read it, for I believe neither of them ever
forgot anything he ever did read. But it is very different with me,
and I think it is with the other members.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of
the Senator from Delaware.

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to change my resolutien so as to read :

And that the said Dr. Draper shall be notified and may be present or
by counsel, if he desires, to explain to the committee ananﬁmm t
against him laid before said wr:lmit.m. s o

Mr. CONELING. I do not think there fs any objection to that. I
accept that amendment as I believe I have a right to do.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be regarded as

to. The question now is on the amendment of the Senator
from Ohio to strike out “on the Judiciary” and insert “on Naval
Affairs.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The resolution, as amended, was to.

Mr. SARGENT. I offer the following resolution—

Mr. BURNSIDE. If the Senator from California will pardon me,
I move now that the resolution in the case of Major Runkle be re-
considered and amended by inserting the “ Committee on Military
Affairs” instead of the *“ Committee on the Judiciary.”

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first question is on the reconsidera-
tion of the resolution. Will the Senate reconsider the vote by which
the rgsotéllttion referred to by the Senator from Rhode Island was

Mr. CONKLING. On what ground is that to be?

Mr. THURMAN. Let the Senator from Rhode Island move to
discharge the Judiciary Committee and refer it to the Committee on
Military Affairs. ‘

Mr. CONKLING. Oh, no; the other is the simpler way.

Mr. BURNSIDE. I move a reconsideration of the vote by which
that resolution was adopted. '

Mr., SARGENT. I have no doubt that motion will lead to debate.
I do not yield the floor for that pu . Let the resolution I have
offered be first disposed of. I for the regular order, which is the
resolution I have sent to the desk.

WOMAN SUFFRAGE.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California offers a
resolution, which will be read.
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The Chief Clerk read as follows:

‘Whereas thousands of women of the United States have petitioned Congress for
an amendment to the Constitution allowing women the riglht- of suffrage; and

Whereas many of the representative women of the country favoring such amend-
ment are present in the city and have requested to be heard before the Senate in
advocacy of said amendment :

Resolved, That at a ion of the Senate, to be held on —, said representative

L=}
ch of them as may be designated for that purpose, may be heard
ggfrg:un‘t;; gmta; but for one only. ¥ i
Mr. SARGENT. The time is not fixed, but I have left it to be
greed on after consultation with Senators. I should like to have
the opinion of Senators as to the time which shall be fixed. There
might be an evening session if Senators see fit. I

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear that resolution read again.

The resolution was read.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let that over. I call for the regular order.

Mr. SARGENT. I should 1] to make a remarlk ore it goes
over.

Mr. BURNSIDE. I hope the Senator from Vermont will yield to
my motion.

Mr. SARGENT. Withtheleave of the Senate I should like to make
one remark. The ladies referred to in this resolution are here tem-
porarily and leave soon. It seems to me Senators can make up their
minds to-day whether they will give them this privilege or not. It
isnot a matter extremely abstruse. We can easily determine whether
we will allow them to be heard before the Senate or not, and deter-
mine it now, because if they can be heard perhaps some of them will
remain. If we defer the time when we can inform them whether we
will give them this privilege or not, we may keep them here at some
expense and inconvenience to themselves, and finally send them away
disappointed. If they are to be disappointed, perhaps it were better
that it should be done to-day than at any future time. The privilege
which they ask, I am aware, is not naun.]lf granted. In factIam

.not aware that there is any precedent for it. Nevertheless there is
nothing revolting to the sense of the Senate, either to its propriety or
its moral sense.

These ladies represent large constituencies in every State. That
iy apparent by the numerous and numerously signed petitions that
come up to this body from every corner of the country and from the
best women of America or among the best. Our mothers, our wives,
our sisters, our daughters all over the country, with those of our con-
stitnents whom we respect, send up a request for relief from political
disabilities. I for myself, speaking for myself, believe that the relief
which they ask would be beneficial to the country ; that it would be
well to infuse into our form of government, into our practice of gov-
ernment, an inflnence of a pure character, which would be brought
by good women, that it would be an offset in another direction for
some of the evils which perhaps have heretofore arisen from the too
careless giving of suffrage. hile I was in favor of all those move-
ments for the enlargement of smfm% I am aware that there are cer-
tain evils which they have brought in their train to compensate for
benefits in other directions.

I believe that by the bringing of the intelligence, the virtue, the
ﬁgod intentions possessed b{ the women of America to the ballot-

x we may have better politics, better administration and govern-
ment, less grog-shops, less hells of inigunity, and an improvement in
every direction can be mlﬁht out by re-enforcement of good morals
and good intelligence. ese are my opini and therefore I
desire that the Senate shall hear these ladies, ladies of character,
some of them ladies of as much oratorical ability as is usually exer-
cised within these walls. I should like to grant this request, because
only women can effectnally for women. Therefore, I have
offered the resolution, and I ask that it may be adopted. Ishouldlike
to ask my friend from Vermont, if he can well make up his mind now
whether this privilege shall be granted or not, that he allow a vote
to be taken upon it, some reasonable time to be fixed in the resolu-
tion, and then let the resolution stand or fall by the present action of
the éennte, to avoill the inconvenience it may be to these ladies to
wait here and find out at some future time whether or not we will
hear them.

Mr. EDMUNDS. This proposition of the Senator from California,
which has gone over, but which 1 wish to say one word about, is, as
it apears to me, directly in the face of the very principle nupon which
these petitions for suffrage are founded ; and that is equality of rights.
It has been a Egait.ive, ative rule and order of the Senate from
its beginning down to this day for aught I know, certainly ever since
I can remember, standing in your printed rules, that under no cir-
cumstances should any person be allowed to appear before the Senate
to present any petition or to do ing. That is the idea. Now,
if these petitions are founded upon a solid principle—and a great
deal can be said in their favor in respect to then that prin-
ciple shonld not allow ns to extend to these ladies, however worthy and
virtuous they are, (of which I have not the slightest doubt,) privi-
leges which are not extended to other people; and it is a fair com-
mentary upon the logie of the petitions to make a request of this
character. Therefore, Mr. Prmu& ent, it was that I wished the reso-
lution to go over. I do not wish to do anything disrespectful, and I
am sure I will not. I wish the thing to go over to see if there is any
possible exception that ean be made in favor of these ladies that onght
not hereafter to be made in favor of men or aﬁybody else who have
strongly at heart any great public measure which they wish to pre-
sent. I call for the regnlar order.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regunlar order—

Mr. SARGENT. Will the President allow me? I give notice that
I will call this resolution up to-morrow at the earliest moment, and
I should like to suggest to my friend that we have no rules so sacred
that we do not dispense with them by unanimous consent.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There comes over as unfinished busi-
ness——

Mr. HOAR. I appeal to the Senator from Vermont fo let this
matter be settled now. It has been debated partly. He has himself
addressed the Senate on the subject.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Only in reply to the Senator from California.

Mr. HOAR. T appeal to the Senator who discussed the subject
himself, whether in reply to the Senator from California or anybody
else, if it is graciouns for him to object to the debate ing.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution is not before the Senate.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts
that I differ with him as to the ungraciousness of it. If after the
resolution is objected to and the Senator from California has the
unanimous consent to make a speech upon the subject and I get leave
to say three or fonr words, I do not think it is axoeedingl?yeungm-
cions to my friend. He is entitled to his opinion certainly. Now let
us have the regular order.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is a resolution which
comes over from the session of December last.

Mr. BURNSIDE. Will the Senator pardon me a moment until I
move a reconsideration 7

Nlldr. EDMUNDS. No, sir; nothing whatever but the regular
order.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will regard the motion to re-
consider as entered by the Senator from Rhode Island to come up at
the proper time.

CUT-OFF IN MISSOURI RIVER, NEAR OMAHA.

Mr. SAUNDERS. I wish to introduce a resolution that I should
like to have acted on if there is no objection. Let the regular
order be set aside for that pn.rﬁee.

Mr. BURNSIDE. I do not know the reason why one resolution
cannot be acted on as well as another.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the regular order
will be proceeded with.

Mr. BURNSIDE. I make no objection.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The objection is withdrawn and the

resolution will be read. The resolution of the Senator from Ne-

braska [ Mr. SAUNDERS] will be read.
The Chief Clerk as follows :

Resolved, That the Secretary of War and he hereby is, directed to transmit
to the Senate at as early a day as practicable a copy of the report of the engineer
whogmﬁtll;uﬁa%wm adx::zinuﬁun nngl ut:lmyof ;holﬂamuﬂmsratmd
near Om ebras! an Teport on the damage to na property
[ by the recent cut-off in mPc‘l,ﬂver;midmpuﬁmin the probable cost
of the improvements necessary to prevent further damage.

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed

MAJOR B. P. RUNKLE.

Mr. BURNSIDE. I wish to appeal once more to the Senator from
Vermont to allow the vote to be taken on the reconsideration of the
resolution in reference to Major Runkle.

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will lead to some debate.

Mr. BURNSIDE. I¥ it leads to debate, I will not press it now.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I expect to make some observations on it my-

self.
Mr. BURNSIDE. Very well

PAYMENT OF GOVERNMENT BONDS.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The unfinished business is the resolu-
tion offered by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. MATTHEWS,] on the 6th
gfnl)eeember, relative to the payment of the public debt in silver

ollars.

The resolution was read, as follows:

‘Whereas by the act entitled ** An act to stren th&rnlﬂlc credit,” approved
March 18, , it was provided and declared the faith of the United States
was thereby solemnly pledged to th%pnggant in coin or its equivalent of all the
interest-bearing obligati of the United States, except in cases where the law
authorizing the issue of such obéi'gnx-ima had ulfl provided that the same
might be paid in lawful money or other currency than and silver; and
hereas all the bonds of tﬁo United States autho to be issned by the act
entitled ** An act to aathorize the refunding of the national Iiobt."onil:mved July
14, 1870, by the terms of said act were declared to be red ble in of the then
present standard value, bearing interest payable semi-annually in such coin; and
‘Whereas all bonds of the United States authorized to be issued under the act
entitled ** Anact to provide for the resumption of specie payments,” ar})pmyml Jan-
uary 14, 1875, are required 1o be of the description of bonds of the United States
described in the said act of Congress q:‘pmved July 14, 1670, entitled “An act to
authorize the refunding of the national debt;" and
‘Whereas, at the date of the passage of said act of Congress last aforesaid, to wit,
the 14th day of July, 1870, the coin of the United States of standard value of that
date included silver dollars of the weight of 412} grains each, declared by the act
approved January 18, 1837, entitled “An act supplementary to the act entitled ‘An
act establishing a mintand regulating the coins of the United States,'" to be a legal
tender of payment, according to their nominal value, for any sums whatever:

erefore,
Beit resolved bﬁl&n (the House af Representatives mauﬂ'ie:lg therein,) That
all the bonds of the United issued or authorized to be issned under the said
of gress hereinbefore recited are payable, nﬁll’i—ﬂﬂpﬂl and interest, at the
:Eﬁon of the Government of the United States, in silver dollars, of the coinage of
@ United Stnh:haonhmjn&:m grains each of standard silver ; and that torestors
to its coinage such silver coins as a legal tender in payment of said bonds, principal
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and interest, is not in vielation of the public faith nor in derogation of the rights
of the public creditor.

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, as I understand the resolution and the
preamble just read in the hearing of the Senate, it means that it is
not only the right. but, those facts being true, it is the duty of the
Senate to vote for some bill restoring the standard silver dollar of
412} grains to the position it occupied before its coinage was denied
by the act of February 12, 1873, and before its legal-tender quality
was destroyed by the Revised Statutes in 1874. Believing as I do
that all the recitals and conclusions in the resolution just read are
true, and believing that there are many other equally cogent reasons
why some bill having that effect shonld be passed by the Senate, I
shall give my reasons for supporting such a bill, believing that I
can do so as well now under this resolution as I could if the bill were
before the Senate.

I want to say in the beginning that I do not favor the entire bill
as it came from the House of Representatives, though I will vote for
it if it cannot be amended. In &o present condition of the country,
I regard that provision in the House bill, which was stricken out by
thr:%anate Committee on Finance, in these words, *“ and any owner
of silver bullion may deE:sit the same at any United States coinage
mint or assay-office, to be coined into such dollars, for his benefit,
upon the same terms and conditions as gold bullion is deposited for
coi under existin hwai;’ as properly stricken out. I do not
like the amendment offered by the Senate Committee on Finance;
but my idea is that in the present condition of the value of the silver
bullion of the world it is not good policy for us to allow any individ-
ual to bring silver bullion that the people of the United States can
buy in the market for §920 and make it at our mints, at the demand of
any man, intosilver coin of the value of §1,000, for his private use and
benefit. That benefit ought to inure to the people of the United
States, by whose skill, industry, and authority the change is made.
We can buy silver bullion as cheaply as private individuals can,
either in Germany, in Nevada, or anywhere else where it is for sale,
and Ican see no reason why private individuals should have the
benefit of the skill, the labor, and the authority of the tax-payer and
receive the benefit, when it might as well go for public as for private

use. 0

To illustrate: we know that in the present condition of the world
there are large quantities of silver for sale. Germany has demone-
tized silver, and there are millions, perhaps $100,000,000, some say
more than that, of silver now for sale in that country at a reduced
price. Whyshould the German Emperor, why should Prince Bismarck,
(because anybody has a right ; it is not confined to America, but any-
body has the :{F t under the House bill to brmﬁ his bullion to the
mints of the United States and demand silver dollars for it,) why
should the German Emperor or his prime minister have the right to
bring to us bullion supposing we can coin §50,000,000 a year, that is
wortﬁ] in the markets of the world $46,000,000, it being assumed that
there is a discount of 8 per cent. on it now? Why should he bring
bullion that we can buy for 000,000 and demand from us §50,000,-
000 of our silver coin for it? If that can be done the four millions will
inure to the benefit of the foreign power or the individual who sees
fit to bring it instead of the tax-payer of the country, and we have
to make the conversion for his benefit and not for our own.

More than that, as fifty million is perhaps the limit of the coinage
power of the mints of the United States to-day per annum, if the Direc-
tor of the Mint shounld receive from any foreign power (to keep up the
illustration, from the German premier) enough to coin §50,000,000,
thus exhausting the power of our mints, astill better bargain coal
be made by the German statesmen, because they could say to the
Bremen line of steamers or any of the other German lines that the
duties on all goods which were brought over should be paid for in
the silver dollar, thus made legal tender when nobody had silver but
themselves, and get profits both waﬁa, four millions one way and four
millions the other. I claim that the power of this people and the
authority of this people oughtto beexercised for the benefis of the tax-
payers of this country, and whatever seigniorage there is ought to be
given to them.

It is said that the coinage of gold is free now, that any private in-
dividual has a right to deposit it at our mints and receive his coin.
That is true. Why? Because the gold bullion is worth as much be-
fore it is coined as it is after it is coined. It requires a thousand
eoined dollars to buy a thousand dollars’ worth of gold bullion, and
if we refuse to do it England stands ready to coin that thousand dol-
lars of gold bullion into her coin and get the benefit of that coinage,
and the addition to her circnlation instead of ours. Therefore in
that position of things we have to do as other countries do. The
benefit is mutnal. To give to the man who brings his gold bullion
our coin is a convenience to him and a benefit tous. It is not sonow
with silver. I will speak after a while of the reasons why it is not
80 ; but it is not so, and as long as it is not so I contend we should
retain the benefit of the conversion to relieve the tax-payers of the
country to that extent.

Whenever the two metals come together, as they will after you
give each an equal chance, then I shall be in favor of making coin-
age as free as possible as soon as they come ether or within any
small fraction of a per cent. Bunt I would amend the bill in this,
and in that I differ with the Committee on Finance: I wonld not
aliow a hostile Secretary or a hostile Director of the Mint—and we

have got both now, and I doubt whether we shall ever have fair
coinage as long as we have the present Director of the Mint—but as
IQEE as we have a hostile Secretary and a hostile Director, I wonld
malke the order absolutely mandatory on them that they should coin
as much for the people as they could by possibility coin for individ-
unals. I would put no limit of maximum beyond the power of the
mints to coin, but they should turn out all that could be turned out
for the people as much as they could for individnals who tender it
under the bill offered Ly the House. 8o I wonld remove ull question
as to the benefit of free coinage and all questions among individuals
as to whose bullion should De first converted into coin; I wonld make
jobs of that sort impossible. There is very high authority for the
view that the benefit should be given to the people. Mr. Hamilton,
in his report in 1791, page 146 otg the volume I read from, answered
the argnment that was made that every fabric was free. His lan-
guage is this:

Every fabrie, it is remarked, is worth intrinsically the price of the raw material
and the expense of fabrication—a truth not less applicable to a piece of coin than
to a yard of cloth.

This position, well founded in itself, is here misapplied. It supposes that the
coing now in circulation are to be idered as bullion, or, in other words, as a raw
material ; but the fact is, that the adoption of them as money has caused them to
become the fabric; it has invested them with tha character and office of coins, and
has given them a sanction and efficiency equivalent to that of the stamp of the
sovereign. The prices of all our commodities at home and ah:‘:;i] and of all for-
gié:doglr;mpdlﬁm in our markets, have found their level in ormity to this

And he contended that the Government should have the benefit of
the increase of valne caused by the conversion into eoin. Mr. Hunter,
of Virginia, then chairman of the Committee on Finance of the Sen-
ate, in 1853, in one of the best considered reports on this question that
I have ever read, took the same ground, and the law of 1853 gave to
the Government the right for which I contend and denied individ-
uals the right to have the new silver coin struck on their own ac- -
count. The present Director of the Mint, Dr. Linderman, in speak-
ing of this matter in his recentl pubh'a‘hecf book, speaking of the law
reported and passed from Mr. Hunter's committee, says :

This was due, no doubt, to the provision made in the same act, whereby all the
silver coins, except the dollar piece, were thereafter to be coined on accountof the
Public as well as to the belief entertained at the time that there wounld

not be any considerable quantity of silver dollars coin bullion value bein,
above nami.nalorlqua!- value, e i 3

So much on that subject. AsIstated, however, I believe that there
are many other reasons why the silver dollar should be restored
to the coinage of the country. I1believethat the act of 1873, strikin
it from the-coinage, and the Revised Statutes, declaring that it shoulg
not be a legal tender, were the one vicious and the other unconstitu-
tional. The sole effect of them both was to take away from the peo-
ple of this country one half of the means that they had for payin
their debts; not alone from the Government of the United States,an
the argnment seems to have been confined heretofore to that aspect
of it, but from the States. from the municipalities, from the railroad
and other great corporations, and from private individuals the right
to use what had been made a legal tender for all debts, public and
private, and said to them by congressional legislation that they should
no longer have the right to use coin which the United States had
coined and the value of which it had regunlated, and which was the
coin they had the rightto make payment in at the time the contract
was made. Those debts, independent altogether of the debt of the
United States, exceeded §5,000,000,000 ; many personssay $7,000,000,000.
Certainly the debts of the United States and of the States, muniei-
palities, corporations, and individuals exceeded $7,000,000,000; and
these acts of Congress, the one striking the silver dollar from the
coinage, the other denying its legal-tender qualify, threw the bur-
den, at a time when we bad neither gold nor silver in circulation, on
%old alone under laws passed by Congress requiring us to pay every
debt, public and private, on and after the 1st day of next January,
in gold. Thus your legislation doubled the valiie of gold, rednced
the price of all species of property from one-third to one-hmff, so that
people who have to meet their contracts hereafter with gold alone to
pay them in, see their pmgerty put under the hammer by the sheriff
or the bankrupt court, and bringing less than one-third or even half
of what it was worth and could have sold for when the contract was
made and could be sold for to-day but for the fact that Congress in-
tervened and deprived them of the right to use the coin which itself
had furnished and in which they wounld have had a right to pay buf
for improper congressional interference. In other words, you have
not put down silver 8 per cent. but you have put gold up 8 per cent.
No human being can get a dollar of gold coin from the Government
of the United States except its bondholders. They have a right to
sell it at any price they can ; and all the private debts of the country,
all the debts of the States, all the debts of corporations, and all the
debts of municipalities and individuals are to be paid in that coin on
tho lst day of next Jannary under laws now in existence, or the pro
erty is to be taken at whatever price the man who has the gold,
which the bondholder alone gets, sees fit to pay for it.

1 say, therefore, the first act was unwise and unjust; the second
unconstitutional.  Why do I say it? BSilver was the coin of this
country before the Constitution itself was adopted. It was the coin
of all the States during the confederation. Each State reserved the
right to coin it under the articles of confederation; each State re-
served the right to regulate the value of foreign coin, though they
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gave to the congress of the Confederation the right to regulate the
value of their own coin, if nine States to it. There was a
want of uniformity in the coinage of the States, a want of uniformity
in the valuation of foreign coins by the States. So when they came
to form a more perfect union and establish the Constitution, the States
voluntarily relinquished their right to coin money ; they gave to the
United States as the common agent of all, who undertook the trust,
the right to coin money and te the value thereof and of foreign
coins, as well as to regulate the standard of weights and measures.
They regarded them all as being in the same category. Money was
the pound-weight, the yard-stick, the bushel-measure of commerce,
just as other weights and measures which would regulate and con-
trol the confracts of individuals in their private transactions; and, to
have uniformity of action and to see that each State shounld have
equal rights and none should impose on the others, they surrendered
to the Federal Government, the common agent of all, the exclusive
right to coin that money and regulate the value thereof. When that
was done the power of the Federal Government ceased. The States
reserved to themselves the right to make gold and silver coin a lgﬁﬂ
tender for all debts. Both were the money of the Constitution. The
Stsmnve to the Federal Government no other powers except those
exp y granted and such as were necessary to carry ont the pur-
of the grants. They did not give it a right to take away the

egal-tender quality after they had once issned coin and regulated
its value ; and to “make assurance doubly sure” they inserted in
the Constitution the provision that all powers not granted to the Fed-
eral Government nor withheld from the States should be reserved to
the States and the people.

That coin when it was %iven to the States became the coin of the

ple. No State can violate the obligation of a contract; and the
nited States has no more right to violate the obligation of a con-
tract or cause others to do it than the States have. Contracts were
to be sacred. How could the contracts made by the States, how
could contracts made by the people of the States, by the municipali-
ties and corporations of the States, be executed when they conld
make not. but gold or silver the legal coin in the payment of
their debts, if the United States, the common agent of all ¢
should say, “ We will not furnish yon silver coin1” And if you
would say, ““ We will not furnish you gold,” yon would put it out of
their power to comply with the obligation of their contracts, becaunse
if you can close your mint to one you can to the other. When Con-
gress said to the States,  we have furnished you coin, the standard
silver dollar, 4124 grains, containing 371} grains of pure silver; that
is the value of it; we have so re ted it; we have furnished you
with the means; you have it,” I deny the constitutional power of
Congress to intervene after it has done that and say, “These dollars,
thus furnished, thus , thus put into the hands of States and
people, shall not be a -tender for more than §5, although they
were at the time they were issued and at the time the States and
people made their contracts a legal tender for any amount whatever.”

I deny all power over legal tender as to those issues. While there
may be some dispute as to the power of the Federal Government
relating to the debts that it has contracted, the Federal Government
has no power over the debts contracted by the States or by private
individuals beyond the power to coin money and te the value
thereof to enable them to carry out the contracts they have made.
For these reasons, too, as well as the good and sufficient reasons set
forth in the preamble of the resolution, I wounld restore the silver
dollar as it stood at the time it was stricken from the mint and at
the time it was unconstitutionally and illegally, in my opinion, made
only a legal tender for §5 by the Revised Statutes of the country.

A great deal has been said, and we hg_;o been furnished with lit-
erature b{;fentlemen all over the country of great ability, showing
that the silver- dollar never was the dollar of the couniry, that it
was always subsidiary coin. I want to refer, so that I shall do no
ingustica, to some of the ents on this floor npon this subject.
The very able and distingnished Senator from New York, [Mr. KERr-
NAN,] in a speech made by him, took the ground that—

The party who advanced money and took our bonds, whether he was a citizen
of this country or a fo y in view of these facts, in view of the fact that this
silver dollar was not and never been practically a coin in use in this country to
any considerable amount, did not understand that the coin mentioned in these
statutes was this silver dollar. He did not believe and had no good reason to be-
lieve that the bonds were to be paid in this silver coin.

Again : '

1 insist that, in view of these facts, it can hardly be claimed that the parties to
the contract, the Government on the one side and the loaner of money fo it on its
ponds on the other, understood even before the act of February 12, 1573, that the
term “coin" in the acts of 1869 and 1570 imported that the bonds were to be

d in the silver dollar which had really never been in practical use as currency

the country and of which only a few millions had ever been coined.

Again:

I first submit that in view of the fact that the Government had been going on
from 1793 coining gold coin by the thousand million and its silver dollar to the
extent of §8,045,000 whether parties who had taken from the Government or bought
the bonds in the market after the law of 1869, by which the Government pledged
itufnithtopatgthem in coin, had not a right to believe that the Government would

them in the current I tender gold coin which alone had been issued by the
vernment and used in country for the payment of large sums.

I deny that such was the state of fact in regard to the silver coin-
;goof this country; certainly net up to 1834; indeed until after

. The silver dollar was the unit of value from the beginning.

VII—17

It was made so by the resolution of 1786 before the Constitution was
adopted. to 1834, when the value of the gold dollar was reduced
from the ratio of 15 to 1 to that of 16 to 1 of silver, there had been
only about $10,000,000 of gold of all denominations coined in the
United States. There were over $5,000,000 more silver half dollars
of full legal-tender value, as shown by Dr. Linderman’s book, coined
in the years 1830, 1831, 1832, 1833, and 1834 than all the gold that
ever had been coined in the United States from 1793 up to 1834.
Up to 1849, until the discovery of gold in California, silver was the
coin of this country. The Sg ish and Mexican dollars were used
and made by law a legal tender. There never was a dollar of gold
coined as do if we stand on the word—never was a one-dollar
gold-piece coined in the United States till 1849, and nearly all our
gold coinage since that time has been in double eagles. There never
was & double eagle coined until 1850, when the gold flowed in from
California so rapidly that we had to reduce the fractional currency
of silver in 1853 to keep it from going ont of the country ; butnobody
thought of demonetizing silver on that accounf, or of interfering
with gold because of its abundance. Mr. Hunter’s report makes that
very plain, and I will read from it, as it is better than anything I
can say upon the subject:

It seems—

Said the Finance Committee of the Senate through Mr. Hunter in
1853—
that for fifty from 1750 to 1800, the quantity of silver raised was to that of
E{‘t!g“mmhm yet, during that value of gold was not more

times as great as of silver. Mammofw%nmﬁty
of coined silver, we find that the value of the silver, as com; with gold eoin,
was, in France, 1803 to 1840, nearly as 3 to 4 ; and in the United States, from
1793 to 1841, was nearly as 2 to 1.

By what authority, then, can any person e that the silver coin
never had been to any extent the currency of the country, when, from
1793 to 1841 the value of the silver coin in the United States was
nearly 2to 17

And in Great Britain, where gold was the exclusive legal standard, silver being
used only for the smaller transactions of trade, the proportion of silver was more
than 1 to 6. So that there can be little doubt of the large excess in value of the
silver coin, as compared with gold. (See table A.)

‘Which table exhibits the facts clearly, but I will not stop to read
or exhibit it.

Indeed, it appears from a carefull table, a; 1 !
report (Document No. 117, mo 109) m:m to mr&? !mn:
the American mines §4,310,000,000 in silver, and only $1,890,000,000 in gold.

The Senate will observe that there was more than double, nearly
three times as much more silver coi as there was gold coinage,
according to Mr. Ingham’s report up to 1825!

Baut, in tracing the effect of this relative value particular

t'es. we must not forget its o m:tp&ethe m::oc“hez%g‘lld. In thus
excluding one of metals from one country, if its property and trade were

large, and in thus forcing more than its natural proportion into manufactures,
nhogn(i'd diminish the volume of specie mayp:}nﬂ ral

ply. How this would affect mankind will be hereafter examined. Bu:l:ﬂm ’

m would be great indeer if all the world were to adopt but one of pre-
cious meta's as the standard of value. To t gold alone would diminish the
specie currency more than one-half; and the reduction the other should sil-
ver be taken as the only standard, would be Iarge enough to prove y disas-
trous to the human race. Indeed, a reference to the of the metals
and the general course of hnman produetion, can fail to convince ua that
there has been a tant tendency to ap iate their value, as compared with the
residue of the property of the world, and that very e increase of the
supply of the precious metals, of which we have any account, has exercised a
beneficial effect upon human affairs. 'When contracts are made by a stand-

it Iaboe 400 PrUAStive eHorsy 1o SEATAPOR by rocalving Joos Ehan & Fr sers
e im%m;p ve energy is cramped by 'y an & share

If Mr. Hunter had been criticising the folly of the congressional
action of 1873 or arguing for its repeal, he could not have spoken
more aptly nor more wisely. But I will not stop to comment now.
He said further: >

Before the invention of substitntes for payments in d before the increased
supply of specie from the dlwuva;ly of o.:merica, hnmnf:dn' hls::ry is full of the strifes
between debtor and creditor, and human 1 tion is rife with experiments tn
limit the encroaching and engrossing power of capital.

I read so much of this report now (I will refer to it again hereafter
in another point of view) to show that all statements claiming that
silver was not the curreng of this country are delusive, no inatter
how high the authority making them. I have here a table in which
Mr. Hunter shows that up to 1850 we had coined of silver coin, in-
dependent altogether of the Mexican and Spanish dollars, which
formed a large portion of our currency, about §78,000,000, and that u
to 1849 of all sorts of gold coin we had only coined about $86,000,000.
Had this country made no progress during all those years?

Why, Senators, we had acquired Louisiana and Florida, we had
carried on a war with Great Britain from 1812 to 1815, when we had
hardly any ﬁold coin, on the credit of the silver-dollar. We had
fonght the Mexican war when silver was yet the standard of value
and in excess of gold in our coinage; we had acquired California and
all those great countries that afterward produced the gold about
which we are boasting so much and seeking to make omnipotent, in
the hands of a few, even if the eountry is bankrupted in doing so.
After we had large quantities of gold, as you will see by studying the
history of this question, we had toreduce the value of our small coins
in silver, not for the p se of driving them from the country but
for the purpose of re ng them here, because the influx of gold had
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made them more valuable than they were before. After the last great
Wwar began, silver and gold were both repudiated by Congress. Gold
did not help us any more than silver. Then Congress passed an un-
constitutional act makingits own evidences of its indebtedness a legal
tender for all debts, public and Erivat.e, except interest on bonds
and costoms dues. ko man, whether lawyer or not, will doubt the
unconstitutionality of that act who will read the great speech of
Hon. Jacob Collamer, of Vermont, in the Senate, against it. If Sena-
tors doubt, let them turn to the Globe of the 12th of February, 1862.
Nobody ever answered it, nobody could. Everybody knew then and
knows now that the act was illegal and unconstitutional. True, we
have it npon us, and we have to make the best use of the paper issned
under it that we can. Iam not one of those who abuse the paper cur-
rency of the country because it was put upon us illegally. I want
to use it for every purpose and require the Government to take it for
every purpose, and to make it as good and as valuable as we can by
g}‘;ving it every use possible. I do not refuse to do what is best for

e country because things are put upon me in ways that I do not
like. I have seen this administration inaugurated here by the deci-
gion of a commission that was worse, infinitely worse, than even the

assage of the legal-tender act; but do I refuse to obey the laws?
Ean 1 properly refuse to aid the administration thus inaun ted,
in carrying out all legitimate purposesof the Government, because
in my opinion it was inaugurated by wrongful and unconstitutional
means? Noj; I look at things practically. I know that the bond-
holders, the monopolists of this country, are seeking to destroy all
the industries of this people, in their d to enhance the value of
their gold. I know that the act of 1573 did more than all else to
accomplish that result, and the demonetization act of the Revised
Statutes was an illegal and unconstitutional consummation of the

. fraud. I want torestore that money to where it was before, and thus
aid in preventing the consummation of their designs.

In the National Republican of this morning there is an interview
with a very intelligent member of the Senate, the Senator from Ne-
vada, [ Mr. JoNES, ] in which among very many other valuable truths
he says:

Silver is not produced in sufficient quantity, and nowhere exists in sufficient
quantity, beyond current consumption in the arts and the supply needed for Asia,
1o be thrown on our markets in snms large enough to threaten to our finan
induostry, or commerce During the year 1577, ﬁ.nrlia. Japan, mﬂhina receiv
from San Francisco, Southa;gg n, rseilles, and Venice, in the course of trade,
$105,000,000. This is §25,000,000 moré than the production of the entire world during
the same year.

Yet gentlemen are holding up their hands in horror and saying
that, with mints which have not capacity to coin more than §50,000,-
000 a year, when those three countries are taking $25,000,000 this very
last year, even in the face of demonetization everywhere, we are

goingotn flood the country with a depreciated silver currency, cheat
the bondholder, destroy the national credit, and ruin the national
faith! I Delieve in maintaining the national faith. I believe in all
that has been said by gentlemen, on this and on the other side, that
a man ought to look to the faith of the country as he ought to look
to his own honor; but I say that he is in honor bound to see that
the people he represents are not deprived of their just, legal, and
constitutional ri%‘hta in order to put money into the pockets of any
set of men. If there is any man who has no right to complain of the
treatment that he has received from this country it is the public
creditor. I need not run over the history of what has been done for
him. When he bought his bonds he paid for them in legal-tender
notes of the country and he received bends bearing 6 per cent. inter-
est in gold for the Est;pmciated notes he paid. He was made in many
instances a national banker, and, to the extent of §300,000,000, the
cnrrency of the country which was used as moneg, in the s}mpa of
bank-notes, was put into his hands, and he was charged, over ordi-
nary banks, only 1 per cent. for the right to lend the evidences of his
own indebtedness to the people at any per cent. he could get within
the law, which he knew so well how to stretch to suit himself.

In 1869 there was a plain violation of the contract made by Con-
gress for the bondholder’s benefit, so plain and palpable that even
men like Mr. Stevens, of Pennsylvania, avowed that if that great
wrong was to be done he wonld stand with the democratic party in
opposing it. Men such as Mr. Shellabarger, of Ohio, and others in
their speeches denonnced even the payment of the interest in gold.
The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. HEREFORD] read a letter from
the present Becretary of the Treasury, which shows what his views
on that subject were in 1868. I will read it again. It is as follows:

Dear Sik: I was pleased to receive your letter, My interests are the
same as yours, but, like you, I do not intend to be influenced by them. My construe
tion of the law is the result of careful examination, and I feel quite sure an impar-
tial court wonld confirm it, if the case could be tried before a court. Isend yon
my views as fully stated in a speech. Your idea is that we propose to repudiate or
violate & promise when we offer to redeem the * principal” in L-tenders.

I think the bondholder vi his promise when he refuses to take the same kind of
money he paid for the bonds. If the case is to be tested by the law, I am right; if
it is to be tested by Jay Cooke's advertisements, I am wrong. I hate repudiation
or anything like it, butice ought not to be deterred from doing what is right by fear of
undeserved epithets. If under the law as it stands the holders of the five-twenties
ean only be paid in gold, then we are repudiators if we propose to pay otherwise.
If the bondholder can legally demand only the kind of money he paid, then he iz a re-
pudiator and extortioner to d d ' more valuable than he gave.

i JOHN SHERMAN,

I am not attacking that law now—my opinions in regard te it are
well known—but 1 am showing that the bondholders are the very

last men or body of men on earth who have any right to complain
of any neglect of their interest or of any violation of public faith to
their prejudice. The provisions of the act of 1870 and all subse-
quent acts were enacted or inserted in the face of the bonds issued
under them for the protection and at the request of the bondholders,
to prevent any act of Con from being passed diminishing the
quantity of gold or silver in the standard coins then in existence by
authority of Congress. - The Senator from Iowa, [Mr. ALLISON, ] in his
very able speech the other day, showed that a.change in the gold
coinage of the country was being sariousli agitated by the present
Secretary of the Treasury and others high in authority ; hence the
explicit declarations as to the preservation of the quantity of coin
being retained at the then standard value.

Doubtless, too, they were uneasy, as they might well be, as to the
constitutionalify of the law of 1869, and were anxious to get clear of
any possibility of taxing their boné[s, go they caused the provision to
be inserted upon the face of them that they conld not be taxed for
any purpose. I repeat, when they acceﬁt,ed the proposition of July,
1870, and caused for their own benefit the words to be written on the
face of the bond itself thatit was to be paid in the standard coin of
the United States, and in the act of 1869 gold apnd silver coin are
mentioned expressly as the coin in which they shall be paid, they
are estopped to deny our right to pay them in either ﬁ;ol or silver
coin of that value. All the bonds, even those issned las¥ year, as
was shown by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALLACE] the
other day, contain the same recital that they shall be paid in the
coin of standard value on July 14, 1870. Will anybody pretend that
if any bondholder has silver coin of the then standard value tendered
to him he would not get all his contract required ; and are we re-
quired to pay the assignecs of those men in one currency and the
original purchasers of the bonds in another? The Government has
nothing to do with transfers; it pays whoever holds the obliga-
tion according to the terms. The law and the form of the bonds are
so plain I again read them. The act of 1578 provided—

Thﬂthcﬁaﬂmtlr{n! the Treasury is hereby authorized to issue, in & sum or
sums not exceedin the aggregate $200,000,000, coupon or mgist:.éred bonds of
the United States, in snch form as ho may prescribe and of denominations of 50
or some multiple of that sum, redeemable in coin of the t standard value, at
the pleasure of the United States, after ten years from the date of their issue, and
bearing interest, payable semi-annually in such coin, at the rate of 5 per cent. per
annumm.

Also, $300,000 of four and a half percents and a thousand million
of four percents, all of which were to be payable in coin of the then
present standard value.

And the form of the bond is:

The United States of America are indebted to the bearer in the sum of §50.

This bond is issned in aceordance with the provisiens of an act of Congress en-
titled “*An act to anthorize the refunding of the national debt,” approved July 14,
1870, as amended ':;y an act approved January 20, 1671, and is redeemable at the
pleasure of the United States, after the lst day of July, 1907, in coin of the stand-
ard value of the United States on said July 14, 1870, with interest in such coin
from the day of the date hereof at the rate of 4 cent. per anoum, payable
guarterly, on the 1st day of October, January, April, and July in each year. The

rincipal and interest ave exempt from. the payment of all taxes or dutics of the
nited States, as well as from taxation in any form by or under State, municipal,
or local authority.

W ASHINGTON, July 1, 1877.

Any purchaser can see what the obligation of the United States is
by reading the bonds he buys. We are only bound to comply with the
obligation of our contract and to pay it in the standard coin of July,
1870. Gold and silver were then the standard coins. The effort to pre-
vent us from having that coin is what I complain of. What I pro-
Em is to restore through the Mint exactly the standard coin we

ad and to furnish it to the people, so that they can comply with the
obligations of the Government and with their own.

I can see no honest excuse for the legislation of 1873. Congress
having assumed obligations of the character I have read, deprivi
itself and the people of the power to pay their debts in the standard
silver coin. I say Congress deprived itself; I mean that it deprived
the tax-payers of this country; for this éovemment. is a trustee;
this Government is a pauper; this Government has nothing except
the power to tax. It takes it from everything we all own, irom our
hats to our boots; from the cradle to the coffin; from the small nail
driven into the horse’s shoe to the locomotive or the steamship.
When this Government undertakes by legislation to deprive the peo-
ple, of whom I am one—and my people are many—of the power to pay
their debts in the standard silver coin when the contract was made,
and that the creditor himself demanded, they are doingf 4 gross in-
justice; and when they undertake to demonetize that silver, as was
done by the Revised Statutes, they are doing what the Constitution
does not give them the power to do. For both these reasons, so sat-
isfactory to my mind, I would restore the relation that existed before
that time.

We are told that England, the great creditor nation of the world,
demonetized silver. Perhaps she counld afford to do it. Weare told
that we must follow her example in forcing resumption by law,
even with prostrated industries ; and she is held up as the great ex-
emplar. She is onr great antagonist in all the relations of cemmerce.
Woe sell her our breadstuffs and we sell her raw material, but our
manufactures never go there. We have to look to the trade of
countries with less commercial power and not as far advanced in
many regards as England. We have to look to China, to Japan, to
the Indies, to the great islands in the Pacific Ocean ; wehave to look
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to the republies of SBouth America, and when you turn to the tables
you find that every one of them is a silver-using country. The table
in Mr. Hunter's report, the table in Dr. Linderman’s report, all the
tables show that the people with whom we want to trade, from
whom alone we can make anything, whose commerce we must seek,
are people who are using silver money ; and because England, our
rival, has demonetized silver, owing a debt to her own people, which
she is somewhat proud of, and we owing it to foreigners because she
has done it, we, forsooth, must follow her example and deprive our-
selves of the right to use the product of our own conntry in com-
merce which England is striving, as she knows so well how to do, to
deprive us of.

Why did we spend nearly $100,000,000 in building the Union and
Central Pacific lg:ilmada ? Why did we give landslarger than a half-
dozen of the kingdoms of Europe to the great railroads that are tra-
versing this continent to reach the Pacilic Ocean? It was that we
might make the West the highway to the East; that we might send
our steamships and our products over the Pacific to those great silver-
using countries, to China with four hundred millions of people and
to the thirty-odd millions in Japan and the great swarm of people in
all those regions whose trade we were seeking. When we had given
a hundred million dollars to build these roads, (for we might as well
have given it; I fear we will never gef it back,) when we were
developing moresilver than all the world beside, when Nevada and
the other mines were coming to our relief in furnishing the material
for a coin che%por than gold, and which wonld cheapen gold, the Con-

of the United States quietly (I will not yet say clandestinely,

use the distingnished Senator from Delaware, one of the ablest
men in the Senate, said that it was foolish and unwise for anybody
to say that,) but in a very %uiat way and with very little discretion
we deprived ourselves of the power of using the silver which was
then becoming the metal that we had most of and of which we had
more than all the world besides. .

Is it not good faith to the people that we should 1it? Ihold
my allegiance to be good faith to all the people of this country, good
faith to the tax-payer; and when I am acting in good faith to him
I am acting in good faith to all the creditors of the country. But I
never will seek tg(?erpetuate any law that has broken down all in-
dustries, contrac the currency of the country, and brought upon
us the miseries that we now see. Thousands of men, able and will-
ing to work, are begg‘mfmfor bread. With bounteous harvests, with
tronble in Europe and Asia, which opens up markets to us by with-
drawing their competition, when the Sonth is springingto its feet
and the States of Louisiana and South Carolina, thank God, at last
have come to occupy the same relation to this Government that Ver-
mont and New Hampshire do, all calling for capital, all seeking to
develop their industries, now that war and strife are at an end, are
we in tlim midst of all that to stop and say that the people of the
States and of the country shall not have tim benefit of the silver
which is produced in our own country, and that gold shall be put
at 8 per cent. premium because we will not allow ourselves to use
anything to mm%_taa with it? Our own paper is refused at the
custom-honses. y 1 DBecause that diminishes the interest of
the bondholder. Our own silver is not to be taken because that
would diminish the profits of the bondholder. We cannot use it to
an the debts of the railroads, of the States, and of the corporations,

ecanse that wonld ﬁrevent the bondholder from selling the gold that
he alone gets from the Government or from purchasing the prgﬁrty
of the people at the rate that he can when there is nothin to
compete with it. As was well said by the Senator from Oﬁio [ Mr.
MaTTHEWS] the other day, what has silver fallen in comparison
with? Will it not buy more land, more calico, more of anything than
it ever did before? Ifis only in comparison with gold that it has
fallen, not in comparison with property. But I cannot forbear quot-
ing his own words:

Mr. EaTox. Has it not (!n&mcla' ted in the pure
and abroad ? Can you buy the same amount v?iI:h ht:zestgngv;% rod:gt o hmoaf
silver that you wufd with the corresponding degree of some other metal

Mr. MarTHEWS. Has the Senator g‘;mtllghm question ?

Mr, EaTON. Ihave.

Mr. MaTTHEWS. Then I answer, and it can be demonstrated by an impregnable
array of facts, that silver can to-da; buy more of every other known pmtf::trnf
human labor than it could in July, 1 gold alone excepted ; lands, houses, stocks
of merchandise, machinery, labor, everything but gold ; here, elsewhere. In Asia,
in Europe, throughout this whole continent, nowhere, m by the average
price of the general commodities of the world, has silver de teg the breadth
of a hair. ¢ the contrary, it bas maintained its position. Itcan buy to-day more
Jand, more houses, more machinery, more calico, more cotton, more everything than
it could in 1870, the same number of grains of the same standard and fineness.

I read with some interest the other day an account of the com-
%msition of the English Parliament, which is constantly held np be-

ore us as an illustrions example in favor of laws demonetizing
silver. That body then represented a very small portion of the peo-
ple of England. They had little connection witﬁothe mass of the
people, although some of our legislators here seem to think they
were in 1816 and 1822 a highly representative popular body. A pam-
phlet was handed to me the other day written in answer to a speech
of General GARFIELD in the other House, by J. W. Schuckers, of
Philadelphia, in which he gives a very good idea of what that Eng-
g Ht');u.aa of Commons was in 1521 and 1822, I will read an extract
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In the third place, the House of Commons did not at that time index public

because of radical defects in its constitution. The rotten-borough system
en prevailed. The whole population of the kin Was twenty-one ons,
but those who voted for members of the House num d only four hundred thon-
sand. The Duke of Norfolk was himself represented by eleven mem
Lonsdale by nine, Lord Dnﬂilﬁg'wn by seven, and the Duke of Rutland, the Mar-
quis of Buckingham, and Lord Carrington each had six—forty-three members rep-
resenting sixz persons !

These gentlemen were atron§er, perhaps, even than our bondholders
and railroad kings are here. 1 have heard that some of them control
a iood many ; I donot know, but not in this proportion those Eng-
lish gentlemen did, I hope.

The borough of old Saram had two members, who were elected by one voter,
who kept an ale-house, while the great cities of Edinburg, Glasgow, and Bath,
with a united population of over four hundred thousand souls, had six members

lected by a constit y of 105 votera. The borough of Bramber bad two mem-
bers, representing & male population of fifty-six persons, while Gratton and Dun-
wich had four members, two elected by 6 voters, and two by 7. Andsoon. Thess
bon;totghs were held as a property, Gratton being valued at the good round figure of
100,000 British pounds sterling, or half a million dollars, as & mere investment, be-
caunse it su'gpl[ed a seat in the House of Commons! This was the House of

Eons to W 168 vc:m on unue] oiufgsiun. a&d Mﬁin another, :.t“ of 650, gaum-tg
ARFIELD appeals as *‘ sensitiv exing the public opinion of England™ on
resumption question! A marvalymly sensitive index, indeed!

That was the kind of representation in Parliament before the
reform bill of 1832; and it was because such things were done and
so little regard was paid to the rights of the people by a Parliament
thus elected and thus constituted that the reform bill e neces-
sary. We have had something like it lately. Eleven States of the
Sonth were not only misrepresented but other States were twice re
resented and the South was forced to furnish them with this doulle
representation. We have had very bad legislation in times gone by
when things were done that conld not be done now and never will
be again, The reform bill came in in England. We have got gen-
nine representation from that part of the country now, and we per-
haps can have the legislation that they had after the reform bill

assed. If England is to be held up as an'example to us, let us fol-

ow herthronghout. She had then under the Parliament thus con-

stituted protection for everything, and she had a population almost
starving and bread riots prevailing time and again. When a genu-
ine Parliament came in and the people were heard, those shackles
were broken. The great protective tariff was swept away, and now
she levies nearly 96 per cent. of all her revenue from seven articles,
while we are hanging on to them by the thousand. She has gone on
wi%h her policy and made herself able to bring all the world in debt
to her.

What have we donef We are bﬁnii.ng ourselves in debt to all the
world. We are paying to-day someswhere about §100,000,000 to for-
eign nations to 30 our carrying frade. In 1860 they were paying us
nearly $25,000,000. Englund has trebled her t marine; we have
dwindled down to less than half. We had with a decent tariff more
tonnage than all the nations of the world except England seventeen

earsago. Contrasted with England now, weare a fourth-rate power.
%‘ollow ingland’s example in these things and you will build up in-
dustries after a while that will enable you to pay the debt in anytﬂing
and have all the world in debt toyou. But in our present condition,
contributing to every other nation, with no ships on the sea, we pay,
as I say, immense sums to foreign nations to do our carrying trade,
humiliated everywhere on the ocean. No nation without commerce
can be a first-class nation, none ever has been and none ever will be.
All history attests it. I say follow her in her commercial policy, and
perhaps there will be some justice in following her upon the gold

nestion. «
3 Baut I said I would refer again to the report of the Finance Com-
mittee of the Senate made by Mr. Hunter on the evil effects always

roduced by a contraction of currency, and the advan and
glessing of an ample supply, and I do it because it is so much better
than anything I can say. That report says:

BSo much is the value of currency affected by the facility with which it may be
counted and its convenience of transportation that there will always be difficulty
in supplying the place of small notes with anything but silver or that of large
notes with anything but gold. We require, th:ill,_af%l;t lgjmm. the double stand-

ard of gold and stlver ; but above all do we req

th ¥
of the specie standard to contract under the vast increase of the value of the
property of the world.

Thereisourdifficulty. Wehaveincreasedin population and wealthin
the last ten years enormonsly. Iam notgoing into statistics, but I will
state this fact: we haye built forty-eigf t thousand miles of railroad
since 1868 ; we have added to our wealth and necessity for increased
eurrency in every form. The States of the South for a long time, six
or eight years after the war, could do nothing, had nothing, but they
are again on their feet. They need large amonnts of money. Every
thing has grown as a matter of course, and in the midst of this
growth of property are weseeking tokeep up thespecie standard to the
property standard and requirements when we have demonetized our
silver, of which we produce thirty-seven millions annually in the
State of Nevada alone, and all of which could be readily converted
into our coin and added to the currency of the world, thus tending
to keep down the eontraction of the money and increase it as prop-
erty increases?

But to continue. He adds:

We require, then, for this reason, the double standard of gold and silver; but
above all do we require both to countesact the tendency o i dard
contract under the vast increase of the value of l-hﬂo}lm of the world, And
what harm can arise b i the p if both

any p
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are allowed to swell the volume of currency 1 On the contrary, s more beneficial
event for the trade, the industry, the world and political condition of the world
could searcely be imagined. OF all the great effects produced upon human society
by the discovery of America there were probably none so marked as those brought

ut by thefmﬂ. infinx of the precious metals from the New World to the Old.
Euro industry had been declining under the decreasing stock of ous
metals and an appreciating standard of value, human Efen 1 under
the paralyzing infilnences of declining profits, and capital absor nearly all that
should have been divided between it and labor. But an increase of the precious
metals, in snch quantities as to check this tendency, operated as a new motive
power to the machinery of commerce. Produoetion was sﬂmn}a:?dhgi finding the

$114,956,768. Add this to its prinei which stands as pure speculation, and we
find that the bondholders have e a8 clear gain, as something for nothing, the
sum of §306,551,382 on the m[\;‘e&r‘n transaction of 1864.

In 1865 the Government sold bonds to the amount of $279,746,150, on which it
suflered a disconnt of 71,532,060 at the hands of the capitalists. The interest

already paid by the on this discount reaches §38 623,307, making this year’

uperll{m mﬂﬂn !nrpl.?ioe bondholders §110, 159,367, fu?&hinh mtn:me cent vm.i)uf evm.r
In 1866 the Government sold §124,914,400 of its bonds, for which it received de-

preciated ‘pagqr $88,501,773 in according to the then

price of gold. The

they d to the

advantages of a change in the standard upon its side. Inst g Tep
by having to pay more than it had stipulated for the use of capital, it was stimn-

by pa; p;?\ess. Capital, too, was benefited, for new demands were created
for it by the new uses which a movement in indi pursuits had de-

val ; 80 that, if it lost a little by a in the stan it gained much more
in the ter demand for its use, which added to its ca ties for reproduction
the strong arm and

and to its real value. y which had been acqu
accnmulated in violation of the great laws of equity and o by analmost insen-
sible transition was distribnuted more equally in society.

XNature, under the operation of this its great bankrupt law, as if I;x a0 inviaible
!m;}, lomoneél the ‘gmt:g; &fh:m gebwr, whlehtharemlforc% timaé: mtidnint:llv

distri OT puUrposes o NCcEon an

t-:grm:,n l::i];i-t:l which d‘i:‘at.mst and apattgr had aithe:"lgckad up uradm‘lﬁ:t:tqod with
a too sparing hand. New influences arose in society, and a new impnlse was given
to its movements. In the present stage of the world we may, perhaps, no more

t any event to produce such rapid transformations in society. But we might
reasonably look for something like the same consequences from a similar event,
Any system, either of violence or law, which distributes property improperly and
u'qruuts;. and which gives a false direction to the great stream of preduetive in-
dustry, will, in the end, produce throes and convulsions in the b of society.
Unless human skill, such as is rarely if ever known, intervenes to give a trune direc-
tion to affairs, or unless nature interferes, 'h the silent operation of her laws,
to remove inequalities and repair injustice, vi ce is almost sure to be used to
make ach if it t apply a dy.

As I said when I read the former extract, Mr. Hunter seems to be
warning us against the very condition of things now existing, and
deplorinﬁ, the very evils that Congress has now brought upon this
country by contracting its standard of value, diminishing its coin,
refusing to utilize what Providence seems to have put into ourhands,
giving to gold alone by'refusing to take our own paper or our own
silver all the power that all the three onght to have, contracting the
currency, diminishing prices, destroying industry, making it impos-
sible for any man to borrow money to-day and invest it in anything
that he can have any reasonable assuranes will enable him to &:_v his
creditor back the money with interest at the end of a year. ntle-
men say thers is plenty of money in the country. Of course there is.
There is nosafe man who dares borrow it; hence the enforced idleness
of thonsands of our most intelligent and industrious laborers; hence
the euffering of the people. Nogzdy can go into any business to-day
with any expectation of making money. A man knows if he borrows
$10,000 to-day and gives a mort on his farm worth $20,000, the
chances are that at the end of the year the creditor can hardly get
his§10,000 back by the saleof the twenty-thousand-dollarfarm. Hence
noman can go into business, and hencemoney is idle, because all the nses
of itare driedup, Thatis the condition we are in now, and it isbecaunse
a repeal of the existing coinage laws as to silver would give at least
partial relief that I propose to vote for any bill looking in that direc-
tion, whether I like all its provisions or not.

But I must hurry on. I said among other things that the bond-
holder of all men had the least right to complain. I have argued
that often, shown it in every variety of form, and I do not believe I
have heard a statement that showed the truth so boldly, so nakedly,
and showed the absurdity of all the comilaint,s now set up here and
elsewhere in their behalf, as an extract which I tookfrom a speech of
my friend from Indiana [ Mr. VoorHEES] in adebate that I'had in the
Forty-third Congress, which will be found on page 1401, part 2, of the
Recorp of the second session of the Forty-third Congress. He gave
the history of all the bonds that were sold each year and the prices
that were paid, and the interest that was given, and when he footed
them up the fact was that the bondholders had up to 1869received over
£100,000,000 of profit before they even got the prineipal of their bonds
made payable in gold by the act of 1869. They are the last men, cer-
tainly, to complain. Here is the statement I refer to, and which I
read in the other House:

In 1862 the Government sold 6 cent. 5.20 bonds to the amount of §60,962, 450
and received for them greenbacks at their face dollar for dollar. The demand
now is that these benda shall bepaidinoigolﬂatthalrfnce.mlyet owing to the
depreciation of greenbacks at the time of their purchase, ou]ly uﬁso.m ofgold.
was paid for them. This makes a clear s nlsglon of $16,951,801 in favor of the
bon der in this first transaction. On clear speculation the bondholders
bave received interest for el GATS, ting toSll,lB‘l’.lBB, which, added to
its principal, makes the sum of ﬁm&.m already ved in that single transac-
tion, for which not one dollar was ever i

In 1863 the Government sold of the same kind of bonds §160,957,550, for which it
received an equal t in greenbacks. A staudard aathority placed the aver-
age price of gold during that year at §1.58 in currency. It will thus be seen that
these bonds cost their purchasers but 101,890,854 in gold, leaving a profit of
£59,006,696, withont includinF the interest. For ten ¥m, however, the Govern-
went has paid interest on this naked profit, this cipal, without any cousidera-
tion. The interest thus amounts to §35,458,017, which, added 1o this fietitious
prineipal, makes §04,555,713, now in the pockets of the bondholders on that year's
operation, for which they never paid anything.

In 1864 the Government sold these bonds, amounting on their face to §381,202,250.
Again the Government received only depreciated paper for these bond obligation
and at that time our currency was enormously depreciated, if tried hyxft: golari
standard. The price of gold during that year was ngm average of 201 in currency.
The salo of these bonds, therefore, which are now assumed to be gold bonds, enly
realized to the Government §189,697,636 in gold, less than one- of their face
value, There was left to the ca | purchasers the
immense E;:ﬁt. of §191,504,614. 'This was the amount of the broker's shave, and on
it he has drawn interest from the people for ten years, amounting at this time to

amonn!
‘erence between % immot ]\éli:;g: nds ;n"ta the tmou:‘}-
L years’ rest receiv:
on this shave amounts to $17,434,556. Adding this interést and its prinecipal to.
gether, and we find that the ‘bondholders have received $53,757,163 out of this
Emr‘a sale of bouds, for which not one dollar ever left their coffers or reached the
nited States Treasury.
In 1867 the Government sold of its bonds the immense sum of §421,469,550. The
for them $30:1,215,503, leaving a clear profit to them on the opera-
of §118,254,047. Taking the interest on this profit for seven years, amounting
ol pbergiog paid in ,}’:‘m e, $167 m,-ul{“s ghmywd: hll:)itﬂ'mgﬁ .
are to , the sum on 8 an
for which they never gave a farthing in consideration. %

In 1868 the Government sold its bonds to the still further amount of $425,443,800.
Their purchasers }md £312 626,393 for them, clearing by that annual speculation
the sum of §112,617,477. Add six years' interest on this bonus, amounting to
§40,542,288, to the benus itself, and we find that these traffickers in a nation's
have received in this operation $153,159,765 of the o's money, for which not
the slightest equivalent was ever paid into the United Statea .

In addition to the 6 per cent. bonds, the Government erent times
during the years mentioned and sold $195,139,550 of bonds bearing 5 per
v Th: £ Mmﬁo&%mu:mum:g‘?ﬁ"u&& “:o]ﬂ.'mg b b
ane o ., In on amounts to \
which, added to the profit itself, makes the sum of 207,864
in the pockets of the bondholders growing out of
cent. bonds, and for which there is not the elightest

An account of the bondholders’ elear profits arising from no investments at all
may therefore be stated in the following tabular form:

Y O A e S R S B e SR S e 1,012, 536, 004
That statement needs no comment ; it was carefully and t;ruthtulff

Em ared. It will satisfy the country and ought to satisfy the bond-
olders and their advocates that they ought not to insalt a suffering

le, whose hard earnings have gone to enrich them, by any com-
plaint of want of good faith to them in the effort we are making to
save the country from bnnkmgzcy.

I shall now say something sbout the passage of the law and the
Revised Btatutes demonetizing silver. I have before complained
of the way in which these laws were passed. I wantto rétain the
respect, if I possibly can, of all my co ues on this floor, and there
is no man, whose respect I would sooner have than that of the dis-
t..mgmsheti Senator m Delaware, [Mr. BAYArD.] He said in his
speech the other day:

In his report of the present year additional reasons are given by the Director of
the Mint for that action—

That is, for the passage of the law of February, 1873—
which I will read for a double object, not merely to refute the ides that the moeas-
B e e A S s
B0 v
%o his mind why it ought to Nave besm 4o0s.

I am not sure that I ever stated that it was done surreptitiously,
and I hnrdl& know to whom this statement refers, although the Sen
ator from West Vir%inia. and myself were the only ones who had
spoken of it on this floor up to that time; but I think I can show

that if there was no other reason for voting to restore the silver dol-—

lar to the relation it occupied prior to the of that act, the
way it was passed by Congress and incorporated-into the Revised

Statutes shonld be sufficient to ‘my action and cause me to
vote for its re e i uld afterward vote to repeal the
re'pealinlg act. (1t never was understood by either House of Con-
gress. I say that with full knowledge of the facts. No newspa

::forter-md they are the most vigilant men I ever saw in obtaining

information—discovered that it been done, The President of the

United States, as you will see by the letter which I have before me,

and which was referred to by the Senator from West Virginia, six

months after it became a law did not know there was any such law

5““"‘ én a letter written October 3, 1873, to Mr. Cowdry, General
rant said :

I wonder that silver is not already coming intothe market tosu ciency
in the circulating medium. * * * Experience has proved that it takes about
§40,000,000 of fragtional currency to make the small change necessary for the trans-
action of the business of the country. Silver will Fl:hully take the place of this
ourrency, and, further, will become the standard of values, which be hoarded
in o small way. I estimate that this will consume from 200,000,000 to §300,000,000
in time of es of our circulating mediom. * * * I confess

to see a limited hoarding of money. But I want to see a hoarding of something
that is a standard of value the world over. Silver is this. * = *

Our mines are mw&:mlncin%ulmos& unlimited amounts of silver, and it is be-
coming a question, * t shall we do with it?" I suggest here a solution which
will answer for some years, to put it in circulation, keeping it there until it is fixed,
and then we will find other markets,

'I‘sl.m law, be it remembered, was approved by him February 12,
1873,
I have before me every print of those bills that I could find, begin-

ly thedefi
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ning in the Forty-first Congress with the one that then passed the
Senate, and following them up till the law was passed, and I assert
that there was not a single one of these bills either in the Forty-first
Con or the Forty-second Congress that did more than drop the
stang silver dollar and not refer to it at all otherwise than by
indireetion to prohibit its future coinage. There was not one of
them that demonetized it ; none of them took away its legal-tender
quality, Afterproviding forother inferior coins, there was a provision
that these are the only silver coins which shall be coined. Not one
of them ever interfered otherwise with the standard dollar of 412}
grains and said it should not be a legal tender or named it at all so
as to attract attention to it, and I suppose if there was a subject
relative to which the members of both Houses were profoundly
ignorant and as to which, when no coins were ever seen by any who
were not bondholders, they were wholly indifferent, it was as to the
laws relative to mints and coinage, when the bill first came up in
the House in the Forty-first Congress.

There was a short: discussion in January, 1872, in which Mr. Mec-
Cormick, of Missour1, and Mr. Holman insisted that the provisions
of the bill would make a great many more officers and would in-
crease salaries, and Mr. KELLEY and others insisted that it would
not. The debate was confined then to the question of salaries.
‘When Mr. Hooper brought it up again, on the 9th of April, (and
remember it was brounght up then under an order that it should be
taken up and made the special order from day to day until disposed
of,) and after an lanation of it by Mr. Hooper, in which he
spoke of the other coins provided for, but said nothing specially on
demonetization of the uifver dollar, Mr. Stoughton, who argued it
more elaborately than any one else and argued it with very great
ability, among other things, said :

The silver coins provided for are the dollar, 384 grains troy, the balf dollar, quar-
ter dollar, and dime of the value and weight of one-half, one-quarter, and one-tenth
of the d , respectively; and they are made a legal tender for all sums not ex-
ceeding §5 at any one payment. The silver dollar, as now issned, is worth for bull-

ion 3} cents more than the gold dollar and 7} cents more than two balf dollars.
Having a greater intrinsic than nominal value, it is certain to be withdrawn from
circulation whenever we return to specie payment and to be used only for manu.
facture and exportation as bullion.

Mr. KELLEY said, (see page 2311 of the Globe:)

Again, sir, by amistake in our law it has become impossible to retain an Ameri-
can silver dollar in this try. pt in collections of curiosities. They would,
if coined in considerable numbers, be a source of enormous profit to the silver-bull-
jon dealers of New York. Let me show you. The silver dollar required by onr
laws iswm-t.h:lﬁmts more than our gold dollar and is worth 7 cents more than two
half dallars. Now, sir, let us get back, as the gentleman desires, to specie Iyay-
ment before we legislate nupon the mint laws, and you will have an interest of from
one million to many million dollars a year here with its lobby in and around the
House to prevent the Government from the possibility of losing a few dollars by
substituting eopper-nickel for copper and copper-b coinage.

He then went on to argue that that ought not to be; that we had
to save it by reducing the value of the standard silver dollar. The
bill was ordered to be read by sections for amendment. Great oppo-
sition was made to it. Mr. POTTER, of New York, and others insisted
that, as long as we had no legal-tender gold or silver, this great ques-
tion ought not to be taken up and that we ought to wait until it counld
be fully discussed. Only the first seven sections were reached in the
reading. It was a bill of sixty-seven sections and the provisions we
are now discussing were in the fifteenth and sixteenth sections. That
portion of the bill was never reached, and those sections were never
read so as to give any chance to discuss or amend them when the
House adjourned and the bill was never again called up, although by
the order of the House it was made the special order from day to day
urrtil completed. So much for the discussion in April. On the 27t
of May (see page 3882 of the Congressional Globe) Mr. Hooper called
it up on his own motion, not, as%munderstnnd, by order of the com-
mittee. The House had agreed to adjourn on the 29th of May and
motions to 8 nd the roles were of course in order. Less than forty-
ai%];:_l hours of the time remained when Mr. Hooper brought up his
substitnte for the bill which had been so summarily disposed of in
April; notwithstanding this authority given by the House to proceed
from day to day with 1t. He then said—and I shall only read very
brief extracts as the matter has been up in the Senate before—

1 desire to call up the bill H. B. No. 1427—

The bill which had heen discussed in April—

I do so for the E::gose of offering an amendment to the bill in the nature of a
substitute, one w. has been vmg’ carn y pre and which I have submit-
ted to the different gentl in this H who have taken a special i

eral parliamentary questions were rai.aei,ha.nd Mr. Holman put this
of

question to Mr. Hooper, the manager e bill:

Mr. HoLMAN. Before the question is taken upon suspending the rul d pass-
ing the bill, I hope the tiemm from Hm%‘l:nmatm will explain ‘Ié.lsmul.eadin‘
changes made by this in the existing law, especially in reference to the coin-
age. g;i‘would seem that all the small coinage of the country is intended to be

Mr. HoOPER, of Massachusetts, This bill makes no changes in the existing law r
in that regard. It does not require the recolnage of the coins,

What was the fair meaning of that question and answer? It was,
that this is a bill to regulate the mints; this is a bill merely of ma-
chinery ; this is a bill merely to enable the Director of the Mint to
go on and coin more money becanse of the increased volume of silver

ullion there is now in the country, all of which seemed to be requi-
site and proper. Why did Mr. Hooper answer the gquestion ol?hr.
Holman, to explain the leading changes of this bill in the existing (

-

law, especially in reference to coinage, by saying that the bill makes
no changes in the aisan%{iaw in that regard, if he knew that it did?
That answer satisfied Mr. Holman and the House. Nothing more
was said on material points, and the bill passed as a mere bill regn-
lating mint machinery.

Some stress was laid the other day in discussion on a remark which
Mr. McCormick, of Missouri, made in calling for the nineteenth sec-
tion to be read again. A mint bill, as I said, had been up in January.
Mr. McCormick, of Missouri, had ﬂwted against the increase of
salaries. He wanted, when Mr, per said it made no increase of
salaries, to bave. that branch read over again; and he missed the
section, it seems, for the nineteenth was only about the devices to be
put on the coin and the inscriptions that were to be used. After
that interruption, and the assurances that I have read were given,
no part of that bill ever was read except that nineteenth section
which Mr. MeCormick called for. The reading which had been in-
terrnpted was never resumed, and the bill was passed almost unani-
mously without anybody knowing anything about it.

There were many very vigilant men in that body. I have seen
Mr. Holman, of Indiana, during the vacation and he will assure any-
body that he was watching it and that it never was read. Many of
us were there. I do not care fo say what I know myself; I never
yet heard a member say that he understood it to be anything else but
a bill such as Mr. Hooper stated to Mr, Holman. Mg, i:qu;uu.n made
a ggeach in a debate with Mr. Pendleton in Ohio last fall in‘which he
said :

Perhaps I ought to be ashamed to say so, but it is the truth to say that I at that
time [passage of the regmlations demonetizing silver] being chairman of the Com-
mittee on Appmpﬁnﬁomﬁud having my hands overfull during all that time with
work, I never read the bill. I took it upon the faith of a prominent democrat and
a prominent republican, and I do not know that I voted at all. There was no call of
the yeas and nays, and nobody opposed that bill that I know of. Itm%th:m:ﬂ
as dozens of 8 are, A8 m end and I know, in Congress, on the of
report of the chairman of the committee ; therefore, I tell you, because it is the
truth, that I have no knowledge about it. -

And I suppose every member of that House would say substan-
tially the same thing except the few who were thorou hfy advised.
The press admit that they knew nothing about it. Tﬁm President
showed that he knew notiing about it. No member of the House
has yet said to anybody anywhere, in any speech that I know of,
that he knew about it ; while all that I have seen or heard of have
admitted their ignorance of these provisions.

The bill went from the House to the Senate. It was taken up here
af the third session of that Congress. Let us see what took place
then. When it came here it was in charge of the chairman of the
Committee on Finance, Hon. John Sherman. On page 203 of the .
Globe of the third session of the Forty-second Con part 1, he
as chairman of the Committee on Finance announced that it ila
passed the Senate substantially in the Forty-first Congress; that it
was not worth while to read it; that it could be passed in a shorter
time than it would take to read it, and he insisted, as I said, that
the same bill had passed in substance in the Forty-first Congress.
Let me give his words:

I am directed by the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred the bill (H.
R. No. 2034) revising and amending the laws relative to the mints and assay offices
and coi of the %n.il.ad Statea, to report it back with two or three amendments,
This bill in snbstance both Houses, ex that the Senato bill en-
larged and increased the ies of officors of the Mint. It was passed by the
Senate at the last session of the last Congress, went to the House, and now, some-
what modified, has passed the House at this Congress, so that the bill has practi-
cally passed both Houses of Con, . The Senate C ittee on Fi PO
:k:tmndiﬁ?tiun of i‘:\fg a single section; but as thia is not the same Congresa

o
the bill.

- - - * *

- -
T move that the rules be suspended and that the substitute be put on its passage.

Objection was made. Mr. Hooper protested that at that hour of
the session, as it was a long bill, there was no necessity for reading
it because it had been carefully examined by those who desired to
examine its provisions. The House, however, refused to allow the bill
to be passed in that way, and then he called it up again and moved
to suspend the rules and pass it and have the substitute read. That
is the bill he offered as a substitute for House bill No. 1427. ~

The record says “the Clerk began to read.” Then the House, see-
ing that it was a bill of that character, and, of conrse, all impatient
at the closing hours of the session, began to ask questions. Mr.
Brooks protested against its being in Mr. POTTER’S absence.

Mr. Hooper refused to wait, because he said there was no time, Sev-

the bill e Senate I wm:e it will have to go through the form of
a full reading, unless the Senate are w teﬁtotakeltmﬂleﬂammentofthaeom-
mittee, the Senate having already debated it at length and passed it. It would
have to be read in full unless the S by i it to pasa
without a formal reading.

The bill was, however, requnired to lie over under the objection of
the gentleman who I believe generally calls for the regular order, the
Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EbMUNDS,] and it came up again later
for debate ; and on page 672, part 1, of the Globe, third session For-
ty-second éongmsa, debate on it was had, and there the same state-
ments were made by the chairman that the bill had in substance
gasaad the Senate in the Forty-first Congress, that it had at the

ormer session of that Con the House, and the debate
which sprang up shows that there was not one word nitered as to
the demonetization of silver from beginning to end. The California,
Nevada, and Oregon Senators were protesting against the coinage
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eha.rfe, and that was the only thing that was debated at all. The
gentleman who had of the bill was insisting that they were
going to issue a silver do that would circulate all over the world,
and he wanted to change the inscriptions on it from the American
eagle, which he said would not be understood, to the words “ In God
we trust,” and the true value of the coin, so that everybody could
see it. Let me quote his own langnage:

1 rise for the of moving that the Senate proceed to the consideration of
the Mint bill. fmtnte that this bill will not probably consume any more time
than the time consumed in reading it. It the
full debate. It was taken up again in the House during the present Congress and
B e e e i
myantas mp:rmdeby the C ittee on P ‘wtﬁ: poin%?a 0); difference be-
tween the two Houses, and they can go to a committee of conference without hav-
ing a controversy here in the Senate about them.

Again:

Benate two years ago after

If the Senator will allow me, he will see that the preceding section provides
for coin which is axmﬂ&i:bamhangeahlo with the English sh and the five-
frane piece of France ; t is, a five-frane piece of France will be the exact equiv-

alent of a dollar of the United States in our silver coinage; and in order to show
this wherever our silver coin shall float—and we are pro g that it shall float
all over the world—we &r: to stamp upon it, instead of our eagle, which for-
eigners may not unders , and which they may not distin, from a buzzard,
or some ot bird, the intrinsic fineness and weight of the coin. In this prac.
tical utilitarian age the officers of the Mint seemed to think it would be better to
do that than to put the Mﬁ]i.inm our silver coins. I must confess I do not think it
is very important; but I k the Senator ought to be to defer in these

s to the practical knowledge of the officers who have o‘hm-ﬁno: this branch
of the Government service. I will say that Mr. Linderman, w the Senator
must know, has snggested this as being a convenient mode of promoting interna-
tional coinage.

From that debate Benators wonld certainly infer that they were
going to establish a silver eoinage that would vse up and take away
all the silver in the mines of Nevada. Senator Casserly had an-
nounced that Nevada was then producing $20,000,000 a year, and that
would go far toward supplying the Chinese trade; and all the debate
in the Senate went on to show that it was a bill which was to extend
the circulation of silver, and was not by any means to cripple it.

But the strangest part of this transaction remains fo be told. The
bill as it passed the House, and all the bills that had been presented
in the House, and all the bills in the Forty-first Congress which had
Dbeen before the Senate, and I have them all here before me, had failed
to demonetize the old silver dollar of 412} grains. They bhad simply
substituted a silver dollar of ®different quality, because, they said,
that silver dollar was worth more than the gold dollar by 3% cents,
and the Senate was told by the then chairman of the Committee on
Finanee that the bill he was tendering to them was a bill substan-
tially similar to those they had passed in the Forty-first Congress
and substantially similar to that which had passed the House; and
yet, when you came to examine the bill that was Iaid before the Sen-
ate, and which became a law, all those provisions in section 16 of the
Hduse bill and of the former bills which declared—

That the silver coina of the United States shall be a dollar, a half dollar or fifty-
cent, , & quarter dollar or twenty-five cent piece, and a or ten-cent piece;
and the weight of the dollar shall be 3284 grains; the half dollar, quarter dollar, and
the dime shall be, respectively, one-half, one-quarter, and one-tenth of the weight
of said dollar; which eoins shall be & legal tender, at their nominal value, for any
amount not exceeding £3 in any one payment—
aem stricken out and the following provisions snbstitnted for

el :

That the silver coins of the United States shall be a trade-dollar, a half dollar or

;-cent piece, a quarter dollar or twenty-five-cent piece ; and the weight of the

e-dollar troy ; the weight of the half dollar shall be 12 grams
and one-half of a gram; the quarter dollar and the dime ahall be, res| vely, one-
half and one-fifth of the weight, of said half dollar; and said coins s be a legal

tendar, at their nominal value, for any amount not exceeding §5 in any one pay-
men

It will be observed that instead of 384 as the Honse had passed it,
420 grains, eight grains more than the old silver dollar which they
said was over valued 3} per cent. as it stood at 412, was added to
make what was called a trade-dollar by the Senate, and the dollar
of 384 ins passed by the House was wholly ignored. I hold in my
hand the law which makes ‘provision that the silver coins of the
United States shall be a trade-dollar and the weight of the trade-
dollar shall be 420 grains troy. That provision the House never
saw. That body had passed a bill reducing the value of the standard
silver dollar from 412 to 384 grains because, if they knew anything
about it, of its excessive valne over gold, as their committee repre-
sented. The Senate inserted the provision, increased the weight of
the only dollar allowed eight grains above the old one, and I have
traced the record from ing to end this morning in vain to find
where either House was told of the change or why it was made; I
may have overlooked it. I think not. The bill was referred to a
committee of conference; that conference committee reported to their
respective Houses without a word of explanation in either; the report
was adopted and the bill passed. No man opened his mouth to ex-
plain one word of if, and mo man, unless previously advised, could
tell, in my opinion, what that conference report meant. The House
was never told by one of the conferees. The Senate, of course, was
presumed to know. Nor was the House informed in any other way
that I know, unless some of them got hold of the SBenate printed
bill. They were never told on the floor of the House bya.nybog that
the silver dollar of 412 grains, instead of being reduced to be-
cause of its superior value to gold of 3} per cent., had been in fact

increased to 420 grains; and the conference report shows that no ex-
planation was made to the House, and nobody, unless he had taken
pains to ferret ont what the conference report meant, wounld be likely
to understand what it did mean.

That gives a gneral idea of the way the standard silver dollar was
stricken from the coinage. What followed? The Revised Statutes
came next, and every man who remembers the history of the revision
will remember thatevery possible assurance was given by the managers
of that bill that no change was or should be made by them in exist-
ing laws. Any provision of those statutes changing existing laws
was and is a frand upon the ecountry, whether so intended or not, and
shonld be now corrected as we would correct an error or change in
an enrolled bill. At the first session of the Forty-third Congress the
Revised Statutes were bronght nup, and when they were laid before the
House the pledge was given in every conceivable form by the men
who were managing the bill that there should be no change made in
the existing law, that no word should be used that could by any pos-
sibility alter the sense of any existing law, that to the dotting of the
i and the cossing of the t the sense and the language should be
retained as far as was consistent with making a proper collection of
the statutes under proper headings. General BUTLER first laid them
before the House, and said:

I desire to premise here that your committee felt it their bounden duty not to
allow, so far as they could ascertain, any change of the law. This embodies the
law as it is. The temptation, of course, was very t, where a law seemed to be
imperfect, to perfect it by the alteration of wor or B:ruea, or to make some
change. But that temptation has, so far as I know and believe, been resisted. We
have not attempted to change the law, in a single word or letter, so as to make a
different reading or different sense. All that been done is to strike out the
obsolete parts and to condense and consolidate and bring together statutes in pari
materia ; so that you have here, except in so far as it is human to err, the lawas of
the United States under which we now live. And it will be necessary, if the bill
passes Congress, that it shall pass without any one undertaking to amend the law
as it stands in this revision ; , once beginning to the revision by
altering the law irem what it is will lead into an interminable sea, in which we
i shall never find sonndings and which will never find a shore. But if there be any
omission of apy provision of law, the theory of this revision is that that sball be
supplied ; and to that the committee desire to call the attention of the House,

Judge Poland followed General BUTLER, and said :

As my friend from Massachusetts has said, the committee have endeavored to
have this revision a perfect reflex of the existing national statutes. We feltaware
that if anything was introduced by way of change into those atatutes it would be
impossible that the thing should ever be carried through the House. In the mul-
titude of matters titat come befors Con for consideration, if we undertake to
perfect and amend the whole MJ of tﬁn national statutes there is an end of any
expectation that the thing wonld ever be carried m}_fh either House of Con-
gress, and therefore the committee have endeavored to eliminate from this every-
thing that savors of change in the slightest degree of the existing statutes.

And he elaborated it in every form. I have references here to
eight or ten different places where on questions by Mr. Maynard, of
Tennessee, questions by myself, questions by other gentlemen, they
all d; and in the Senate the same debate was had, all in
here, as in the House, that no change in any way, so as to alter the
sense of existing law, was to be made in the Revised Statutes; yet
what do we find? At page 712 of the Revised Statutes is the dis-
tinet provision demonetizing all the silver coins of the United States
and saying they shall not received for any sum except $5 in
value. @ had not in one of the laws previous to that time demon-
etized the old standard silver dollar. Every outstanding dollar of
that day was a legal tender for all debts, public and private, for all
amounts; and when the Revised Statutes said that all silver coins of
the United States should be degraded so as to be a legal tender only
for §5 they changed the law of the land in violation of all the
pledges of the men in both Houses who had the management of them,
and reduced the standard dollar of 412} grains to a subsidiary coin
that could not be tendered to anybody for over &5, when prior to the
revision, even after the law of February 12, 1873, every outstanding

silver dollar was a legal tender for all debts, public and private, by
Stateti;, ople, corporations, Government, everybody. said that
even if

should aﬁ:in vote to repeal that law to-morrow, a law that
was put upon the Revised Statutes in direct violation of the pledges of
all the men who were managing them, whether it got there by acci-
dent or design, I would correct it; I wounld set aside the fraud, if it were
a frand, and correct the mistake, if it were a mistake. I would not
allow the revision which professed not to change anything to de-
stroy all the then existing silver coin of the country. How much
there was I do not know, but I know that even before 1854, when °
the silver half dollar and quarter were reduced in value and limited
in legal-tender quality, we had over §100,000,000 of full legal-tender
silver coin, and I know that the Government of the United States
has no way of destroying that money or taking it out of the Treas-
ury except by appropriations made by Congress, and nothing of that
sort had been done. How much had been melted at the mints on
private account I do not know, but I know that this act demone-
tized whatever there was of it, and there was a large amount, be-
cause this book of Dr. Linderman shows that the very year before it
was demonetized, to wit,in 1872, we had coined $§1,112,961 of one-
dollar Eiecaa of the value of 412} grains, or 371} grains of pure sil-
ver, and in the fraction of the year 1873, prior to the demonetiza-
tion, we had coined $977,150, making very mnearly two million of
gilver one-dollar pieces that had been coined from 1872 up to the
demonetization in Febrnary, 1873. It was in my opinion because it
was known that silver was flowing into this country from Nevada

just as Mr. Casserly had said in the debate; it was use it was
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known that Germany was demonetizing it and that silver was going
to be cheap and we were going to be able to pay our obligations in a
coin that wounld cost us less and was more easily attainable than gold,
which was held in the hands of a few men and was increasing in
value and more difficult to procure if the holders of gold, onr credit-
ors and their allies, could only get clear of the silver dollar; it was
because of that and to effect that object that the -law of 1873 was
passed, and passed in the way it was; and it was to promote the
same object that silver was demonetized by the Revised Statutes.

Dr. Linderman has furnished us a book, and I have said that as long
as he is at the head of the Mint we shall never have any fair silver
coinage. I cannot dismisshim; this Senate cannot, but we can pass
stringent laws and compel him to obey them. In his book he con-
tradicts himself and shows his hostility to the silver coinage in the
most unmistakable form. He says, at page 44:

The silver dollar had already become obsolete in fact; the law of 1873 merely
conformed to that fact.

And yet in the previous year, 1872, and in the year 1873, we had
coined more than deuble as many silver dollars as we had coined in
any one year during the whole existence of the Government. 1 do
not know anything about thetgublication of this book. It was laid
on my desk and I suppose on the desk of every member.

But | read on:

2 1 =
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kelg to take place, in T f the changs from the silver to the gold stand-

ard by the German Empire; and this change in reality could have had no inflnence
in determining the question.

Observe that the Director of the Mint in his published book tells
us that this important feature of demonetizing or striking out the
coinage of the standard silver dollar of 4124 grains had been a-jimed on
by Congress before it was aﬁqumnt that a serious decline in the value
of silver was likely to take placein consequence of the change from the
silver to the gold standard by the German Empire, and fiia change
in reality could have had no influence in determining the question.

‘When was this important feature of the coinage act agreed upon ?
February 12, 1873 ; never before. Turn to the next chapter of his
book. There, forgetting, perhaps, what he had said, he says:

The following extract from a re made by the author to the Secretary of the

. November 19, 1872, at which time the coi act of 1873 was pending in
Con shows the grounds on which the coinage of the trade-dollar was author
ized by that act.

He goes on to show what he reported in September, 1872, five
months before this bill became a law, and he had told us three pages
before that they agreed on it before they knew there was going to
be any fall in the price of silver. He tells the Secretary—and that
no doubt was at the bottom of the movement for a trade-dollar of
420 grains being substituted for the dollar of 384—what is likely to
happen. But let me read his own report, which he here quotes:

Among these canses may be stated the i ing pr yits d tization
by the German Emtglm, and continued disuse in this country, exeept to a limited
extent as a part of the circulating medinm.

1t has also been demonetized by Japan, while in some other countries silver coin
has been wholly or ially expelled from circulation by paper money, the effect
of which will be to bring 1o market as bullion large amounts hitherto used as coin.
The amonnt of silver in the an Empire at the date of the enactment of
the recent coinage law, (December, 1571,) which changed the standard from silver
to gold, is estimated by competent authority at §350,000,000, being equal to five
years' total production of the globe. 5

Even if silver should be atlggmd by Germany for subsidiary coinage, not more
than £50,000,000 will be required for that purpose, which will leave §300,000,000, or
abont nine thonsand tons, to be disposed of as bullion. A market for this im-
mense supply of silver can only be fonnd in such of the Enropean states as main-
tain the single standard of silver or the double standard of gold and silver, and
In China and the Indies.

The facts above stated indicate the gradual but eventually certain adoption of
the gold standard, and col uent demonetization of silver by all commercial
countries. Not cmiy is the tendency toadopt gold as the sole standard and measure

of ezinlue. but to use paper money redeemable in gold as the bulkof the circulating
m

P s

um.

The true policy of this country under these circomstances is toseek a market in
China for its silver bullion; and to do this it must be put in form to meet a favor-
able reception in that empire.

Five months before the demonetization bill passed he is telling
the Secretary that the demonetization of Germany will bring silver
down and we must put it in a shape that it can be used in China;

" he says it is falling in price, and yet he has the assurance to tell us
in a printed book that when Congress passed that law it was before
it was apparent that a serious decline in the value of silver wonld
take place. Five months before it became a law he had warned
the Secretary of the decline and begged him to make a trade-dollar
containing eight grains more silver than the old dollar had contained,
in order to meet the necessary fall. That is the authority that is re-
lied upon here by distinguished Senators, and we are sought to be
silenced by the weight of his authority as being conclusive upon us
that we ought not to do anything without following the advice of
the experts, of whom he is called the head. No, sir; I say that book
of Dr. Linderman on its face in these fwo statements shows that it is
unworthy of reliance. Of course many of his facts are trne; his
tables are trne ; his tables are the tables furnished by Mr. Hunter;
his tables are the tables furnished by Mr. Ingham as far as they
then went, and are of course entitled to consideration.

Mr. EATON. If my friend will allow me to ask him a question, 1
wish to call his attention to the fact that some time ago, in reference
to another matter which I had in my mind, of great importance, I

understood him to say that the ameunt of freights paid by us to
foreign bottoms in gold was $100,000,000 annually. Will he tell me
where I may arrive at that conclusion ? I had supposed it was about
§40,000,000. My friend says one hundred millions. I should like the
data; that is all. I do not wish to interfere with his discussion ; but
that remark of his had reference to another bill that I have now be-
fore the Senate, of very great importance to the commerce of the
countrg.

Mr. BECK. I may have stated it too high. I was not thinking
of nor trying to discuss that question.

Mr. EATON. It is bad enough at my figures.

Mr. BECK. My recollection is that in & message to Congress—I
cannot now think of the date, but a friend suggests that the amount
I stated was shown in a speech by Mr, Shellabarger, of Ohio—the
President, General Grant, in deprecating the condition of our com-
merce, said that we were then paying nearly $80,000,000. That is
my recollection, and subsequent reports show that it had gone up to
somewhere about $100,000,000. It may be less, but I will endeavor
to look it up and furnish the data to the gentleman from Connecti-
cut. If I am wrong, I will take it back.

Mr. EATON. I desired it for another purpose, not for this discus-

Elom.

Mr. BECK. I only desire to say this in addition, if the Senate will
bear with me. I have no particular system or order in what I am
saying. I have no speech prepared. I did intend to take some
notice of the remarks that were made the other day when my friend
the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. DAWES] and myself had some
discussion abont the silver bill, and I intended to refer to some other
things; but I see that I have spoken much longer than I thought I
wm:ﬁiE when I rose, and I will let these matters pass for the present.

I have, Mr. President, in this vu;i-ue, general way presented the
reasons that influence me in voting for the restoration of the silver
dollar with proper guards, giving to the people of the United States
the benefits of the coinage and the profits which inure from it, hav-
ing no sort of donbt that in a very few years gold and silver will
come together at about the standard they occupied before the law of
1873 was passed ; that with the immense demand for silver in China
and Japan, and all the Indian and Eastern nations, the nse that is
now made of it all over South America, with the almost certainty in
my mind that the nations composing the Latin union, France, Switz-
erland, and others, will again restore silver to their coinage; that
England will not be able with all her wealth and all her power fo
drive the other nations of the world away from its nse which has
been the coinage of the world from time immemorial, and that it
will become the interest of our bondholders, and that they will act
acconlinﬁ]y when they find that the standard silver dollar is to be
paid to them for the interest on their bonds, to aid us in bringing to-
gether the two metals and not keepthem apart as now,and that when
we enable the silver and the paper of the country to take partin
bearing the burdens of commerce we will thereby reduce gold and
bring them together, and as the property of the world is rising in
value, as the property of this country would with reasonable encour-
agement to our labor rise more rapidly than that of any other, we
ought, instead of contracting the currency of the world, seek to add
to it and keep it up by every meauns in our power; and as a debtor
nation especially it behooves us, if we are going to be true to ounr-
selves and true to our people, fo use every instrumentality we honestly
and legally can to enable us to pay our debts without reducing the
value of our property.

It will be far better for our creditors, becanse you know, Mr. Pres-
ident, every Senator knows, that for the last year or two, ever since
contraction has begun, the values of all property have fallen—fallen
from a third to a half; that the sheriff is at every man’s door.
Bankruptey is staring in the face the honest labor of the country,
and when yon destroy labor you destroy the very source of wealth,
for in its last analysis it all comes from the sweat of the poor man’s
face, and the capitalist will find himself after awhile worse off than
he is now if he determines to stand by and see all industries crushed,
all labor go unrewarded nierely that he may buy the property ef the
debfor for one-half what it would be worth if that debtor had only
a chance to work; for that is all that the people want, a chance to
earn their bread, and let the commerce of the country, the industry
of the country, and the great resources of the greatest country upon
earth have fair play. I regard the passage of the bill as one of the
steps necessary to be taken to obtain these results.

1 do not :Sretentl to say that the recoinage of the silver dollaris all
I want or all that the country needs, but I wonld restore it to the cur- |
rency as an aid in building up the industries of the country. Iwould
not force gold payments upon the people in their present condition.
I would let them prepare the way for it by trade and commerce. I
would do away with the great tariff taxation that was put on them
to protect a few men and take money out of the pockets of the great
mass of the people to give it to protected classes.

I would do all that in me lay by repealing the resumption act, by
restoring the silver dollar, by receiving Iuia -tenders at the custom-
houses, by rearranging the tariff npon a basis of revenue, to bring
about these resnlts. Until that is done we can have no commerce,
and witheut commerce we cannot be a great people. I would dimin-

ish taxation wherever I could; I would bnild up the States, North
and South, and bring them together in fraternal relations again.
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The creditors of the country as well as the debfors of the country
will be benefited when these things are done.

Mr. President, I shall not longer detain the Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER,(Mr. FERRY in the chair.) The pend-
ing question is on the motion of the Senator from Vermont [Mr,
MoRrrirL] to refer the resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary,

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A m from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE
M. Apawms, its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1637) to establish
post-routes in the several States therein named.

The ¢ also announced that the Honse had ga.saed a bill (H.
R. No. 2142) to aunthorize and direct the Secretary of State to affix the

t seal of the United States to a certain document therein stated ;
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.
PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY.

,Mr. BAYARD. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be
to meet on Monday next. :
' Mr. SARGENT. Considering the resolution which I submitted
| this morning, I feel called npon to object. Ordinarily I would not,
for I am aware that a great deal of very important work is done in
committees and that a motion of this kind is often in the interest of
the business of the Senate; I have sometimes submitted it myself;
but I shonld like to have the Senate determine to-morrow mornin
whether it will on the next morning allow the ladies to be heard,
and themselves to attend here in organized form to listen to their
presentation of their case. I trust my friend will withdraw his
motion, :

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware moves
that the Senate adjourn till twelve o’clock on Monday next. The
question is on that motion.

Mr. THURMAN. I understand the motion made by the Senator
from Delaware is not to now adjourn till Monday next, but that
when the Senate néfioum to-day it be to meet on Monday next.

Mr. BAYARD. Yes, sir.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion then is that when the
Senate adjourn it be to meet on Monday next.

Mr. SARGENT. That I object to for the reason I have given, and
I trust my friend will withdraw the motion under the circumstances.
The cirenmstances are peculiar,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is in order.

Mr. BAYARD. I bhave notthe least objection to accommodate my-
self to the wishes of the body. I really thought we should save time
by an adjournment over. '

Mr. THURMAN. Let me suggest to my friend from California
that if I understood the gentleman who ¢ on the rules this morn-
ing, and who understands them so well, his motign cannot prevail
except by unanimous consent. Now, has he the slightest idea that
he can obtain nnanimous consent ¥

Mr. SARGENT. I hope that my gallant friend from Ohio, and the
other most excellent Senators here, will consent. I think there is a

eneral disposition to cgnsent, and I hope the general purpose of the

mate will not be defeated by the too rigid determination of one
Senator. I, at any rate, should like to see the experiment fairly
tried. I am aware it can only be done by unanimous consent, because
it involves the snspension of a rule. I dare say the Senator towhom
I allude specially will consider the question by to-morrow and deter-
mine not to stop it.

Mr. THURMAN. There is butone instance, I believe, in the history
of this country in which any person has been heard at the bar of the
Senate, or any number of persons, and that was in the case of a con-
tested seat where the contest was over the seat of Mr. Gallatin.
There the Legislature of the State of Pennsylvania, or at least one
branch of it, petitioned the Senate asserting that Mr. Gallatin was
not eligible to be elected to the Senate, and that Legislature appointed
counszs.,l and the Senate heard the counsel appointed by the Legisla-
ture of the State of Pennsylvaifia and heard counsel on behalf of Mr.
Gallatin. According tomy recollection, thatisthe only instance in the
history of this country where anybody has been heard at the bar of
]the Senate, and that was the case of a sovereign State asking to be

eard.

Now, Mr. President, whatever may be the views of Senators upon
the gquestion of female suffrage, and however strongly they may ad-
vocate if, yet is it not apparent that if we once break through the
uniform usage of the Senate and have petitioners heard at our barin
the advocacy of public measures, there will be no end to it? Why,
Mr. President, there is not a Senator on this floor who would think
for one moment of hearing a delegation of men at the bar of the
Senate. It is simply because these are ladies, and for no other
reason in the wide world. There is not a Senator here who believes,
not even the Senator from California, asI think, that we should hear
one single idea, one single fact from those who should discourse to
us here if we were to open the door for them to do so, that we have
not already seen in print again and again, and that their brothers on
this floor are not as competent to advance as are they.

Mr. President, I, for one, whether it be popular or unpopular,
whether it cause me to be abused or not to be abused, must set my
face against it. I cannot consent that the usage of this Senate for
so long a time shall be broken in upon in this way. .

Mr. CONKLING. May I ask the Senator before he sits down, why
does he say that unanimous consent in this instance is required 7
! . I only said so because I understood the Senator
from Vermont to say so; and on all questions of rulesI defer to him—
to my friend from New York first, to the S8enator from Vermont next,
and to the Senator who now occupies the chair, [Mr. FERRY,] when
Elia Bmlalstor fromn Vermont and the Senator from New York disagree.

aughter.

*Mr. CONh]NG. Mr. President, as the Senator from Vermont is
absent and the Senator from Michigan is not prepared to speak, I
venture to continue my inquiry so far as to suggest that the Senator
from Vermont objected to the consideration oﬁhis motion to-day.
That he had a right to do, because the rule requires that every mo-
tion must lie over one day on a single objection. He did not, as I
understood him, mean to imply that unanimous consent was neces-
sary to this proceeding, and I call attention to Rule 61 in these words:

No motion to d, modify, or amend any rule, or an
in order, except on one day’s tgotico in wriﬁzg, &eﬂyh’épﬁmﬁn‘?ﬂ% 3:

prop tga?e nspended, modified, or amended, and the purpose thereof,
y P eh

That relates to the yeas and nays—
anﬂ?ln mmdgﬂmwgghout notice by tu:llie nnnu.tmh . mdmmemm nt of the Senate; and

@ rule prop 8! TeC tinetl, alagd
eighteenth rule shall ne:::{n auspandedlzm&oreaiy&:mmm{nb:m Ver. iy

If I understand this rule, it provides first that by unanimous eon-
sent, without notice, the Senate may dispense with any rule, or sus-
pen:i it, save only the eighteenth rule; and without unanimous con-
sent, but on one day’s notice, the Senate by a vote may suspend any
rule except the eighteenth rule. Thisis not my proceeding at all, but
I venture to suggest that if the Senator from California has given
notice or chooses to give notice that on to-morrow morning he will
move to suspend the rule that stands.in his way, I do not see that
he will require nnanimous consent,

Mr. EATON. Let me call to the attention of the Senator from
New York this langnage of the rule:

Any rule, excelaicz.f %ﬁeﬁghmth. may be suspended without notice by the

It must be by the unanimous consent of the Senate—
and the mlaW to be led shall precisely and distinetly bo stated.
The eighteenth rule shall never be suspended under any ecircumstances whatever,

Mr. CONELING. Now if my friend will read above that particn-
lar provision,—that is the provision for suspending by unanimous
consent,—he will see :

N;moﬁnntumpend, modify, or amend any rule, or any part thereof shall be in

That is for a vote—
eXcept on one ‘s notice in wri B recisely the rule or part pro
to bap;u.upandga, modified, or amended, mdyltgg ;]:urpom{hemf. FSEt pcopRenl

The Senator will see, I think, that that part of the rule jnstified
me in saying that the Senator from California, if ho has offered a
resolution fo-day or shall offer a resolution to-day, which resolution
is tantamount to notice that on to-morrow morning he will move to
suspend the rule which stands in the way of the constituents or citi-
zens in whose behalf the Senator malkes this snggestion, he will cer-
tainly be in order in the morning with that motion, and o mere ma-
Jjority vote of the Senate will suspend the rule, and wiil open the
doors to these fair and respected petitioners who wish te address
more especially I infer the g’::ator from Ohio, as he seems to be one
of those re niri:;ﬁ_ this sort of address. [Laughter.]

Mr. HOAR. . President, I desire to ask the Senator from New
York, who is much more familiar with the rules than I am, whether
this is an application to suspend the rules at all? AsIunderstood the
Senator from California, his resolution was that certain petitioners
be heard by the Senate at the bar. There is no standing rule of the
Senate inst that.

Mr. CONKLING. I am afraid there is.

Mr. HOAR. That I should like to inquire about.

Mr. SARGENT. I should like to inquire about that too.

Mr. HOAR. I understand that a standing order of the Senate pro-
hibits the use of the 8enate Chamber by anybody but the Senate itself,
as a rule; but I am not aware that the ordinary parliamentary right
of any parliamentary bod{;, however infrequently used, to grant a
hearinglat its bar is prohibited by the rules. If it is, it is by some
1

rule which has aseaged my hurried search.
Mr, SARGENT. On page 159 of the Manual there seems to be this
standing order :

Resolved, That hereafter the Senate Chamber shall not be granted for any other
purpose than for the use of tho Senate.

The resolution I propose does not conflict with this standing order.
When the Senator from Vermont this morning referred to a rule of
the Senate I supposed he referred to something besides this standing
order and which I had not seen and had not in memory, and there-
fore I presnmed upon his statement that there was some conflict be-
tween the resolution I offered and the rules of the Senate. I must
say that on snch as I have been able to give since I have
not found any rule that this resolution which I offered would con-
flict with. That which I needed unanimous consent for this morning
was that the Benate proceed to its consideration. The Senator from
Vermont objected to that and hence it went over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands, that the
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motion made by the Senator from California went over on account
of the objection, as the rule provides that upon an objection a reso-
lution shall go over. The Cimr' does not nunderstand that any mo-
tion is now made fo suspend any rule, but on to-morrow it will bein
order to consider the resolution which the Senator from California
introduced to-day and which was laid over nnder ogjection.

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I trust, as the Senator from Ohio has
nob confined himself to the point of order, but has without objection
discussed the resolution which has gone over, the Senate will permit
a brief statement in reply. I understand that this aiplication Tests
upon a prineciple which distingunishes it from every other application
that ever was made or which ever t‘;oeaai‘hl can be made, in this par-
ticular: here are citizens of the United States, one-half at least of
the entire number, who are entirely unrepresented,in any constitu-
tional sense of that word, in the Congress of the United States. Ev-
ery other American citizen of lawful age and of proper qualification
as to residence has the right to vote for members of the State Legis-
lature and for members of Congress, so that he is represented by
Senators and Representatives, in whose choice he has a part.

Now, hereis a question involving the right to enfranchisement, the
right to be represented hereafter, of one-half the citizens of the Repub-
lic, and they cannof be heard,as all other American citizens can
through representatives of their choice. They have by concert o
action thronghout all the States of the conntry selected as well and
as formally as they could persons to represent their desire and to ad-
vocate the justice of their claim that they for the future may be
counted in that ascertaining of the nnmbers of citizens whose wishes
are to control this Government which we term popular election and
which makes up Government by the peo&}a. ey are as foreigners;
they have no title to be heard except in the grace or discretion of the
Senate. Other American citizens are heard and are presumed to be
heard by the Senators and Representatives in whose selection they
take part; but this one-half of the entire number can have in any
constitutional or logical sense no hearing of their views in this mat-
ter so important to them and so important to the entire Republic
except liu the special mode which they ask the SBenate to permit them
to employ. .

I dc? nu’t think that in this matter of government the sex which so
far has engrossed that function has attained to such remarkable suc-
cess that it should receive very contemptuonsly any suggestion tend-
in%jto amend the methods that shall be pursned. We are supposed
to have been on this planet some six thousand years or more, and
the one clumsiest thing which men can do on the face of the earth,
the one thing in which there is the most waste, the most friction, the
most crime, the most blundering, and the most frand is this one thing
which consists in governing mankind. The funetions of ﬂ:emment
are very few. that is required of government is to keep people
from injuring each other in person and property and to accomplish a
very few other results, like public education and the making of pub-
lie ways to which individual effort or private combination is inade-
quate; and yet you have got all over this planet, with one or two
exceptions, governments which are admitted to be founded in fraud,
in injustice, in crime, in tyranny, and exercised for the benefit of the
few at the expense of the many.

Weareapt toboast that our ownrepublicis an emeﬁt.ion, and yet we

have just beard from the honorable Senator from Kentucky an elo-
quent: discourse in which he has sought to show that nearly all its
legislation for the past few years has been directed to a similar end
and has accomplished in the ruin of a great part of its people a sim-
ilar result. One of the great parties that divide this country claims
that the other has cheated a President into office, and the other re-
torts by claiming that its antagonists have in ways equally objec-
tionable fot their hold on the majority in one branch of the Govern-
ment and are nearly in a majority in the other.

Now, it seems to me that a proposition to bring in to the govern-
ment of mankind the aid of that portion of our citizens who are
distingnished for purity, for humanity, and for moral sense, is en-
titled at leasb to grave consideration, and that their request to be
heard on that matter by representatives whom they have chosen to
select, they otherwise being unable to be heard at all, is entitled,
when it can be done without detriment to the public business, to the
favor and to the assent of the Senate.

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President——

Mr. THURMAN. Will my friend allow me to say a word in reply
to the Senator from Massachusetts ¥

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine yield
to the Senator from Ohio ?

Mr. HAMLIN. Yes, sir; but that is the precise thing I rose for.

Mr. THURMAN. Ah, then I will give way to my friend.

Mr. HAMLIN. Ohb, no.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This debate is proceeding by unan-
ijili:ms consent. The question is on adjournment, which is not debat-
able.

Mr. THURMAN. 8o I understand.

Mr. SARGENT. Is the motion pending to adjourn ?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is that when the Senate

ourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next.
. CONKLING and Mr. SARGENT. That is debatable.

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I never knew before that the
women of Massachusetts were wholly unrepresented on this ﬂog-.

Until advised by the Senator who has just taken his seat, I really
thought thaf he and his colleague represented all the peopie of the
Commonwealth of Massachusetts,

Mr. HOAR. Will the honorable Senator from Ohio allow me to
put him a question ?

Mr. TH&RMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. HOAR. Would he think if he were deprived of the right to
vote in Ohio that he was represented 1

Mr. THURMAN. I should think that I was represented as much
as every minor in the United States is represented on this floor; as
much as every unnaturalized resident of the United States is repre-
sented on this floor; as much as every woman in the United States is
represented on this floor. If the Senator from Massachusetts does
not represent the women of his Commonwealth, then I am sorry to
saﬂy, th the greatest res]i;cat for him and without being in the least
offensive, that I think he wholly mistaken his duty. He is their
representative just as much as if they had the right to vote. He is
as much bound to consult their welfare, to consult their rights, to
consult their feelings, to promote their prosperity, as if every one of
them had voted to seat him in his place. It is a new idea, indeed,
that nobody is represented buf those who have the right to vote.
That is not a true idea at all.

One word more. The Senator from Massachusetts speaks of one-
half the people of this country, that is the female sex in the country,
and he conveys the idea, whether he intended it or not, that these
ladies who desire to be heard at the bar of the S8enate to-morrow are
here the chosen representatives of all the women of the United States.
Sir, I utterly deny it. I utterly deny that they are the mgreaenta-
tives of one-twentieth part of the women of the United States, or
the one-hundredth part, my friend from Connecticut [Mr. EATON]
says. I believe that would be nearer the truth. Where are their -
credentials that constitute them the representatives of the women of
the United States? I should like to know where ttl::ﬁ are. They are
undoubtedly very worthy people. They undoubtedly have brooded
over their supposed wrongs until it has almost become a mania with
them to besiege Congress. One of them said, according to the news-
papers the other day, at a meeting down here at Lincoln Hall, I think
1t was, that they would * carry the Senate by God.”

Mr. WADLEIGH. By what?

Mr. THURMAN. “By God.” Well, perhafe they will, but it will
be long after some of us old fogies are out of the gennf.e; it will be
when youngermen shallbehere. Idonotthink thatweare in any very
great danger of having the Senate Chamber carried by storm, not
even by these very worthy ladies who desire us to hear them. I do
not wish to be nnderstood as casting the slightest contempt upon
these ladies or treating them with disrespect. 1 have no such pur-
pose at all. I can respect them as much as I respect others. At the
same time I am free to confess that the woman who sits at her fire-
side and takes care of her children is with me a rather more respect-
able character than the woman who lays siege to the Senate of the
United States and threatens to * carry it by .” [Laughter.] I
deny that these ladies are the representatives of the women of the
United States. Therefore the case supposed by the Senator from
Massachusetts, that half the people of the United States are here ask-
inEIu,s to hear them at our bar, is simply in his own imagination.

as the Senator from Massachusefts or my friend from California
ever thought that suffrage belongs to the States, that it is for the
States to declare who shall be the voters in the States? Your con-
stitutional amendment itself does not declare who shall be the voters.
It provides that, if any State shall deprive any person of the right of
suifrage on account of race, color, or previous condition of servitude,
that State shall lose a certain rate of representation in the House of
Representatives and in the electoral college; but it does nof cram
the suffrage down the throat of the State, so to speak. Why, sir,
the very fundamental idea almost of our composite system of gov-
ernment has been that the right to provide who shall be electors
who shall have the right of s belongs to each State for itself.
I biliave that in the State represented by the Senator who has just
BpoEen———

PMr. EDMUNDS. Let me su t to my friend that the fifteenth
amendment, so far as race, color, and previous condition of servi-
tude go, does prevent the State absolutely from denying suffrage on
that account. g

Mr. THURMAN. I understand that.

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend only spoke of the previous one, which
limited representation.

Mr. T MAN. Istated it correctly. I believe that in the State
represented by the Senator who has just spoken, the old Common-
wealth of Massachusetts, they have a literary test, and a voter must
be able to read and write. Is it not so? So I understand. Suppose
the people who cannot read and write should come here and ask ns
to hear them? Some of them are first-rate stump speakers; I have
heard them; and I have heard a good preacher, too, an excellent
Ereacher, who could not read and write. Suppose they shonld come

ere and ask us to hear them, would the Senator hear them or would
the Senator say that he does not represent them because they cannot
vote for him, or will he leave it to Massachusetts to say who shall
enjoy the right of suffrage in that respect? Will he not do that?
gVill ]'m not do it with Og.lo‘l Should he not do it with every other

tate .
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Why, then, shall we undertake by a consfitutional amendment to
override the right which every State has exercised up to this time
of declaring who shall enjoy the right of s in that State?
‘Why do not these ladies, instead of attempting to * the Senate
by g 7 appeal to their States, convince the people of their States
and procure an amendment to the State constitution which shall
E’ve them the right to vote? Let them begin with that. Let them

n with Massachusetts, When they get the right to vote in Mas-
sachusetts, then probably t‘htg‘wﬂl get it in otlier States thereabouts,
and then Farha‘ps in some others; and when they get it in a large
number of States they may be quite sure they will get it in all; but
until they do that, do.not let them be storming the Senate of the
United States. I say to the Senator from Massachusetts if he be-
lieves that these es onght to have the right of suffrage, let him

0 home and greach it to the people of Massachusefts. Let him get

e people of Massachusetts to amend their constitution and give the
women the right to vote, and they will not have any need to come to
Congress for heﬁ;

Mr. HOAR. . President, the Senator from Ohio has expressed a
notion in regard to what constitutes representation in the sense in
which freemen use that term, which I sup had disappeared from
this continent when the tories left it at the breaking out of the rev-
olutionary war. It was gravely said to our fathers, I think Dr. John-
son has it in his pamphlet, Taxation No Tyranny, by the tories of
a hundred years ago, that it was of no consequence that the Ameri-
cans could not vote for members of the House of Commons, or could
not send their representatives across the water, because under the
original charters both of Virginia and of the New England States
they were represented by the representative from Greenwich in the
county of Kent. In that tory sense the women of the United States

. are represented in Con but in no other. It is not a question
whether the representative considers or feels himself bound to con-
sider the interest of the citizen when he votes. That is not represent-
ation; that is government ; that is protection; that is care. But
representation consists in the power of selecting the agent and the
power of holding the agent accountable if the representation be not
according to the will of the constituent.

The honorable Senator from Ohio has been fearfully shocked by
the emphasis which he says somebody somewhere added to a decla-
ration of a purpose to convince the Senate in time of the justice of
this elaim. The honorable S8enator has sat here some ten years and
never of course heard such an expression as that from any of his male
associates in the public c.onnci!.sF If he had, the zeal which he has
manifested in repeating it here wounld of course have led him at once
to make known his horror and disgust at such an addition to the
discourse, ;

The Senator from Ohio says that the woman who takes care of her
children by the fireside is entitled in his judgment to quite as much
respect as she who besieges the doors of the Senate Chamber asking

for what she deems her rights, and I think the honorable Senator |J

from Ohio is quite right. She is as attractive, and I am prepared to
concede more attractive to most of us, when engaged in that employ-
ment ; but the question is whether the woman who sits by her fire-
side taking care of her children shall have her vote counted in regard
to the matters of public importance and of government in which she
as a mother of children has a larger stake than can be possibly had
by anybody else under the Government. Ninety-six per cent. of the
teachers of Massachusetts, if I have not forgotten the number—there-
abouts, at any rate—are women ; and can the Senator from Ohio tell
me any good reason why those 96 per cent. of the teachers, who
exercise the highest function under society, should not at least
have their votes counted in determining the policy which governs
and manages the common schools of his State and of mine ! lsitnot
fair that the woman as she sits by her fireside caring for her children
ghould have her vote counted in determining whether the husband
and the father of those children, whether those children themselves
as they grow up, shall be exposed to the temptations which are now
legalized or tolerated by government, which will lead to their de-

struction ¥
I do not understand that it is the opinion of anybody who seeks
thischange in our social and constitutional arrangements that woman
should g;s polluted, or even that she wounld not be polluted, by ad-
mitting her to a share in elections and in governments as they aro at
maent conducted. I donot think any woman wants to go or any-
y wants to send her to cast her vote in the city of New York
through a hole in the shutter of a beer shop, any more than formerly,
when it was claimed that she should be admitted to be the social
companion of man, it was expected that she should take part in the
riot and in the debauch with which the pleasures of the table were
invariably accompanied in the time of our ancestors. When woman
was admitted to share in the meal and the feast, it was by purifying
the institution, not by degrading her; and so when in ascertaining the
sense of this Government and of this people in matters of education,
in matters of moral reform, in matters of social legislation, it is pro-
sed to count her vote, it is sed also that the method of count-
ng the vote shall be so purified and elevated that her vote can be
counted without injury to her and to the great advan of the Btate.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware has
moved that when the Senate adjourn it be to meet on Monday next.

’ I move that the Senate do now adjourn.

Mr. HAMLIN. I ask the Senator to withdraw that motion, that I
may ask the Senate to take up a bill on the table which I think they
may be willing to pass.

r. SARGENT. I withdeaw it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthereobjection? The Chairhears
none. Then the Chair will lay before the Senate a bill from the
House of Representatives.

HOUSE BILL REFERRED,

The bill (H. R. No. 2142) to anthorize and direct the Secretary of
State to affix the great seal of the United States to a certain docu-
ment therein stated was read at length. It directs the Secretary of
State to affix the great seal of the United States to the document en-
titled “ The administrators of the United States Government at the
beginning of its second century.”

. EDMUNDS. What does that mean ¥

Mr. HAMLIN. It will be remembered probably by all Senators
that during the centennial year a tablet (or they call it by a specific
name there) was pre with the names of the several officers of
this Government, and it is designed to preserve that in the State De-

artment foranothercentury. This bill, I think I may say, was offered
in the other House this morning by Mr. Stephens, of Georgia, and
received the unanimous approval of the House. Secretary of
State does not feel that he would be aunthorized to affix the seal of
the Government to it, as it isnothing which has any connection with
the Goverrfment, though it is to be deposited in the State Depart-
ment. This simply gives him the aunthority todo it. It is now wait-
ing to be deposited there. It is therefore desirable that the author-
ity may be given. I hope the Senate will allow the bill to be passed.

Mr. EDM S. Whose property, may I ask, is this thingr

‘f?t'. HAMLIN. It is the property of individuals, the persons whe
got it up.

Mr. EIJBMUNDS. ‘Who is to pay for it when it is deposited in the
Department ? 2

Mr. HAMLIN. That is a question I cannot answer. They make
no charge for anything.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Inasmuch as there is no great public necessity
requiring this bill to pass to-night, I think it had better go to the
Commitiee on Foreign Relations to consider the question. If this is
to be the foundation of a claim, then we onght to know what the
value of the thing is that we are getting. I do not know but that it
ought to be paid for. I have nothing to say about that. I think it
had better be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations that
has connection with the State Department.

The bill was read the second time by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

WOMAN SUFFRAGE.
_ Mr. SARGENT. 1 renew my motion that the Senate do now ad-
ourn.
Mr. THURMAN. I think under the new rule which authorizes a
motion to adjourn to a given day to be in order, the motion of the
Senator from California is amendable.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Noj; it has priority.

Mr. THURMAN. Priority over the other?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so stated. The Senator
from Delaware moved that when the Senate adjourn it be to meet on
Monday next. The SBenator from California moves that the Senate
do now adjourn, which has priority. The question is on the motion
to adjourn.

'I'hgEI motion was not agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 20,
noes 25.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate now adjourn to Monday
next ai 12 o’clock.

Mr. SARGENT. I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being taken, resulted—yeas
10, nays 33; as follows:

YEAS—10.
Co: Grover, Th
Batler, Ealtxﬂ,ing' Hamlin, T
Christiancy, Edmunds, Lamar,
NAYS—33.
Anthony, Dawes, Kirkwood, Sargent,
Bamy:im, glmtis. i[[c%gn&ld, £ bury,
A eITY, clk'herson, unders,
Beck, Harris, Maithews, Teller,
Bruce, Hereford, Mitchell, Voorhees,
Cameron of Wia., ill, Morgan, Wadleigh.
Cockrell, oar, Plumiy,
Coke, Howe, Rm-loiph,
Davis of W. Va.,, XKeman, Rollins,
ABSENT—33.

Arm e MoAfitiag, S

stron, TSOY, . y T,
Barnum, e Garland, Maxey, T?:lmlnoo,
Blaine, Gordon, Merrimon, Whyte,
Burnside, Ingalls, Morrill, ‘Windom,
Cameron of Pa., Jolmston Oglesby, Withers.
Chaffee, Jones of Florida, Paddock,
Conover, Jones of Nevada, terson,
Davis of Illinois, Kellogg,

So the motion was not d to.
Mr. SARGENT. I move that the Senate do now adjourn ; but be-
€
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fore making the motion I yield to the Senator from New Jersey. The
Senator, I believe, desires the floor for to-morrow. . <

Mr. RANDOLPH. It is my desire to k to the silver question
either this evening or to-morrow. I yield, of course, to the wish of
the Senate. :

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senate, as far as heard from, have just re-
fused two motions to adjourn, and no other business has intervened
yet, so that, unless we have got some other new rules, another mo-
tion to adjourn wonld hardly do just now; but that is nothing to
me. What I was going to say was this: it is stated by the Senator
from Massachusetts that the persons who wish to be heard at the bar
of the Senate wish to have knowledge of whether they can be heard
at the bar of the Senate or not as early as possible on account of
their own convenience. Therefore, if it is agreeable to the Senator
from California and to every other Senator—because I would not
withdraw my desire to have it go over if there is any other Senator
that wishes not to have it considered now—I will withdraw my re-
quest to have the resolution that he offered go over until to-morrow
in order that the Senate may act upon it now ; but if any other Sen-
ator would have asked the same postponement, of course I will not
withdraw my objection, becanse it wounld not be right to do so.

Mr. SARGENT, I think no Senator will object to our proceeding
with the resolution. I presume it will not lead fo lengthy debate.
I do not wish to debate it myself. Perhaps it mightas well be taken
up and disposed of. L

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the resolution presented by the Senator from Cali-
fornia this morning? The Chair hears none. It is before the Sen-
ate-and will be . [A pause.

Mr. BAYARD. I move that the Senate do now adjourn.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the reso-
lution has gone to the Printer to be printed and is not in the hands
of the Secratsr%

Mr. EDMUNDS, (to Mr. BARGENT.) Draw another.

Mr. SARGENT. The resolution provided that at a session of the
Senate, to be assigned by the Senate, persons selected by the ladies
in this eity in favor of woman suffrage be allowed to be heard before
the Senate ; and my intention was to limit the time of hearing to
two hours. The Senator from Vermont sotlo voce objects. If he de-
sires the time to be extended beyond that, Ishall endeavor to comply

with his wishes.
Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not object.
Mr. SARGENT. I thought two hours wounld be as long as woul
be necessary to present compactly the argunments of these persons.
That is the resolution, and it was drawn with a view to the standing
resolution of the Senate to be found on page 159 of the Manual.

Resolved, That hereafter the Senate Chamber shall not be granted for any other
purpose than for the use of the Senate,

This resolution contemplates a use of the Chamber by the Senate
to be during its session. I m:gpoaa the reporter has in his notes the
original resolution drawn with some care. I would not like to draw
it up in at my desk hastily.

Mr. EDMUNDS. We get the substance of the idea. I do not
think it is necessary to have it present. The simple proposition is
just what it was this morning; and that is that, contrary to the uni-
versal practice of the Senate, which has had no exception, I believe,
and which stood in the rules until the present occupant of the chair
left it out in his last report, as I have just discovered, by the old
nineteenth rule which stood from 1792°or 1789 until 1877 it was
declared that under no circumstances should any person be admitted
to the bar of the Senate for the purpose of presenting any petition
or memorial, or any other thing, or having it read. The substance,
of course, of that was that private persons are not to be heard at the
bar of the Senate or participate in its proceedings except when it is
sitting as a court in the trial of impeachment, which is a different
thing. That was the substance. It was supposed to be founded upon
principles of substantial propriety, and was not obnoxious, as the
present Constitution of the United States is said to be, to any charge
of inequality. It did not say that ladies should not be admitted,
and provide that men might be; but it said that nobody shounld;
and then, in order to get the attention of the Senate to such matters
of public eoncern as various citizens would have in charge, they
used to get around that by applying for the use of the Senate Cham-
ber. That got to be a great nuisance, because yon must have fair
play in all such things; if you give it to the highest and best and
most noble in the land, as for aught I know these ladies are, then
you must give it to the humblest and the least, anybody who comes
in a respectful way, to be heard upon any subject. Youn may give it
to the rum-seller; you may give it to that class of people who be-
lieve there ought to be universal free-trade in liquor, and that Con-
gress ought to provide for it; you may give it to :myiu;uly whom you
suppose to be in earnest in any legislation that he desires; and if
you are just, if you do it unto these yon will do it unto them. That
got to be such a nuisance that in the Thirtieth Congress—if I can
read this fine print eorrectly—this order was made :

nent applications having been made for the use of the Senate Ch
np?:q ublic oggmom. the _S&ngte» in granting the last application ucfe Ehj:t:ob::
the following resolution :

* Resolved, That hereafter the Senate Chamber shall not be granted for any other

purpose than for the use of the Senate.”

So that that method of avoiding the rule in one of its particulars,
and of having these public discussions of matters which were sup-
to enter into legislation in this Chamber interfering more or
, as they always must, even in the Chamber itself when the Sen-
ate is not here, with the transaction of the duties that Senators have
to perform, was put a stop to. One ainae exception since that time
has occurred of the use of the Chamber of an evening, and it oc-
curred for exactly the same reason that this will oceur, if it is done ;
it was because a lady made the application, and after four or five
days of see-sawing about it a resolution was finally passed nting
to this lady, who came with special elaims, as it was said, t nﬁ
to deliver a lecture npon some topic—I have forgotten what—in thi
Chamber of an evening when the Senate was not sitting.

I believe everybody after it was over was satisfied that the ex-
treme delicacy of Senators, their extreme desire to ti):lm the ladies,
(which is what is the matter with all of us,) led them to commit a
mistake even in that respect and for that object, and nobody has
ever made the attempt again until now.

But this goes to the simple proposition of declaring that any re-
spectable body of citizens of the United States, as these persons are,
who have a matter of public importance as this is, and as the tariff
is, and as almost all your public legislation is, which they wish to
urge upon the attention of Congress, ought to be received at the bar
of this body to argue the case. Thatis the proposition. I do think,
if Senators reflect a little, they will believe that, without any want
of generosity or kindness to these ladies, but treating them in re-
spect of a business matter just as everybody else is and ought to be
treated, we shall be able to say *‘no” without our motives being mis-
understood. ‘

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, I have been brought up to deny no

uest made of me by a lady, and I do not remember that I ever
did deny one, but I am bound to confess that no such request asthis
was ever made of me before, and when I received my instrpetion I
do not think it was anticipated that such a request ever would be
ﬁ;efoned_ It is that a session of the Senate be held—that we hold

ily—at which session persons who underour rulesarenot admitted to
thefloor sh admitted to thefloorand shall have the floorand shall
have to the exclusion of all Senators upon the floor the right to
be recognized by the Chair, and to address the SBenate upon some
subjéct. I have nothing to say about the importance or gravity of
subject upon which they propose to speak, except this, that I am
ot prepared to believe that it is the most momentous or absorbing
uestion which could be started or can engage the attention of the
Senate ; and therefore I see nothing in the :ﬁmter of the topic to
be discnssed which should justify this momentous innovation npon
the usages of the Senate.

And now, as to the character of those who prefer this request.
There is no word of commendation or of respect, or of admiration
even, that any one might use toward those persons that I would not
be found in accord with; but, after all, there is no man, I take it,in
the universe that could prefer such a request as this with the slight-
est cLance of its being granted. I suppose there is not upon the
of the globe that individual in breeches so exalted, so large, so cul-
tivated as that the Senate would vote an invitation to him to come
in here and address it npon any subject whatever.

Mr. SARGENT. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question?
Does he not remember the case when the Senate proceeded in a body,
with its officers at its head, to the House of Igepresentativea, and
there, in the presence of the House of Representatives, listened to a
Japanese ambassador who told us about tge land of the snnrise and
the land of the sunset and the necessity of intimate commereial re-
lations between the two countries, and other things of that char-
acter? Is there any difference in principle for the Senate to sit here
and listen to that individunal or proceed to the House and listen to
the same individual? Is there any difference in principle between
listening to him and listening to a number of respectable citizens of
America who ask to discuss something more important to them than
even commerce T

Mr. HOWE. No, Mr President, as a matter of fact, I did not re-
member the instance to which the Senator from California allndes.

Mr. SARGENT. Does he not now ?

Mr. HOWE. Ido not now.

Mr. SARGENT. The Japanese ambassador.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator refer to the Journal and see
exactly what order appears on the Journal about it ?

Mr. SARGENT. I only remember that I was a member of the
House at that time, and I saw the Senator from Vermont, the Sena-
tor from Wisconsin, and other grave Senators, preceded by the then
Vice-President of the United States, who came and stood in the
aisles of the House, which was at the time crowded, and listened to
the eloquence of the Japanese ambassador as it was translated in
their hearing.

Mr. EDMIE:NDS. The Senator is vastly mistaken as to me.

Mr. ANTHONY. A Japanese king it was.

Mr. EDMUNDS. [ was not there.

Mr. HOWE. I was misled as to the instance to which the Senator
referred by what I conceived was his misstatement. Prompted by
gentlemen abont me I think he must be referring to the occasion when
the King of the Sandwich Islands had audience in the House of Rep-
resentatives.
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Mr. SARGENT. Oh,no; my recollection, I think, is entirely distinct
that at the time Iwakura was here the Senafe attended the House in
a body and received him. I will ask him, however, to think of the
case when the Senate went to the House and listened to eulogies on
Professor Morse, prononnced by persons not members of the Senate,
and wentinits gﬁmiud capaecity. I would then repeat my question,
if there is any difference in principle between going and listening to
eulogies on a dead inventor by persons who had no connection with
Congress whatever and listening to those who have no connection
with Congress address us upon a matter so vital to themselves as they
think this is?

Mr. DAWES. I remember the Burlingame commission here that
appeared in the House of Representatives with the Chinese represent-
atives. I do not know whether the Senate adjourned to go there or
not, but I was one of the Representatives there present and saw sev-
eral Senators. )

Mr. SARGENT. I think the precedents will be found gquite numer-
ous, if the Senators will only tax their memories.

Mr. HOWE. A great many incidents undoubtedly may be detailed
here of one kind or another, but I have heard yet of no incident
which seems to me to be a parallel to that we are now discussing.
If the House of Representatives or any church or any hall in the
city of Washington is thrown m: to the addresses of anybody, I
have no sort of objection to the te adjonrning and just as man
of them as please attending on that occasion, and undoubtedl
shounld be very glad to attend often myself. But this is a question
of holding a solemn session of thé Senate to listen to a speech or a
series of speeches. To what good, I ask, to what le good
We are not to hear testimony ; we are to hear oratory; and if any
good comes of it it is because it will be oratory of that class which
will take the Senate off from its feet or on to its feet and awaken in
it a jndgment which is now supposed to be dormant in the members
of tl’m . Ithink the enzﬁrise_ rather a rash one on the part
of the movers of it. Undoub they could tell us or tell a com-
mittee of this body a great many things which we do not know, but
not in the form of a speech. they mean to inform the Senate, it
seems to me the better way is that they should come fo the Senate
through the inquiries of a committee, as all the restof the world
come to the Senate; and therefore, Mr. President, having no express
instroctions upon this point, I shall have to vote against this propo-
sition this evening, if I am compelled to vote upon it, before I can
consult further.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will now report the
resolution as it has been modified.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

‘Whereas thonsands of women of the United States have tioned Congress
for an amendment to the Constitution allowing women the t of suffrage; and

‘Whereas many of the representative women of the country favoring such amend-
ment are present in the city and have requested to be heard before the Senate in
advocacy of said amendment:

Resolved, That at a session of the S

sentativo women, h of them lbh:?mgmhm;‘&m mgmmd ;
wi or such ol as
hoartl;:bm the Senate, but for twoh?;gnnly.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
resolution.

Mr. SARGENT. I call for the yeas and nays.

«The yeas and nays were ord

Mr. SARGENT. I wish to say that this “assault” upon the Senate,
in the pleasant language of my friend from Ohio, may be somewhat
unusual. I dare say the Senate will resist it, successfully perhaps
for itself, but I predict that this is only the first of a series of suech
assanlts upon legislative bodies, not only ng(:z the Benate but upon
the House of Representatives and upon the Legislatures of the vari-
ous States. This movement is getting to be very troublesome. I
am aware of it. It disturbs grave Senatorsin their deliberations; it
obtrudes unpleasant impressions perhaps on their minds, and it con-
fronts them with a foe whom they do not like to fight and yet can-
not easily escape. All this is quite nnpleasant. iend from Ohio
says the “old fogies ” hold the fort here, and that these assaults can-
not be sncoa&sfgfl:: long as they thus hold their positions. Well, sir,
this movement will not stop until they are out of their positions,
until men imbued with the spirit of this movement come forward,
until he himself and those whom he associates with him under that
-designation, which I would not think of using myself, either change
their views or give place to those who do believe in a reform of this
O eliove in yielding to est of ladi est

ieve in yie any request of women es—an, u

that they may make igvnlvingrz}erely liuf. Unless I amys::?eﬂed
that that which they ask is‘wrong, I will yield to their desire. Itisa
mers f.énestion of policy whether we shall them as aSenate. But
beyond the question of policy is that of right, and the recognition of
that is growing in the country, and this movement is spreading. It
will be more and more troublesome year by year. It is more a
question of taste. It may have its eccentricities and will cause dis-
agreeable surprises to its opponents. All such movements do. The
more it is resisted the more uncomfortable it will make its adversa-
ries. Itnow asks tobeheard by the Senate. You may refuse it now ;
the time will come when you will hear it, or your successors will, an

grant its prayers.
tion of belongs to the Sta
and that these women should appeal to the States. They have

purpose, may be

The question is on agreeing to the

We are told that the

right, undoubtedly, but they have the right to a also to the
nation. The Constitution puts in our hglgds the pg‘ml to submit to
the States this and all kin questions. Congress has heretofore
effectually exercised that power. Suppose the had been re-
manded to the several States; how many years of fruitless labor
would have been entailed on him? Shall we treat the women ef
Ameriea worse than the negro? Shall we deny to them the consti-
tutional remedy that we gave to him? Our precedents justify their
appeal fo the American Congress. Surely we are not afraid to sub-
mit this question to the people. Whether we are or are not we can-
not logically say to these women we have not the power to submit
an amendment recognizing their right to suffrage, for we have
exercised heretofore similar powers; and we cannot insist on the
impropriety of their asking us to exercise the power, for we have
granted such a request when made on behalf of others.

The Senator from Ohio says that these ladies whom it is proposed
shall address the Senate mEmsant nobody; they have no following,
no constituents. He says they do not represent one-twentieth of the
women in the United States. Another Senator chimes in and says,
sotto voce, *“ No, not one-fiftieth ;” and one still more strong in his
opinion of the matter says, “No, not one-hundredth.” I think thisis
an utter mistake. It is a mistake in the first place in saying that
these women m‘gmant nobody except themselves. They are here as
delegates from State conventions held in all the States from which
they come, from Oregon to Massachusetts.

I have met delegates regularly appointed, as I understand, from
sonthern States. I know they arehere from variouns States and claim-
ing to represent State conventions assembled, which gave them cre-
dentials, What constitutes a representative capacity? Can a rep-
repsentative capacity only exist after they shall have “stormed tEe
Benate” and House and the occupant of the White House and got
legislation authorizing them #o meet in State conventions and
appoint delegates? If that is necessary in order that they may have
a representative capacity to be delegates from somebody, of course
they are not thus qualified at the present moment.

But they do represent an earnest, dee ted feeling and move-
ment in the various States of the country, and I call your attention
to the significant fact that away in Colorado where the question was
discussed pro and con, where there was a la population which on
account of its peculiar ideas in religion and its peeunliar education
was naturally opposed to any such movement—I refer to the Spanish
g?pulation—zhat under most adverse ecircumstances perhaps, and

a remote State, they got over one-third of the votes which were
cast upon the constitutional provision snbmitted for decision. In
some of the towns in Colorado they received a majority of the votes,
towns occupied by men of a different class to that to which I have
referred, intelligent white people with their families, surrounded by
the most wholesome influences. In some of those towns they re-
ceived a considerable majority of the votes that were cast at the
election. In any State where the question can be tried there would be
a similar or better result. Our ‘“old fogies” are asleep and not
noting the signs of the times. Talk about these women represent-
ing nobody! Let us look further East.

Kansas woman obtained as many votes as did negro .
suffrage when it was submitted, although it had no political organ-
ization to support it and no press to advocate it, while negro suf-
frage had at its back the republican party and press of the State,
with offices and other favors to bestow. Have these women no con-
stituency? Do they represent no one in the State of Michigan where
forty thousand men voted for woman suffrage? It cannot be denied
that these voters were smon&ltha best, the most moral voters of the
State. Few recruits for such a cause will be drawn from the rgro%-
shop or dens of vice. In Minnesota women enjoy the right of suf-
frage on school matters. In two of the organized Territories t]iey
have it on all matters. Thonsands of women hold offices under the
national and State govarnmenmhall innovators in American poli-
tics. In every legislative body where the question has been mooted
a respectable vote has been of late given for it. When John Stuart
Mill, in 1867, first proposed an extension of suffrage to women in the
British Parli’amant, and supported it in a speech of great power, his
motion received 73 votes against 196, a correspondent of the Tribune
said of this vote:

Some of the greatest intellects in Parliament, and nearly all the young men on
whom the future of England depends, made an honorable record on this great

uestion, Among them were Hughes, Standsfield, Taylor, Lord Amberly, Oli-
E]::; Mr. Denman, Mr. Fawcett, the O'Donoghue, and the sturdy old Homan
0, Bir George Bowyer.

Such names and such a record show intrinsic merit in the move-
ment, and demonstrate that its success is only a question of time.
Why, sir, this Senate was divided upon the question a few years ago,
and there were nineteen Senators who after exhaustive debate re-
corded theirevotes in favor of a proposition that in a new Territory

posed to be organized citizens of the United States should not be
E.:r,ued the right to vote on account of sex. There were several pairs
announced on that occasion, which showed that the strength of the
affirmative vote was really twenty-three. The Senate gave over a
third of its vote in favor of the proposition. The change of a very
few votes would have made a majority, and carried that proposition

ight here in the Senate.

. EDMUNDS. May I appeal—
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Mr. SARGENT. In a moment. Right here in the Senate, held by
the “old fogies,” says my friend from Ohio, and which these women
he has referred to attempt to “storm,” it was almost stormed on that
occasion and their cause was nearly indorsed. I will listen to my
friend now.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was going to appeal to my friend, as it is late,
on this simple point. Supposing him to be perfecily right, the use
of the Senate Chamber would not be necessary because we should
all be for it; but aside from that I submit to him whether we ought
to go into the merits of this gueet&on on the point of giving them
the use of the Hall, becanse I have different opinions from what my
friend has, and I should like to occupy a considerable time on the
main question. I merely make that appeal to him to let us vote.

Mr. SARGENT. The Senator’s suggestion is perfectly proper, and
I believe I promised that I would not take up much time of the
Senate in discussing this matter, and I will not do it, especially as I
am indebted to the conrtesy of Senators for nnanimous consent that
it may be considered. I give way that the vote may be taken; only
I would like to have the yeas and nays.

Mr. EATON. A word only. My friend says that they will come
here year after year and storm the Senate. They have tried to storm
the legislative bodies of the various States. I want to relate a little
anecdote. In 1873 this matter was brought before the Legislature of
Connecticut. I happened to be then a member of the lower house of
the General Assembly. One of the brightest women in my State
came to my house one afternoon and asked: ““Mr. Eaton, are you
going to make a speech on the woman’s rights question?” “No, I
am not,” “Will you make one for me!” “Give me your text, and
I willL” “Well,” said she, ‘say to the General Assembly this, that
one woman in the State of Connecticut asks the Legislature not to
grant this power to the females of the State. I ask it because I
ﬁht be compelled to dishonor and degrade myself in order to pro-

my own property.” I made just that speech tothat body of two
hundred and forty members, and if my recollection serves me, there
were two men ont of the two hundred and forty who voted for it.

Mr. SARGENT. I should like to ask my friend if he does not
remember that when the Declaration of Independence was adopted
there were a class of men, undoubtedly honorable in their instincts,
who thought that they shounld ‘Emsarve the old loyalty to the King
of Great ﬁtitain; that they could not under any circumstances share
in the feeling in favor of the independence of the colonies; and be-
cause here and there a man shonld have got up and said, “I maintain
my loyalty to miy kil}f ; I do not think these colonies labor under
0ﬁpression, and I sha &egmde myself if I throw away this loyalty,
this fealty which I owe to mﬁ king,” were therefore the colonies not
to press forward to a higher liberty? . :

Mr. EATON. I would simply answer my friend.

Mr. COCKRELL. If the r will yield, I will move that the
Senate ndi.om.

Mr. EATON. I aimgly want to answer my friend by saying that
not being an old fogy I cannot remember that; perhaps the Senator
from Ohio can. [Laulght-er.]

Mr. COCKRELL. I shall move to adjourn unless we can have the

vote.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have been or-
dered on the resolution. The Secretary will proceed to call the roll.
The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 13, nays
31, as follows:

YEAB—13.
Anthony, Dawes, Matthews, Sargent,
Bruce, Ferry, Mitchell, Saunders,
Burnside, * Hoar, Rollina, Teller.
Cameron of Wis.,
NAYSIL.

Baile; Conkling, Hereford, McPherson
Bnynyni, Davisot W. Va., Hill, Morgan,
Beck, Eaton, Howe, Plumb,

Edmunds, Kernan, Randolph,
Butler, 5 Kirkwood, Saulsbury,
Christiancy, Grover, Lamar, Thurman,
Cockrell, Hamlin, McDonald, Wadleigh.
Coke, Harris, MeMillan,

NOT VOTING—32.

Allison, Dennis, Kell Ransom,
Armstrong, Dorsey, Hecotg'ry. Sharon,
Barnum, Gnl'hn&, Maxey, %pmoer,
Blaine, Gordon, Merrimon, oorhees,
Cameron of Pa., In Morrill, Wallace,
Chaffee, Jol Oglesby,* Whyte,
Conover, Janes of da, Paddoc Windom,
Davisof Illinois, Jones of Nevada, Patterson, Withers.

So the resolntion was rejected.

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want to renew the motion, my friend from New
Jersey having the floor, that we now adjourn until Monday. Imade
it before not to get rid of this resolution but because I thought more
good could be done to the public service by doing some committee
work than by sitting to-morrow.

Mr. RANDOLPH. I certainly have no desire to have the Senate
meet to-morrow for the mere purgose of hearing me make a dry and
uninteresting h. I have said to my friends on this side of the
Chamber that I am perfectly willing to let the matter go over until
next week. I shall be absent next week of necessity, but I suppose

the subject will 1ast a good deal longer than the next and the suc-
ceeding weck. I have no objection to the motion.
Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I move that the Senate now adjourn until

Monday.

Mr. EAYARD. May I suggest to the honorable S8enator from Ver-
mont—the matter has been somewhat discussed on this side of the
Chamber—that the votes which were cast against the resolution to
adjourn until Monday next were so cast in order that the Senator
from New Jersey should be allowed to make his remarks to-morrow.

L{_r. EDMUNDS. If he wishes to do so, I ghall withdraw the
motion.

Mr. RANDOLPH. I cannot permit the matter to stand in this
form. It is substantially that the Senate shall meet to-morrow for
the purpose of permitting me to make a speech. I cannot consent
to that. I withdraw personally every objection to the motion of the
Senator from Vermont.

Mr. EDMUNDS. After what the Senator from New Jersey has
said, I will make the motion. He will certainly havean opportunity
when he returns to be heard on one branch of the silver subject,
Of—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont moves
that the Senate now adjourn nntil Monday.

Mr. BECK. On that I call for the yeas and nays.

Mr. EDMUNDS. If it is the desire on the other side of the Cham-
ber to have a test vote about it, I will certainly withdraw the motion.
They can control it.

Mr. RANDOLPH. I beg the Senator from Kentucky to withdraw
his obg'lection. I trust the motion of the Senator from Vermont will

revail.
p'Mr. CONELING. Then nobody objocts, I take it.

Mr. RANDOLPH. It would embarrass me exceedingly under all
the circnmstances to have the Senate meet to-morrow, affer what
has been said. Lef them meet at the ordinary time, which will be on
Monday next, I &muma.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky
call for the yeas and nays !

* Mr. RANDOLPH. I hope not.

Mr. BECK. The reason I called for the yeas and nays was simply
this : the Senator from New Jersey said he would be obliged to be
away next week, and while he yielded I thought he was under a
pressure that ought not to be put upon him. I withdraw my call.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont moves
that the Senate now adjeurn until Monday next at twelve o’clock.

The motion was to; and (at four o’clock and fifty minutes
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday next, the 14th instant.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
THURSDAY, January 10, 1878.

The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev.
W. P. HARRISON.
CALL OF THE ROLL.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the roll to be called, to dis-
cover whether a quornm of members is present.

The roll was then called, and the following members failed fo
answer to their names: .

Messrs. Aiken, Bacon, William H. Baker, Ballou, Beebe, Bell, Ben-
edict, Bland, Bl%Boone, Bridges, Butler, John Ww. Caldwell, Camp,
Carlisle, Claflin, Alvah A. Clark, Collins, Crapo, Culberson, Cum-
mings, Darrall, f)avidaou, Dibrell, Douglas, James L, Evans, John H.
Evins, Ewing, Freeman, Garth, Gause, Gibson, Hannsl,(gnmer, Har-
rison, Hiscock, Hooker, Killinger, Knott, Ligon, Lockwood, Loring,
Mayham, Money, Morgan, Morse, Muller, O’'Neill, Peddie, Potter,
Pound, Pridemore, Quinn, Rainey, Reilly, Americus V. Rice, Robert-
son, Milton 8. Robinson, Sayler, Sexton, Shelley, Sinnickson, Slemons,
Smalls, William E. Smith, Starin, Steele, Stewart, Swann, Thorn-
burgh, Tipton, Waddell, Walker, Walsh, Warner, Watson, Welch,
Harry White, Alpheus 8. {Hilliams, Andrew Williams, Albert 8. Willis,
Benjamin A. Willis.

Daring the roll-call,

Mr. SCALES said: Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that my col-
1 e, Mr. STEELE, is detained at home by reason of illness.

. HARRIS, of Georgia. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr.
BELL, is detained at his room by illness.

Mr. McKENZIE., My colleague, Mr. WirwLis, is detained at home
by sickness.

Mr. HERBERT. My colleague, Mr. SHELLEY, is detained at home
by reason of sickness in his family. ~

Mr. BANNING. I desire to announce that Mr. WiLLIAMs, of Mich-
igan, is detained at Lis room in the city by sickness.

Mr. DURHAM. My colleagne, Mr. CARLISLE, is detained from the
House by reason of important business.

The SPEAKER. Twohundred and five members having answered
to their names, more than a quorum, the Journal of December 15,
1877, will now be read.
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