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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia has just
moved an amendment. .

Mr. HALE. I move to snbstitute $1,800 for §1,500.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the ninth district the Senator
from Georgia moves that the salary shall be §1,500, and the Senator
from Maine moves to amend the amendment by making it $1,800.
The question is on the amendment to the amendment. .

Mr. VOORHEES. It isnow five o’clock. It is obvious that this
bill will not be finished this evening; and to test the sense of the
Senate upon that subject, I move that the Senate do now adjourn.
I wonld move to proceed to the consideration of executive business,
but for the fact that I think there is very little to be done in that

respect.

.l]]:.‘r. TELLER. I ask the Senator to withdraw the motion to ad-

journ, and move to go into executive session for a few moments.
- Mr. VOORHEES. If the 8enator from Colorado wishes that, I will
0 80,
Mr. TELLER. There is a confirmation that ought to be made.
Mr. VOORHEES. I will modify my motion, then, to a motion to
.proceed to the consideration of executive business.

The motion was d to; and the Senate proceeded to the con-
sideration of executive business. After twenty minutes spent in
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at five o’clock and
twenty-three minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
WEDNESDAY, March 22, 1882,

ok
The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev.
F. D. POWER.
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE,

By unanimons consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr, Bu-
CHANAN, indefinitely, on account of the dangerous illness of his wife.

REPORTS OF THE UNITED STATES FISH COMMISSION,

The SPEAKER laid before the Honse a communieation from Pro-
fessor Baird, of the Smithsonian Institution, requesting that 1,500
copies of the reports prepared by the United States Fish Commission
for the Census of 1830 be printed for the use of and distribution by
said commission ; which was referred to the Committee on Printing,

MAIL SERVICE,

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post-
master-General, transmitting a report of the offers received under the
advertisements of October 15, 1880, and March 10, 1881, for carrying
the mails in certain States, and under the advertisements of Febru-
ary 10, 1881, for mail messeu%ler, transfer, and mail station service;
also a report of all mails established or ordered within the year which
ended June 30, 1881, other than those let at the annunal leiting ; also
a report of the allowanees made to contractors during the year which
ended June 30, 18381, and of all orders whereby expense is inenrred
beyond the original contract price; also a report of all curtailments
in the service und pay of contractors within the year which ended
June 30, 1881.

The question was upon the reference of the communication.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the documents accom-
panying this communication are very voluminous and the printing of
them would involve a very considerable outlay, The Chair suggests
that the printing of them be not ordered at this time, but that the

rapers be referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-
oads, for such recommendation as that committee may hereafter
think proper to make.

There was no objection; and the communication, with the accom-
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office
and Post-Roads.

STATISTICAL ABSTRACT NO. 4.

Mr. RANDALL. On yesterday the subject of printing the fourth
number of the statistical abstract of the United States as prepared
by Government officials was under discussion. The object which
the Chair then had in view, and which I had in harmony with him,
was to secure the printing of that fourth number in the same man-
ner and form as the three prior numbers had been printed. These
statistics are transmitted to Congress under chapter 3312 of the
Revised Statutes, which requires the Secretary of the Treasury to
furnish a condensed statement of the aggregate amonnt of exports
to snd imports from foreign countries on or before the 1st day of
N vember of each year. The gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. SPRINGER]
o] jected yesterday to the printing of this report, npon the idea that
it had already been ordered. I have,and I think the Chair has also,
tuken the trouble to make full inguiry on this subject, throngh the
journal clerk, and I find that the gentleman from Illinois was mis-
taken; and fnln informed by him that he is now willing to with-
ilraw i:is objection, so that this fourth number of the Statistical
Abstract may be ordered by the House to be printed.

This is one of the most useful productions of the Government., It

enables us to transact our publie business with full information upon
the subject of the productions of the country, and other statistics of
interest relating to our country. If the definition is true that states-
manship consists in one knowing the resources of his own country,
this is the way to make statesmen of us.

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggested yesterday that this fourth
number of the Statistical Abstract should be transferred from the
Committee on Printing to the Committee on Ways and Means, and
that it be ordered to be printed.

Mr. SPRINGER. I was under the impression yesterday that an
order to print this document had already been made. I was misled
by having before me the document corrresponding to this which was
sul)mitteﬁ to the last Congress. A copy of that was before me at
the time, and I supposed it was the one to which reference was
made by the Chair. I was therefore misled as to the matter of
printing.

The subject is now before the Committee on Printing, and we have
instructed our chairman to report it back to the House with the rec-
ommendation that an order to print be made. The chairman is not
now in his seat, but he is instructed to report that recommendation
to the House.

The SPEAKER. The Chairsuggests that the reference be changed
from the Committee on Printing to the Committee on Ways and
Means, and that the document be now ordered to be printed.

Mr. SPRINGER. T have no objection to the order to print.

There being no ohjection, it was ordered accordingly.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUSINESS.

Mr. NEAL, by unanimous consent, submitted the following; which
was read, considered, and adopted :

Resolved, That Monday, the 27th day of March, after the call of States and Ter-
ritories for the introduetion of bills and joint resolutions, be set apart for the con-
all_d&nlmm‘: of such business as may be pr ted by the C ittee on the District
(i} Olum bia.

ORDER OF DBUSINESS.

Mr. PAGE. I move to dispense with the morning hour to-day for
the eall of committees for reports, with a view of proceeding with
the consideration of the Chinese immigration bill.

The motion was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof.

BUFFERERS FROM THE OVERFLOW.

Mr. WHEELER, by unanimous consent, introdunced a bill (H. R.
No. 5370) to authorize the Secretary of War to direct the officer in
charge of the Muscle Shoals improvement to furnish necessary seeds
for planting Eurposes to persons represented to be in a destitnte con-
dition ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com-
mittes on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

RELIEF OF DESTITUTE PERSONS.

Mr. WHEELER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R.
No. 5371) for the relief of persons in destitute cireumstances, and for
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

SUFFERERS BY MISSISSIPPI OVERFLOW,

Mr. KING, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso-

lution ; which was read, considered, and adopted :

Iesolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested to inform
the House of Representatives at the earliest possible date what further relief, in
his j:c;gmen& from the information now before him, is necessary for the relief of
the sufferers from the present overflow of the Mississippi Riverand its tributaries.

Mr, KING moved toreconsider the vote by which the resolution was
ml]o ted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

HEIRS OF JOHN BOYLE.

Mr. THOMAS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (. R. No.
5372) for the relief of the heirs-at-law of John Boyle, deceased ;
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee
on Claims, and ordered to be printed.

INCREASE OF PENSIONS.

Mr. THOMAS also, by unanimous consent, introdnced a bill (H. R.
No. 5373) granting an increase of pension fo certain classes of pen-
sioners therein mentioned ; which was read a first and second time,
referred to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty,
and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed.

DR, F. O, ST, CLAIR,

Mr. CHAPMAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R.
No. 5374) to refund to Dr. F. O. 8t. Clair §97.80, dunties on a monu-
ment to the memory of Francis J. Townshend, late of the United States
Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed.

ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY, FREDERICKSBURGH, VIRGINIA,

Mr. GARRISON, by nnanimous consent, introdnced a bill (I, R.
No. 5375) to construct a road from the corporate limits of the city of
Fredericksburgh, in the State of Virginia, to the National Cemetery,
near said city ; which was read a first and second time, referred to
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

JOHN C. DUVALL.
Mr, TALBOTT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (II. R.
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No. 5376) for the relief of John C. Duvall; which was read a first
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered
to be printed.

CANNON FOR SOLDIERS' MONUMENT,

Mr. COX, of New York, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill
(H. R. No. 5377) to authorize the Secretary of War to deliver certain
cannon, &e., to the Saratoga Monument Association; which was
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military
Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

The SPEAKER. The reguolar order is—

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Before the Honse proceeds to
the consideration of the regular order, I would like to have the
attention of the gentleman from California, [Mr. PAGE.] When
we proceed to vote on the Chinese immigration bill, if the previous
question is operating, some amendments may be excluded which I
believe the gentleman from California is quite willing should be
entertained. Therefore I wounld like to have an understanding with
him that amendments may be received and voted u in the order
of their presentation and their applieation to the bill. I believe he
does not object to such an understanding.

The SPEKKER. That arrangement can be made before the pre-
vious question is ordered.

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Speaker, I shall agree undonbtedly that amend-
ments may be offered before the previous question is called.

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. And may be voted on after
the ordering of the previous question, as if they were in order under
the rules,

Mr. PAGE. Amendments offered before the previous question is
called will be in order any wal{.

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. They may not be in order
strictly under the rules.

The SPEAKER. Pending amendments will be considered of course
after the previous question is ordered.

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Without regard to their num-
ber?

The SPEAKER. Without regard to their number, if an arrange-
ment be made that more amendments than the rules allow may be
pending at one time.

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts.
secking fo make now.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts will probably
be able to make that arrangement with the gentleman from Cali-
fornia.

Mr. PAGE. Idonotwantany misunderstanding; and Idonotthink
1 understand the gentleman. I said that before the previouns ques-
tion is called I would consent that amendments may be offered. All
amendments not offered prior to the call of the previouns question
will be excluded, as a matter of course.

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Certainly.

Mr. PAGE. And those offered will be voted upon in the order of
their application.

The E;EAKER. The Chair will see that any arrangement made
between the gentlemen, with the consent of the House, is carried out.

Mr. SPRINGER. Iwouldliketo know what has been agreed upon
between these Eentlemen.

The SPEAKER. Nothing definite, exeept the gentleman from
California snggests that before the calling of the previous question
he will give an opportunity to offer amendments, which may be con-
sidered after the previous question is ordered.

RINGER. Withont reference to the order of their applica-
tion or to the number of amendments that may be pending 1

The SPEAKER. That is a matter to be determined hereafter. De-
bate is not yet closed.

Mr. SPRINGER. Under the rules, only one amendment with an
amendment to that amendment and one snbstifute with an amend-
ment to the substitnte can be pending at the same time. Bnt under
this arrangement, as I understand, amendments may be offered with-
out reference to the number that may be pending at the same time.

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand that any definite
arrangement has been made; there has merely been a suggestion of
what would be done hereafter.

Mr. PAGE. 1 want to say, so that I may not be misunderstood,
that I am opposed to all amendments. But I had a, when the
debate begun that before the previous gquestion should be called
there mi_ght be an opportunity to offer amendments germane to cer-
tainsections of the bill. I had no disposition whatever, Mr. Speaker,
to prevent the House voting on such amendments as it wishes.

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Isuggest when general debate is ended that
the gentleman from California shall allow the bill to be taken up
and read by sections, for the purpese of having amendments offered
and voted on, and also for the purpose of having the debate proceed
upon those amendments nnder the five-minute rule.

Mr. PAGE. I have made no such agreement as that.

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Let me inquire whether the
gentleman from California agrees to the arrangement I have sug-

That is the arrangement I am

The SPEAKER. No definite arrangement has yet been made, but
only suggestions have been received in reference to it.
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Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Will not the Chair indulge us
for a few minutes to see whether we cannot arrive at some arrange-
ment agreeable to all sides of the House ?

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no objection to indulging gentle-
men, if it can be done by nnanimous consent.

Mr. PAGE. I do not wish to make any definite arrangement at
this time on the matter snggested by the gentleman from Massachu-
setts, but will defer it till later in the day. In the mean time I will
talk with the gentleman from Massachusetts on the subject, as well
as with other gentlemen upon this floor.

The SPEAKER. It can be done hereafter, as there is plenty of
time.

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I know the gentleman from
California is quite willing to enter into any reasonable arrangement,
and there can be no objection to making such arrangement at this
time. The Chair knows it is easier to make such arrangement when
we are ready for it than to wait until the previous question has been
ordered, when it is in the power of any one member to make objec-
tion by insisting upon the enforcement of the rules. If we can come
to an arrangement, which I understand the gentleman from Cali-
fornia is willing to make, for he has said so, I think it had better be
done now.

Mr. PAGE. Before making any definite arrangement I propose to
talk with my colleagues and with the friends of the measure. The

ntleman from Massachusetts understands very well that I am will-
ing that some amendments, which are germane and proper, shall be
voted on, but I do not propose that this bill shall be flooded with
amendments to keep us for two or three daysengaged in voting npon
them. Therefore, before I make any definite arrangement I pro-
pose to talk with those that intend to support this bill as it is—with
my colleagnes on the floor and with those who feel an interest in
ha\-i'tiu_g this bill passed at as early a time as is reasonable, and just
as it is.

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I do not suppose that my
friend from California makes the slightest allusion to me in what
he has just said.

Mr. PAGE. Noj; not in the least.

Mr. LORD. Does the gentleman intend to call the previous qunes-
tion to-day?

Mr. PAGE. I shall be governed by what the majority of the
House desire. If, when the time comes when I gave notice yester-
day I should eall the previous question to-day, at three or half past
three o’clock, I will then consult the wishes of the House. I do
not desire to cut off anybody from debating this bill, and if it is the
wish of a majority of t{m House that further debate shall be had I
have no obig;ection to allowing it to go on. I have no intention to
crowd the bill through.

Mr. RANDALL. t the
on that Xoint at three or ha

Mr. PAGE. What point?

Mr. RANDALL. Test the sense of the House whether the majority
wish the %mﬁous question at three or half past three o’clock to-day.

Mr. HATCH. Say four o’clock.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, Wait until then and we will know
more about it.

Mr, PAGE. Very well.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT.

A message in writing was received from the President, by Mr.
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries.

It was further announced that he had approved and signed a bill
and joint resolutions of the following titles:

An act (H. R. No. 2736) anthorizing the sale of certain logs cut by
the Indians of the Menomonee reservation in Wisconsin ;

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 130) irantin the use of articles, tents,
&ec., at the soldiers’ reunion to be held at Grand Island, Nebraska, in
the month of August, 1882; and

Joint resolntion (Ii. R. No. 132) granting the nse of articles, tents,
&e., at encnmqment of Grand Army of the Republic of the ].J)epart-
ment of Pennsylvania, on the battle-field of Gettysburgh, in July, 1882.~

CHINESE IMMIGRATION.
. Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I demand the regular order of
usiness.

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the further consideration of
the bill (8. No. 71) to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to
Chinese, on which the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN ]
is entitled to the floor.

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. Speaker, in the few remarks that I pro-
pose to make on the subject under discussion, I shall not speak with
referencs so much to the particular bill before us as upon the gen-
eral subject embraced in this bill as well as the one introduced into
the House in the early days of this session; understanding that the
two are of substantially tge same import and effect, both having for
their purpose the restriction, suspension, and I suppose the ultimate
suppression of Chinese emigration to this country, and it is to this
general proposition that I wish to speak briefly at this time.

This question of Chinese immigration, though by no means new, is
one that until within the gw years has not received from the
people of the more easterly or central portion of the country the
serions consideration which it has deserved.

entleman test the sense of the House
past three o’clock to-day.
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The evils or alleged evils likely to oceur from the want of placing
some restrictions on this class of immigration have been so far away
and the consequences so remote that the average citizen east of the
Rocky Mountains has felt that, so long as his own section of count
was not likely to be invaded by any influx of this immigration an
cheap labor, he could safely postpone consideration of the subject,
leaving it to be dealt with ‘bg those who had already had to meet it
face to face: like Artemus Ward, who did not care fo go to the war
himself, but was entirely willing to sacrifice all his wife’s relations.

Until within a com}]aamtively short time the people on the Pacific
slope have had to deal with this question almost single-handed, hav-
ing received little of either moral or other support from their fellow-
countrymen on this side of the mountains. But the time seems to
have come when a disposition is shown to meet this question fairly;
and the Government is not onl{ asked to determine its policy with
reference to it in the future, but its power is invoked to put an im-
mediate check to the further extension of the evil.

But there is even now, it seems to me, a disposition on the part of
many to underestimate the magnitude of the subject and belittle the
dangers likely to arise from this immi%ration, and while there are
some who, as a matter of principle, would do nothing fo restriet it,
there are many who think no immediate danger at hand and no seri-
ously bad results imminent.

Why, it is said that nnder the census of 1880 there were only abont
one hundred and five thousand of these people in the United States, or
that the entire Chinese population was only about one five-hundredth

art of our whole population, and henee the conclusion that no serious
Eaml can come to our system of labor or no peril to our institutions
or our civilization. But this statement is misleading. If this small
proportion was equally distributed thronghout our entire population
there would seem to be little significance in the fact. Bnt, when it
is understood that of this one hundred and five thousand, seventy-
five thousand are located in one State of the Union, and of these a
large proportion is in one city, the true state of the case becomes
more apparent.

And we should not forget that this Government has never been
called upon to deal with any great évil or danger but that had its
small beginnings, and was first looked upon with substantially the
same indifference as to future and permanent results as this ques-
tion is now looked upon by many.

Why, the African slave trade commenced ina vsrfr small way. No
one was specially alarmed when the slave traders landed their first
cargoes of human beings on our shores. In the first settlement of the
country cheap labor wasneeded even more than now, and the insti-
tution of slavery in those early days was not looked upon with any
great apprehension, nor likely to occasion serious consequences by
the people either North or South. It was as somewhat
immoral, it is true, but as only of a temporary character, and which
at any time could be easily checked and conlrolled. But as property
in human beings became profitable, or was thought to be so, its
power of extension and expansion became irresistible, until it was
able to cast its withering blight over a large section of the country.

It is not necessary to remind any one living in this generation what
followed the first false step which permit:teﬁ African slavery to ac-
Sﬂrﬁ afoothold on our soil; the prolonged and bitter struggle between

ave and free labor for supremacy in the Territories, the civil war
that followed with its frightful cost of treasure and of blood, areall
too fresh in our memories to need to be recalled at this time.

How short a time since polygamy has been regarded with any great
apprehension! But what a few years since was only a speck on the
horizon has already become a black and threatening cloud.

When the Mormons folded their tents and abandoned their temple
on the banks of the Mississippi and turned their footsteps toward the
wilds of Utah, they passed from observation and from mind; and not
until they had intrenched themselves in the fastnesses of the mount-
ains and had extended themselves and their shameless practices over
a large region of country has the Government realized how difficult
a prcﬁﬂem it had upon its hands, and that legislation of a radical and
unusual character had become necessary.

1 refer to these two instances in the history of our Government only
to show that there is no time like the present to deal with an exist-
ing evil, however small proportions that evil may have attained.
lnﬁ.iﬁ'erence and procrastination lead only to difficulties and dangers.
I therefore feel tgat there is no better time than the present for the
Government to meet squarely and deal definitely and effectively with
this question of Chinese immigration and cheap labor. Ibelieve that
the Government should meet the question unhesitatingly, and on the
very threshold, and not leave it lonﬁ:r for our coun en on the
Pacific coast to wrestle with single-handed and alone, as they have
done hitherto ; and that we shonld not hesitate to enact into law a
remedy for what, unrestricted, will develop into a condition of things
that the people of this country cannot afford.

‘We may as well understand aslast that if this Chinese immigra-
tion is to continne unrestricted it will not be confined for any at
length of time to California and the Pacific States, but will seek all
sections of the country where it can find a foothold.

New England, with its varied and extensive industries scattered
through every valley and upon every hillside, will have no immunity.

The immense commerce u}’)othe great cities of the seaboard must
accept it, and those occupying the prairies of the West must in turn

adapt themselves to this m of labor. Are we as a people pre-
pared for this experiment? I do not believe we are.

It is claimed by those who oppose legislation of this character that
it is inconsistent with the tgemnm of our Government and opposed to
the spirit and practice of our institutions. We are t;ol(? that we
invite all from every region and every clime to come to our shores
and enjoy the blessings that our free Government can bestow. This
is true, but with some qualification. We do invite the people of all
nations who desire to come here with the view and for the pu
of becoming citizens, and taking ugon themselves the responsibilities
of citizenship in the broadest and fullest signification; but we do
not, as I understand it, by this broad and generounsinvitation, intend
to open the door to a character of immigration that does not make
American eitizens, but which brings with it another citizenship and
another eivilization.

And here is where the analogy fails when the comparison is made
between Chinese immigration and all other immigration that comes
to this country, and it isright here that the high-sounding phrases of
those who oppose the principle embraced in this bill, and who favor
without restriction this class of immigration, are misleading and
unfair, and it is right here they make their great mistake.

We invite the downtrodden and those that are not downtrodden
of all lands to come to our shores, that they mayimprove their con-
ditions and enjoy the blessings vouchsafed to ourselves under our
free institutions and our liberal form of government. We not only
invite them but we welcome their arrival. We welcome the Ger-
mans, the Irish, the French, the Italian, and the hardy liberty-loving
Norsemen, yes, the representatives of all nationalities who come to
the country for the pu of becoming eitizens in fact.

At the present time this class of immigration is being poured into
every section of the Northwest, comin, largl-fly from the north of
Europe by the thousands and h‘l]]ldl'ﬁ(g of thousands. They come
**like an army with banners.” They come with their wives, with
their children, with their hou.seholg goods and all their earthly
miona. They come for the purpose of making homes and to

me of ns. They assimilate with our ways. They learn our lan-
guage, Theysend their children to our schools and which they help
us to support. They attend our churches and in every way adapt
themselves to our customs, edueation, and manners. They renounce
allegiance to the government they have left behind and become
naturalized citizens with all the ambitions and aspirations of the
native-born.

Not so withthe Chinese. They come with nosnch purpose. They
do not desire or expect in any way to become citizens. They have
in no way assimilated with our people, our manners, or our customs.
In all the centuries they have never assimilated with the Anglo-
Saxon race, stolid and unimpressible as they are. They have never
adopted our customs, our religion, or our civilization, and in coming to
our shores they have no such p . They seldom if ever renounce
their allegiance to their own country, but having accumulated what
money they can, they expect to return there to die.

Hence, I say, there is no analogy whatever between the ordinary
immigration that we invite and welcome to our shores and that
which the bill now before the House seeks to repress, and the attempts
of gentlemen to confound are entirely misleading and I think incon-
gistent. One comes to adapt itself to our institutions and our ecivil-
ization; the other brings with it its own institutions and its own
civilization; and while we invite an immigration that adapts itself
to our own civilization, we do not necessarily invite another that
adheres to its own semi-barbarous civiliaation. The leopard does
not change its spots, neither has the Mongolian race in the long
centuries changed its characteristics. It isto-day what it was before
and since the Christian era. Instead of having been affected by the
influences and teachings of the Christian religion and the high civil-
ization that has followed it everywhere, it has driven Christianity
from its very birth-place, and no where in all the Mongolian world
does it to-day find a resting place, and yet we are invited nnder the
inspiration of a morbid sentimentalism to open wide our doors to
a race of people who have not now and never have had the first senti-
ment or impulse in common with our own Christian eivilization, which
has developed its highest and found its fullest fruition under
our Government and our institutions. Holding as I do these
views, I feel that it is not only a proper exercise of power but the
imperative duty of this Government to restrict in every reasonable
way the class of immigration that this bill is intended to reach, and
to take all necessary precautions to prevent this land of ours from
being overrun with a race of people who will inevitably bring with
them that greatest of all calamities, the degradation of hgor urin
the entire existence of our Government we have been taught to loe
with apprehension upon anything that would tend to degrade the
intelligent laborinﬁec ass of this country, that has no counterpart on
the face of the globe, and which ever has been and is now the sheet-
anchor of our republican Government and institutions.

I was bred and educated in the political school of protection to
American industries, and one of the strongest arguments in favor ef
a poliey that has developed and enriched our country to so wonder-
ful an extent none addressed itself to my judgment and conscience
s0 strongly as that which was adduced in ﬁvorof protecting our own
labor against the competition of the pauper labor of the old werld.
And yet we are expected to invite, or to at least tolerate, a cheap,
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degrading labor, with which the pauper labor of Europe ean bear no
com arisgn. We are invited to permit the de atig; not only of
the labor of the manufactures of New England and the iron indus-
tries of Pennsylvania, which we have been called upon to protect
against the panper labor of Enrope, but the labor of the entire conn-
We have already permit this to be done to a great extent
in the States on the Pacific slope, and are now asked to place no
barriers to prevent its extension over all parts of the country.

Cheap labor has, or may seem to have, its attractions and fascina-
tions, The people of the South once thonght that the cheap labor
of the slave was indispensable to their prosperity and well-being,
and they held to it with a tenacity worthy of a better cause; but
when we introduce, or permit to be introduced, a system of labor of
a lower grade, if possible, than the slave labor of the South, we do
for the w%mle country what slave labor did for the South, and in so
doing strike a blow at the very foundations of our free Government.

We can afford no step the tendency of which is to make the rich
richer and the poor poorer. The great danger that more than any
other at the present time threatens our institutions and Government
is the vast aceumulation and aggregation of capital in the hands
of a few.

11 fares the land, to hastening ills a prey,
Where wealth accumulates, and men decay.

It is the part of wisdom and broad statesmanship not to degrade
labor, but to bring capital and labor in accord, giving to capital its
fair return, at the same time adding dignity to labor and insuring
it a just reward.

e have heard much from our fellow-countrymen of the Pacific
States of the effects of this cheap degrading labor npon the industries
of that section of our country. Now, I do not suppose the people
living west of the Rocky Mountains are substantially different from
those of other sections of the country. In fact, that population has
been drawn ely from all sections of the country. e best blood
of New England, of the Central States, of the South, and of the West
courses in the veins of that population. Upon the whole, they are
probably no better or no worse than the average population of the
country. But these people have been broughtinto contact with this
class of labor, They have had means of observation, facilities for
judging of its effects and influences better than those who are so far
removed, and I will say that I have never yet seen the man or woman
who has lived on the Pacific slope in whatever sphere of life he or she
may have moved, whether high or low, but that regards this Chinese
labor as degrading, debasing, and in every way injurious and detri-
mental to t]fle best interests of society and to the material prosperity
of the country. It seems to me that the distinguished gentleman
from California who has charge of this bill, [Mr. PaGE, ] and who has
passed the riper years of his life in the State of his adoption, has had
better opportunities of judging of the effects of this class of immigra-
tion and labor than my other distingunished friend from Massachusetts
[Mr. Rice] who addressed the House the other day in opposition to
this bill and who from the serene heights of theory and sentiment
spoke such disinterested words of wisdom and advice.

Let us for a moment suppose the conditions changed. Let ns sup-
pose that 25,000 of these Chinese laborers had been dropped into the
city of Worcester, Massachusetts, instead of SBan Francisco, Cal-
ifornia. Does any one suppose the gentleman from Massachusetts
would view such an invasion with the same equanimity and stoical
serenity as he does substantially the same occurrence in San Fran-
cisco? If so, let me ask the gentleman what he would propose to do
with the intelligent laborers who wounld be necessarily displaced by
the injection of this cheap labor with which from the very nature of
things they cannot compete? He will say, as other gentlemen have
in this discussion, no doubt, that while the labor now employed may
de displaced, yet it will be advanced, and that cheap labor does not,
degrade but elevates all classes of labor. But where do you find an
example in this direction? The slave labor of the Bouth degraded
all other labor with which it came in contact, and brought, as a
um:ura.l’| inevitable consequence, the degraded labor of the “poor
white ;" and I venture to say there is not a gentleman on the other
side of the House who comes from the former slave States but will
say that of all the bad effects of American slavery the degradation
of all other labor was the worst. Forone, I cannot see why Chinese
cheap labor, wherever introduced, shall not have substantially the
same effect. While slave labor in the South produced the ‘‘ poor
white,” Chinese labor in California has produced the *‘ tramp” and the
“‘hoodlum.” And let me tell you that when these systems of labor are
brought in competifion there can be no other result.

This may be very well for rich, cultivated, and wsthetic New Eng-
land, but I assure you the sturdy pioneer of the Northwest neither
pines nor hankers for any such condition of things.

Mr. Speaker, the people whom I represent on this floor are engaged
in a great variety of industries, greater perhaps than almost any
constituency from the new and more recently settled States. My
own city is more especially a manufacturing and industrial cen-
ter. We there have an unusually large representation of what is
commonly called the laboring class. gfheaa people are thrifty, in-
telligent, and patriotic. They have wives and children ; they have
homes and all the surronndings of an enlightened civilization ; they
support our schools and attend our chur{h.\es, and, in a word, com-
bine all that goes to make good citizens; and it is, I believe, to the

presence of so large a class of i.nfa.l(]).l;%mt laboring-men in its midst
that this city owes much of its almost phenomenal growth and pros-
perity in the past few years.

Now, sir, for one I do not propose to leave anything undone within
the range of proper legislation to prevent this class of labor from
being brought into competition with the lowest and most disgusting
class of cheap labor that has ever cursed this country. I proposeto
do nothing that will encourage the introduction of a laborer that
will live munificently on twenty cents a day to displace another
laborer, who, receiving the just reward of his honest and intelligent
toil, is enabled to support and educate in a decent way those de-
pendent upon him. 1 should feel that I had been nunmindful of the
best interests of a constituency that has honored me with a seat
upon this floor, and false fo my own judgment and convictions of
duty if I did anything less.

desire, Mr. Speaker, before I close to say one word with refer-
ence fo the attitude of the Republican party on this measure—a
party that has stood foremost in all its existence as championing
the rights of man and the dignity of labor. The last Republican
convention at Chicago spoke with no uncertain sound on tgiﬂ nes-
tion of Chineseimmigration. I would askthe Clerk to read the plank
from the Republican platform of 1880 bearing on this subject.

The Clerk read as follows :

Sinee the authority to regulate immi, and intercourse between the United
States and foreign nations rests with Congress, or with the United States and its
treaty-making power, the Republican party, regarding the unrestricted immigra-
tion of the Chinese as an_evil of great magnitude, invokes the exercise of those
powers to restrain and Timit that immigration by the enactment of such just,
h and 1 ble provisions as produce that result.

Mr. WASHBURN. 1 supposed, and the people of the eountry
believed, when this plank was placed in the Republican platform at
Chicago, that it was something more than empty declamation or a
mere uuf)terfuge to catch the votes of the Pacific States; that, on the
contrary, it was the well-considered and well-determined policy of
the Republican party on this subject.

And this belief was confirmed, if confirmation was needed, when
James A. Garfield, in his admirable letter of acceptance, used this
emphatic langnage:

The material interests of this country, the traditions of its settlement and the
sentiment of our penl[:la have led the Government to offer the widest hospitality to
immigranta who seek our shores for new and happier homes, willing to share the
burdens as well as the benefits of our society, nnc{) intending that their posterity
shall become an undistinguishable part of our l‘lﬁ{;l]-ﬂﬁﬂ"- e recent movement
of the Chinese to our Pacific coast partakes but little of the qualities of such im-

tion, either in its purposes or its results. It is too much like an importation
to be welcomed withont restriction; too much like an invasion to be lmh.'ood upon
without solicitude. We cannot consent to allow any form of servile labor to be
introdnced among us under the gnise of immigration. Recognizing the gravity of
this subject the ﬁl_‘asem administration, supported by Congress, has sent to China
& commission of distingnished citizens for the purpose of securing such a modifi-
cation of the existing treaty as will prevent the evils likely to arise from the pres-
ent situation. It is confidently heli‘;ml that these dipl ic negotiations will
be suceessful without the losa of commercial intercourse between the two powers
which promises n great increase of reciprocal trade and the enlargement of our
markets. Should these efforts fail it be the duty of Con; to mitigate the
evils already felt and prevent their increase by snch restrictions as without vio-
lence or injustice will place upon a sure foundation the peace of onr communities
and the freedom and dignity of labor.

Snch were the emphatic words of General Garfield when he accept-
ed the Republican nomination for President. It is too much like
an importation to be welcomed without restriction ; too mnch like
an invasion to be looked nupon without solicitude. We cannot con-
sent to allow any form of seryile labor to be introduced among us
under the ﬁuise of immigration.” And this is precisely what the
pending bill has to say on the subject.

The Republican party was called into existence and organized to
resist the aggressions of slavery and the carrying of degraded labor
into the new Territories. In all its grand history it has never failed
to respond ‘to the appeals of the oppressed; neither hasit ever failed
to recognize the great truth that dignity of labor, coupled with uni-
versal intel]iienca of its peonlile, is t%:e bed-rock upon which all gov-
ernments of the people can alone securely rest.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.
A m e from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of their eler
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the bi
H. R. No. 4440) to establish a railroad bridge across the Mississippi
iver from a point between Wabasha and Eed’s Landing, in Min-
nesota, to a point below the mouth of the Chippewa River, in Wis-
consin.

The m also announced that the Senate had passed with
amendment the bill (H. R. No. 124) to establish distinet United States
courts with distinet officers in the northern and southern judicial
distriets in the State of Georgia, in which amendments the coneur-
rence of the Honse was reqnast-e&.

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills of
the followinglfitlea in which concurrence of the Honse was requested :

A bill (8. No 3(%4) to confirm certain instructions given by the

Department of the Interior to the Indian agentat Green Bay agency,
in the State of Wisconsin, and to legalize the acts done and committed
by the said Indian agent pursuant thereto ;

A bill (8. No. 1290) to amend sections Nos. 2586 and 2587 of the
Revised Statutes of the United States by creating the collection
district of Yaquina, in the State of Oregon, and authorizing the
appointment of a collector therein ; and
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A bill (8. No. 1432) abolishing the military reservation of Fort
Abercrombie, in the State of Minnesota, and authormg the Beera-
tary of the Interior to have the lands embraced therein made subject
to homestead and pre-emption entry and sale the same as other pub-
lic lands.

CHINESE IMMIGRATION.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, this is a question of vital interest to
the people of the Pacific coast and, as I think, to the peo?le generally
thronghout this nation. My purpose now is to offer a few thoughts
upon that phase of the question gresentedto the minds of many well-
intending people in the Eastern States who are opposed to the restric-
tions of %ha bill before ns. The proposed act, under the provisions
of the recent treaty with China, provides for certain essential restric-
tions npon the importation of that class or portion of Chinese sub-
jects wﬁ?)se presence in our land have proven so productive of dis-
tress and contentions in the past and is now fraught with such danger
to the prosperity of ourselves and our institutions in the future. In
favoring the measure before this Honse I start npon the broad as-
sumption, and I lay it down as asound proposition, that in this lgmnd
nation of onrs, founded as it essentially is upon the idea of self-gov-
ernment and tiepcndent for snccess upon the virtue and intelligence
of each and every citizen, that there is no recognized principle that
the ignorant, the savage, the barbarous, the brutal, the servile, the
riffraff, the dangerous, or the refuse element of any foreign nation
are entitled of right to enter our body-politic and become a part and

arcel of our governin Wer.
¥ I am u.wareggf no cgrlgzct or well-defined principle that makes
America free for the inundations of the ra.§~tag or the worst ele-
ments of any heathen country. In the Republic of America we each
assist in governing the rest, and it is a matter of the very greatest
importance to us each that every other person in this broad land, in
whose keeping our laws or our form of government intrusts our
property, our Eherty, and our lives, shall be ssed of those essen-
tial qualifications which alone can insure the success and blessings
of wise and free and secure government, You will admit with me,
Mr. Speaker, that it is a question of the day yet unsolved in the
minds of many publicists and statesmen as to the capacity of peolpla

nerally for self-government, Ounr American nation Erand as has
een her success heretofore, is yet an experiment of but a single
hundred years’ trial; and yon well know that had it not been for the
intelligence, patriotism, and virtue of the people of our country we
long since would have been numbered among the nations that were
but are not now. " =

All agree that these essential individual and national requisites
must continue to exist, or self-government, or rather the government
of each by all and all by each, will yet prove a lamentable failure—
sufficient intelligence to know how to do for the right and for the
best and virtue to do it. Our nation is like a tgrea.t pyramid, our
people composing the base, and if they are not of the right material
the whole will erumble and fall.

It therefore becomes pertinent for us to inquire as to the charac-
ter and kind of people who are henceforth to take part and lot with
us. More especially is this true in our Republic than in any other
form of government, and far more so than in despotic countries
where argttrn.rv power over the masses is centered in one. ]

In this land of liberty and freemen, broad though it be, there is
neither room for hot-beds for the imperial ideas of Europe or thriv-
ing receptacles for pagan serfdom from Asia. I assert that it is just
as much our right and our duty to exercise care in intrusting to
others in addition to ourselves the reins of authority as it is to exer-
cise onr own rights of government. Ihold that it is no more the
right in any case of any man or woman to choose his or her own
nationality or place of relocation than if is for such community as
he or she may choose to declare for itself whether or not it thinks
them worthy or safely entitled to admission. )

I tell you, Mr. Speaker, this is a vital question, and the exigency
demands that the statesmen of America—those who love our insti-
tutions and our homes, our liberty and our Government as we love
life—panse before they vote that no restrictions shall be placed
upon the conntless hordes with which old pagan and despotic China
can flood our western land.

Reflect upon the fact that under the policy which has largely
swayed our public affairs the terms inhabifants, citizens, and voters,
so far as one sex is concerned, are almost onymous, and in that
sﬁﬁcaﬂt light alone we shonld view all questions relative to the
admission of members of other races and other nationalities into this
Republie.

f)hold that in the light of our traditional policy as a Government
we should not admit any considerable number from otherlands unless
with the ultimate view of allowing them after a reasonable proba-
tion to become a constituent part of the governing power of this
coun .

Thg thoughts bring me directly to the subject-matter and call for
the inquiry whether tgis Chinese element which the bill under con-
sideration proposes to exclude is a proper and safe one for indiserim-
inate admission. Is it intelligent, and does it possess the requisite
virtue? If not, will it in a reasonable time attain to a sufficient
de, in these respects? Does it ever desire to become so? Will

it ever be a patriotic element in our nation? Will it appreciate and
learn to love our institutions, and become in all essential respects a

m and parcel of us? In other words] can we digest it and have it
me a part of our system and body-politic ; and will it, like healthy
blood, build up our national bone and sinew, or will it poison and
canker all its surroundings? Too great care in the accretion of this
foreign population cannot be taken.

It would be well to state here that many of our eastern people
have formed favorable but false or erroneous opinions of the class
hereafter to be excluded, derived from articles in books and papers
referring to a different and better class of Chinese, an upper caste in
China, and differing from the lower caste, the servile coolies who
are imported here. Some of the better class are on our coast, and
both the treaty with China, and, consequently, the bill before us,
allow them to come and to go as they please. The bill does not
molest them, neither does it nor can it, under that treaty, interfere
with the hordes of the lower classes already here under the sanction
of our treaties and laws. All that it provides for, and all it can pro-
vide for, is that a restriction shall be placed upon the further impor-
tation of cooly laborers. I say importation, for it is a sad mistake
to call it immigration. It has none of the essential characteristics
of other immigration to our shores. In the first place, pure, genuine
immigration i1s never eastward, always westward. No instance
otherwise exists, to my knowledge, in the world's history. The
great tide of immigration has been, and is now, westward around
the world. This has been the great immutable law of the universe.

From Asia westward to Eastern Europe, westward over Europe, and
still westward to America, and on the American continent we well
know that along the line from Eastern to extreme Western Statesor
the far-away Pacific, the *‘ star of empire” hastaken its course. All,
all westward, never eastward. And the people who have made
America what it is to-day have all come from the East. The capital,
the energy, the vitality of our western coast has come from the East.
We never got it from Asia, and we never will, Asiais fossilized. It
has long since attained its growth in civilization. The cheap labor-
ers imported from there are fossils in all social and mental respects.
‘We have nothing to hope for from an infusion of their blood, or their
ideas, or theirinstitutions. Nothingat all. It is neitherthe pluck,
nor the energy, nor the brain of the Chinese individuals flooding onr
shores which causes them to come to America as our immigrants come
from Europe. Itisratherthe ene:gir of a company, an organization,
a coneentration of corporate capital which buys and owns, imports
and sells the time and labor of these lower classes of Chinese. Six
companies to-day carry on the importation of men as others do car-

of tea. These companies, trading and trafficking in this species
of cheap labor, buy it and bring it here to compete at ruinous rates
with our American citizen laborers. Through their habits of life
brought about by years and ages of forced necessity, deprivation, and
want, and with no family cares, they are enabled to work and thrive
at rates ruinous to the American and his family. Let me give you
some idea of the vastness and the quality of the t Chinese res-
ervoir from which is drained the dregs that flood our Pacific homes.

I incorporate into my remarks the following facts, gleaned from
a recent official report from the American consul-general in China,
Hon. O. N. Denny, who has given this subject much consideration
and study. These facts will give our American people some faint
idea of the ordinary daily life of these classes in China—to wit, well-
to-do farmers, skilled workmen, and ordinary laborers. Compare
the condition of these classes with similar classes in America, and
remember that our Chinese importations are from the last and poor-
est class, and composed of the more abject of these, and me
whether by our votes we should inflict our laboring classes longer
with this rninous and degrading competition.

WELL-TO-DO FARMER.

Two and one-half acres of good arable land, with a house, the maferial of which
consistsa mostly of mud and reeds, or bamboos, sometimes of stone or brick, with
aroof of straw or reeds—seldom of tiles, a bullock, buffalo, or cow, a conple of
pigs, a few fowls or ducks, and finelly & few primitive cultural implements,
constitute the pm?ony of a well-to-do farmer. Bay the consists of man,
wife, and two children of seven to ten years ofrge. They live almost entirely
on the productions of their own soil; two bundred copper cash, or about twenty
cents a day is about the marketable value of the food consumed b{ such a family.
The daily fare is rice, or, as inthe north, bread made outof wheat-flonr
and millet, some salted vegetables and a light decoction of th t tea.
On festive occasions some pork, or salf.ede%:alnd a cupor two of samshee, (wine,)
form all the *‘ extras " these frugal e indulge in. The budget of a farmer’s

stands on an average about thus:

Valune of twe and one-half acres of 1and.....c.ccciianicrioncnncncanennnnnns £400 00
A good animal of Arafl. ... . crccimiaaciasiinemnsrar s s b n s s 20 00
Manure ......... - 10 00
Irrigation. - . 10 00

e 3 00
Help at harvest time. : 8 00
Taxes, $1.10 on the gross yield of rice or wheat .......covvuvnnianann 11 00

The two and one-half acres, which the two adnlts, with the assistance of an ani-
mal of draft and their
tility, and under ordinary

B e s e e A A g e S e A A e A S B B B S ki hin ot s LAY
Becond crop, beana, cotton, or barley.....cocooiiiiiiiiiiia e 40 00
Or, say, in all about. .............. ~ = cevamee== (180 00

Deducet from this the cost of living of the family, §78, and the total of other
expenses as above, $62=2135, and there will be an income for the year of $25. There
are besides some other sources of income which are under the control of the
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womi uch as the raising of chickens, the making of yarn and cloth, &e.
Thaa?'m\‘lst be set off against other upenm clothing, &e., not enumerated in

the foregoing budget.
SKILLED LABORERS.

The grand average of an income under the head of skilled labor is as follows:
For a master, per week, $3; $156 per annum. For a workman, per week, $1.50;
£78 per annum. For youngsters or females, per week, fifty cents; $26 per annum.
The expense of living will be, respectively:

For a master per annum:
For food, &o. $72
For rent, &o... .. 88
For clothing, &e : 18
Pobal. - cccecacanuiicnamssssamnnnnsn sesnssamsmassnssnannanssraasnssninrss 120

The females and y

gaters are idered to absorb all they earn. The mas-
ter lives generally at his workshop, where he has perhaps two rooms, besides a

lace to cook in. The hounsehold furniture may be estimated at from $20 to $30.
R’he ordinary workman, if married, will share a small house with a friend and oc-
cupy one room and have free access to the kitchen. Hemay live with his parents,
in which case his earnings go to fhe common fund. Under such eircumstances
gll..: to 15 will cover the value of his household furniture. If a bachelor, and away

m his family, he will either sleep at his employer's for a consideration, or stay
with a friend ; in either case the whole inventory consists of a box with his clothes
and his beddjn% The main motive of practicing economy with every Chinaman
is, first, to be able to take a wife ; secondly, to perform his duties to the manes
of his ancestors ; and, thirdly, to the expenses of his own faneral,

ORDINARY OR COOLY LABORER.

Herein are comprised the carriers, boatmen, the wheelbarrow men, &o. Taking
the ratesruling atthe %::t commercial centers of this empire the grand a e of
n man’s eamin%: is about one hundred and fifty cash, or fifteen cents a {6
which is equal to $4.50 per month. But it varies so considerably, according
supplies and demand in rent localities, that the minimum is as low as five cents
a En , while the maximum is as high as thirty cents, without food or lodging.
Mncialw depends upon the physical strength of the men; the endurance and
strength of some being actually marvelous. Take, for instance, the tea-carriers in
the mountainous 3 of Western China. They carry on their backs a load of
from three hundred to foor hundred ds’ weight difficult mountain passea,

and travel with it for twenty eon.aef-,uﬁvedn;a. T{:{lymmuﬁﬂcredwall d at
:;rent.y-ﬁve cents a day. An ordinary cooly's monthly account would stand about
us:

Receipts in e N s e s e 4 A e Bl R S A LAt s 1 atrS kv s A | DV
Expenditures for food..... $3 00
E ditures for lodging . 50
Incidental expenses. .........cvveemiearannns 50

—_— 400

Net income ......... o Qe - il 50

He hires himself out by the day, the month, and, less frequently, by the year.
The value of his labor varies according to the season. During harvest-time he gets,
besides the meals, worth about ten cents, from ten to fifteen cents per day, or
seventy cents to $1.05 a week. If his emp! {ment. be by the month he gets §1.50
to $2 a month, besides board. For permanent employment, or employment by the
year, the are lower, averaging about twelve dollars per annum, with board
andlodging. When working for short terms lodging is no great consideration with
him, for he always will find rongh accommodations with a friend or relative. Men
of this clasa defray their house rent with about fifty cash or five cents a month.
About two dollars per annum will keep his wardrobe in a state adequate to his
scanty wants. A man who saves &3 to $4 a year does fairly well, butﬂﬁtc majority
live hand to mouth, and their whole life is but a hard struggle to fight the
hungry wolf from the door.

How do you suppose our American laborers with large families to
support, and forced te compete with the poorer of these elements,
and to struggle aghainst these odds for their daily bread—how do you
suppose they relish the picture I have unrolled before you? Judge
Denny adds in his report that the Chinese Empire can supply the
worlnfr with this class of cheap labor.

I know it has flooded us with several hundreds of thousands com-
ing and going constantly, and the number has only been limited by
the excitement and resentment aroused wherever t'hey have come in
contact with our race. Impossible as it is for the census correctly
to estimate their number now here, yet I suppose upon our coast
there are from one hundred to one hund{'ed and fifty thousand, almost
entirely males, only a very small percentage being females, but with-
out the relation of marriage. Probably not one in the whole elass
which this bill proposes to hereafter exclude wounld ever bring a wife
or marry one during his stay in America, and the women generally
who do come carry along with them the pestilential scourge of com-
bined female slavery, concubinage, and prostitution.

For nearly a third of a cent this class of laborers have been
with us on our coast, during which period you well know, Mr.
Speaker, what wonderful progress and gigantic advancement the
Cancasian race and the American people have been making. Only
a few days ago the statement was made by a gentleman addressing
one of our committees that the first engineer that ever rode upon a
railroad engine in America is living to-day in the city of New York.
The same day the {:resent. minister from the Hawaiian Government
informed me that he was a member of the American Congress when
the subsidy was given Morse, the great inventor of the telegraph,
to test his wonderful discovery.

These incidents occurring on that day serve to recall the surprising
development of our age. Itis so grand and tgl«:orima.m that it is the
sublime theme of orators and the problem of study for statesmen,

and nowhere in the wide world has it achieved the wonderful zenith
it has in Ameriea; but how hasit been with the Mongolians among
us? I defy any one to truthfully say that in all their stay among us

they have made any appreciable progress whatever, and it is espe-
cially true that they have made none in assimilating with us.

True to their time-sacred custom of exclusiveness, they import
large quantities of their food and clothing from the old conntry, and
with their wages they retnrn there if alive, and if dead their
bones are transferred by the living. Notwithstandi ng this is a
land of real property-holders, not one of them to-day owns a home-
stead. A lease simply of a piece of ground is occasionally acquired,
and then only for temporary purgosee. They donot come for homes ;
they come for greed, and so blind is their adherence to their pagan
abode in China that generally so soon as their needs are supplied
they return, and the few dollars earned in America place them in
affluence comparatively in China.

Those here still speak a foreign lsngunge and worship a pagan
deity and they yet live in blind veneration of the idolatries and super-
stitions of their dark agesof the past. Atfhome China stands to-Gay
where she has stood for thousands of years, firmly wedded to her Joss
and to her idols. While other nations are looking forward she is gaz-
ing backward—venerating the paths trodden by her idolitrous ances-
tors and with no interest in any ideas or any institution or any eivil-
ization or any religion save her own.

No Chinese laborer reads our papers, attends vur gatherings, fre-
quents our resorts, patronizes our schoels, supports onr chure or
in any way seems to be a part of us. They know but little and care
less about our Government or our institutions. Their manners,
habits, socialisms, and government are diametrically opposite to ours.
Occasionally, of course, there is an exception, but for all practical
pm-[;oees it need not be taken into consideration.

They are a law unto themselves, governed by their own supersti-
tions, regnlations, and tribunals, and a block in the way of enforcin
the laws of our conntry. The vast body of them arrive bound han
aud foot by the restrictions of cooly serfdom and from the lower
classes of China, from the classes described by Bayard Taylor, the
great traveler, as the most debased people on the face of the earth.

Now, compare if you please, Mr. 8peaker, the intelligent American
laborer married, surronnded by his wife and his children, trying
to pay for his own homestead, supporting his school and his church,
obeying the law and loyal to America, with these cooly laborers from
(Jhi:m—if;nnrant, superstitions, childless, unmarried ; no home but
a China hovel where many brood and hover in narrow contracted
space, and all pagans and idolaters and of a different race. And what
American can view with anything but the gravest appreheasion the
result where these foreign elements lurgely prevail and where their
spread is practically unlimited ¥ Donot call this immigration. Do not
abuse the significance of the word or the idea. We on the Pacific
slope are as desirons of emigration as any country can be. We are
now anxiously awaiting the completion of transcontinental railroads
and the inauguration of steamship lines to bring to the golden land
of the Pacific the brain and the musele and the capital and the patri-
otism of immigration.

Give nsof your people. Giveus of the people of our race. Give us
the English, the Irish, the Scoteh, the German, or the Scandinavian.
Give us those who will come with their families, who will assimilate
with us, help diversify our industries and build up our institutions,
but do not force npon us the very opposite—the to which I am
now referring.

No one need be misled by false assertions that we would talk differ-
ently if these Chinese were voters. Even were such the case it would
not alter the facts to which I have briefly referred. But who, let me
ask, in this broad land wounld have them voters? Where is there a
Representative within the sonnd of my voice who will rise in his seat
and proelaim that over 100,000 pagan idolaters, ignorant, neither able
to read nor to write nor to speak our language intelligibly, who are not
possessed of any of the materizl qualifications or sympathies of elect-
ors, who come and go in herds or under the control of some of the
8ix Companies that buy and sell them as they please, shonld have
placed in their hands the elective franchise? Aswell give any other
subject of China the suffrage, for whether here or in Asia, they are
equally fnrei%n to everything which we as loyal and true Americans
hold dear. call the earnest attention of the law-makers of the
nation to this fact, If younallow this vast body of China coolies to be
admitted into this Re}mb]ic one of two things must result : they must
either remain as the lower strata of cheap menial laborers for com-
mereial purposes, to be bought, used, and sold for profit by capital-
ists, corporations, or monopolists, or else you must do with them as
you do with the Caucasian from Europe, make them citizens and
voters and intrust to them governing power over our American homes
and institutions and Republie. One or the other. There isno escap-
ing it. Which shall it be, serfs or citizens

No, this is not a subject for a demagogune, but one calling for
earnest, careful, patriotic, and statesmanlike consideration. to
the benefits derived from this class they are almost entirely those
growing out of so-called *‘cheap labor,” and much of the profit
thereof has gone to enrich the corporate monopolies of the East and
of our coast. But, Mr. Speaker, the true policy of our country is not
to *‘ cheapen” labor. The blessings of home life, the payment of
the little debt upon the homestead, the education of the c]znjglmn, the
support for charity, the spare contribution to the caunse of religion,
and leisure for essential recreation, and time for study, and for reflec-
tion upon the dnties: of citizenship—all of these are dependent in




2166 CONGRESSIONAL

RECORD—HOUSE. MARCH 22,

our land upon the com; ted toil of too free, intelligent,
devoted Americans who live by the sweat of their brow to ever make
it a policy of our Government to * cheapen” the labor of the great
mass of self-governing American citizens.

Oh, no; cheap, servile, ignorant labor may do for a d tism
where thousands of bodies and souls weigh but as a feather in the
balance against the favored classes or a one-man power, but not in
this land of freemen founded as it is upon the idea that every citizen
is & sovereign and must have the power to maintain his sovereignty

and indti?endance.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's time has expired.

Mr. PAGE. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the gentle-
man ﬁ"om Oregon be extended. How much time does the gentleman
desire

Mr. GEORGE. 1 shall try to finish my remarks in ten minutes.

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection the time of the gentle-
man is extended accordingly.

Mr. GEORGE. AsI wasaboutto say when interrupted, our Gov-
ernment, our institutions, and our future welfare are too éependeut
upon the prosperity of the countless homes of American laborers who
love our republican principles, who pride themselves on oureciviliza-
tion, and who venerate our religion, ever to embrace a policy which
will destroy this grand foundation.

It is protection to the laboring-men of our country to legislate on
this matter. I believe in dignifying and protecting labor. I be-
lieve in legislation in behalf of our American citizens and laborers
for reasons before stated, and because in our form of government,
where wealth, or brain, or trained intellect commands ulti-
mately almost any power, it is necessary to legislate in behalf of the
weaker brain or the unedunecated mind, or the intelligent but poor
citizen laborers who are down but who are striving to get upon their
feet as it were.

It is n also for the reason that our success as a nation
depends upon the intelligence, independence, and virtue of the mass
of our people, and to preserve that proper equilibrium between the
various elements and interests in our land. It has been the policy
of our Government for years in her tariff regulation to endeavor so
far as possible to protect our American laborers from the productions
of cheap foreign labor. That practicallyis what is asked in this bill.
In that tariff legislation we have placed restrictions npon the entry
of the produects of cheap foreign pauper labor; this bill places re-
strictions upon the presence olb far cheaper and of ignorant, servile,
unassimilating, and pagan laborers. Weareonly asking for the West
what you have long had in the East, the policy of dignifying and pro-
tecting American laborers. No, Mr. Speaker, ¢ cheap " labor is not
an Ameriean policy, and our permanent prosperity depends upon a
ga.imr and more just distribution of the wealth of laboramong its pro-

neers.

You of the East do not feel the force of the evil of unrestricted
Chinese importation as we of the West, bnt the time may come when
you will. On our undeveloped coast where, though driven from one
industry they could more readily find another, our laborers generally,
excepti.nf some in the larger cities, have heretofore made a living,
such as it has been, despite the Mongolian, but let there be an inun-
dation of Chinese upon any of your eastern cities as we have had
in the cities of the West, and there will be just two things for your
}boorer classes to do, either to retreat before the Mongolian or starve.

t is simply a question of cold mathematies.

But you say you are in no danger. Ah! but we are. Chinese
companies can pour onto our coast and into this country thousands
to where one has been sent before, and their absence scarcely be
noticed in the Empire of China. And indeed they can land upon your
shores and in your ports as well asours. Only the fear of an uprising
or the engendering of a too formidable opposition to be overcome
has hitherto restrained the greed of the importation companies, and
80 we on the Pacific alone feel the evil as it exists to-day and has for

ears.

. The resentment of our people operates as a constant restraint on
their action. These Chinese comlll)anies are, however, closely watch-
ing events, flooding our desks with specious pleas to deceive our east-
ern people, and anxiously awaiting results.

Will you of the East turn a deaf ear to our inferests? Will you
not assist us? For over a quarter of a century my personal obser-
vations on this question have extended, and now remembering the
E:;b and looking the future earnestly in the face, I announce my

conviction that there is an irrepressible conflict that must con-
tinue until one system prevails. Paganism, with cheap, ignorant,
servile labor, and civilization, with intelligent, fairly-remunerated,
and free labor, are so radically different, are so diamatrically oppose(i
to each other, that such portions of our country and our coast where
they meet must either become Mongolian or American. Which does
the American Congress say it shall be? America has had enoungh of
race troubles. With the red race and the black race we have dealt
in the past, and now the yellow race demands our attention, coupled,
asit is, with the labor problem, and interwoven with questions affect-
ing our civilization, our religion, and our’Government.
o careful, reflecting mind can dismiss this grave question with
the ill-applied boast that America is the land of refuge of all le
from all countries. There is reason in everything and true ansetsﬁse

applications of all principles. I know the downtrodden of all lands
wlim desire to lay here broad and deep the foundations of human lib-
erty, and the blessings of the most perfect of human governments,
where may be realized the full strength and highest cultivation of
human intellect, and who hope for the attainment of the great tri-
umph of ecivil and religious liberty, have been invited to come and
lend a helping hand, but none other.

We have invited them to join ns—they do not come of their own
right. We are the custodians of America. On us rests the respon-
sibility of so ruling and so guiding our Government as to preserve its
blessings for us and those we think safe to invite to our shores, our
homes, and our power. By all the prineiples of the law of nations
every country has a right to protect itself and to refuse admission to
any if an evident dan§er or manifest injury is a probableresult. The
right under the law of nature sanctions it and the law of self-defense
demands it.

The right of defending ourselves is just as dear to an aggregation
of individuals as to a single individual. If society may imprison
one of its members for the public welfare, much more may it exclude,
if necessary, for the same reasons, those of a foreign shore. We as in-
dividunal Americans have the right to protect our own homes and our
own hounseholds from danf:mus intrasion ; so have we to protect our
great American home. t us hear no more of misapplied govern-
mental principles or national boasts, for there is no room or proper
place for sentimentality in the consideration of this question, vital
to our western interests. I may remark, by the way, that neither
sentiment nor mistaken views of commercial advantage should weigh
in the balance against the flesh and blood of the American people.

We of the distant Pacific are indeed good-faith immigrants to that
fair portion of our national heritage, but there we are meeting the
inundations of capital-owned foreign labor. There we have met what
the lamented Garfield said was * too much like an importation to be
welcomed withont restriction and too much like an invasion to be
looked upon without solicitude.” That great, noble-hearted, patriotie,
good man was not misled by name or false applications of principles
as I fear others have been.

Mr. Speaker, it is said that civilization began its growth and course
ages hence in distant and ancient Asia—wended its way throngh and
over Europe and westward to America and now sits enthroned on the
distant Pacific as elsewhere in this broad grand land of ours. But
from thatsameold moss-grown Asia, wedded to and fossilized in her
superstitions and her idolatries of the past, now rolls eastward her
worst elements of paganism and barbarism and the clash of the con-
flict is resounding wherever the billows of the Pacific roll upon the
sands of America.

History tells us of other nations of wealth and power overrun by
less numerous but equally dangerous foes, and we may well pause
and reflect.

Mr. McLANE. Mr. Speaker, I propose fo vote for this bill and am

ing to frespass npon the House for a little while to give my reasons

or supporting it. I would not trespass upon the House but for the
character and turn this discussion has taken.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I would like to know something
about the order of the debate.

Mr. McLANE. I wish the gentleman from Illinois would take
some other occasion to make his inquiries than the present.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. ‘quderstaud—-

Mr. MCLANE. I do not yield the floor to the gentleman.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Then I rise to a question of oerder.
I desire to know, Mr. Speaker, as to the order of debate whether the
gentleman from Maryland has been recognized in his own right.

Mr. KASSON. I wish to say that I nnderstood I was to be recog-
nized for this hour and the gentleman from Maryland for the sne-
ceeding hour. As one of my papers, however, was not at hand, I
proposed fto the gentleman from Maryland that he should goon now
and I would follow him, thus simply alternating the hours.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Idesireananswer from the Speaker
to my question whether the gentleman from Maryland takes the floor
in his own right or in the time of another ?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In his own right. .

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Is the gentleman from Maryland
a member of the committee reporting this bill

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not know whether
the gentleman from Maryland is a member of the committee report-
ing the measure or not; but under any circumstances he is entitled
to recognition at this time.

Mr. DIBBLE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I believe as a
member of the committee that 1 am entitled to one hour after this.

Mr. MCcLANE. The committee has no more right than anybody

else in that respect.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will answer the question
at the pro

Mr, 'FO\ NSHEND, of Illinois. I would like to know if the Chair

r time,
is ﬁing to follow the list.
. McLANE. I hope the Chair will call the gentleman to order

so that I may proceed.

Mr. DIBB I understood from the Chair that I was entitled to
an hour.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I wish to make a further inquiry
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if the Chair will hear me. T desire to know whether the listis to be
regarded in the order in which the names are upon it, or whether the
Chair intends to recognize gentlemen re less of the list?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that that is not
a parliamentary inquiry ; and furthermore that the Chair has no list.

Mr. M 1 beg the gentleman from Illinois not to interfere
with me further. I have said that I would not trespass upon the
time of the House but for the turn that this debate has taken. Ido
not think this discussion actually involves the treaty obligations of
the Government, but it has been alleged that it does, and that is a
serious question. Ido not think the question raised by my eloquent
friend from Mississippi, [Mr. HOOKER, ] or the honorable genfleman
from Ohio, [Mr. TAYLOR,] who represents a somewhat historical
distriet, and who indunlged in the same tone of philosoghy and argn-
ment that the honorable gentleman from Mississippi chose to pursue
on yesterday, wonld have drawn me into this debate. But when I
am told that a bill which I regard as full of merit, a bill which in my
judgment is designed to protect and defend nine millions of work-
ingmen in this country, is a bill fall of i.nith:l.itg, is a bill which vio-
lates the treaty stipulations and sacrifices the honor of the country,
I feel that I ought to embrace the opportunity, if permitted, to
vindicate the vote I mean to give in the affirmative.

I take it, Mr. Speaker, that upon the general principle that every
government existing among men is bound to vindicate its own dig-
nity, its own character, and to regulate itself for the best interests of
its own people, there should beno dispute. Itake it further that no
American citizen would question that the very foundation of good
government and the basis of all governments milght to rest upon prin-
ciples of morality, religion, and knowledge. Not only did our own
forefathers in their formation of a system of government base all law
and all rule upon these principles, but when as a Congress of the
United States we were first called upon to institute a government for
the ple not embraced within the States, we laid that down as a
fandamental prineiple of all government.

So I donot question at all that, whatever may be abstract declara-
tions, such as the Declaration of Independence, declaring all men
to be free and equal, no American citizen believes that to be free
and equal means other than under the laws of our country. I take
it that there is no man in this House to-day who questions that the
principle embodied in the Declaration of Independence, that we are
all free and equal, means that we are all free and equal nnder the law;
and if the honorable gentleman from Mississippi on my left, and the
honorable gentleman from Ohio, whom I do not now see in his seat—
if they mean us to understand from the abstract declaration that
all men are born free and equal that it involves an obligation to
receive into our community the people of all the countries in the
world without condition and without limitation, that we regard
them as born free and equal and entitled to come tous with or with-
out our consent—if, I say, I am so to understand them, I must be
permitted tosay that in my judgment they mistake the fundamental
sense of the language itself.

Not only are they in comflict with the practice and the law of their
own country, but they are in viclent conflict with the sense of the
language itself. I do not dream, therefore, that I am called on in
this deggte to op&)oae or to reply to a general assumption that the
men of Africa and the men of ghina and the men of India or the men
of Europe are free to come here without our permission.

Why, sir, we have had from the foundation of our Government
laws which designated who should come. We neverhad any natu-
ralization law tﬂt embraced any but white men. That was the
law of the land, and that was the sentiment of the country from the
extreme north fo the extreme south. No man in New England, no
man npon the Gulf coast, ever desired to naturalize as a citizen of
the United States any but white men, until in the course of time we
came to deal with the t domestic problem, until in the course
of time we came to deal with five millions of people emancipated by
war, not by the voluntary act of the people of this conntry.

We had State conventions North and South to ratify amendments
to the Constitution which laimed freedom to the black man.
But every man knows that the black man was free as air before those
amendments were ratified by the States or affirmed by the Congress
of the United States. No question has ever been raised in this coun-
try that the emancipation by war was not a legal emancipation.
That sword which crushed out the rebellion wrote in the fundamental
law of the country the freedom of the black man. And being free
North and South, the statesmen of this country recogni that he
had to be a voter. On that question there was no difference of opin-
ion. Go to the Legislatures of the Southern States and the conven-
tions that formed or reorganized the State constitutions and yon will
find mo hesitation in the minds of sonthern men any more than in the
minds of northern men that that problem having been solved by war,
the colored men of the country should have the rights, civil and polit-
ical, of the white man.

But, Mr. Speaker, is it any reason because this great war neces-
sity was imposed upon the country that we should go forward voluu-
untarily with all the experience of the past and impose nupon the coun-
try another such necessity? Nor is 1t any reproach to the states-
men of this country that thirty gaars ago they thought the China-
man would be a good citizen? n we acquired California, men

for the first time in the history of this country ocenpied themselves

with the question of Chinese colonization. That distant empire,
California, a country acquired as an indemnity by our war with
Mexico; not peopled, diffienlt to defend, fabnlous, almost romantic
in its history; nntold millions supposed to be on the very surface of
the earth; nocommunication witE it except by a long voyage by the
Horn ; impossible to defend, it excited our interest and anxiety; a
great country like England, angry and jealous and resentful that
we had acquired it, watching our every step; a British fleet sent to
the Gulf of Mexico and to S8an Juan, in Niearagua, hoisting the
British flag at S8an Juan, placing on a miserable throne a half-fed and
half-clothed Indian and ]{iroclmmmg him to be the Mosquito king;
harassing us in Texas with the British minister opposing annexation;
menacing us in every quarter of the globe with hostility, naturally
stimulated our anxiety, and excited the country to look for and en- -
courage any ﬁopu]ation for the Pacific coast. Under those circum-
stances, for the first time in the history of ounr djplomac‘y, you will
find instructions from the State Department to negotiate for Chinese
immigration.

What rights had we in China then? Permission to land at five
points on the coast, and to have residences where the Chinese Gov-
ernment chose to give us residences, and they gave the residences
outside of their cities ; permission to anchor our ships at the months
of their rivers and send up in junks and flat-boats the produce and
merchandise we had to sell, and receive in return the teas and silks
and stuffs they had te send back, we receiving millions from them
for the thonsands we send to them, we paying for all we ook from
China by bills on England ; no reciproeity in trade; no reciprocity in
immigration ; our people not admitted within the walls of a Chinese
city ; our public ministers received in warehouses outside of the cities
if received at all, and most generally not received at all. A distin-
guished citizen from the State of my honorable friend before me,
[Mr. CArLISLE, | Humphrey Marshall, of Kentueky, was sent to China
by Mr. Fillmore, and for months he remained at the gates of Can-
ton asking admission to present his letter of credence, and was told
from time to time—and I have all the dispatches at my hand if it were
necessary to refer to them—that the imperial commissioner had nof
time to receive the letter; that there was nothing material fo be
attended to; that when there was he would take oceasion to invite
the minister to come to some convenient place and there deliver his
letter. For one reason or another the minister persisted, and at last
it was agreed he should be received in a warehouse outside of the
city ; and he refused to present his letter. And he went on his way
from port to port to find some man who would receive his letter.
There was no intention to insult us seriously, but an aversion, an
absolute aversion to hold intercourse with ns. Non-intercourse and
non-resistance, too; astute as astute can be, but trifling withal,
childish withal.

Need I say, Mr. Speaker, that this treatment extended fo the
American minister was also extended to the British minister time
and again? Look at their dispatches. Why, sir, I have in my
hand the very documents written by these imperial commissioners to
the Emperor of China, with the vermillion penciling on their com-
munications, saying, ** well done, faithful servants; keep out the for-
eign devils even unto the end, spies, vicions, wicked men asthey are;
yield no more to them than you are obliged to yield, and at the haz-
ard of your lives iield when you are obli to yield.”

Why, Mr. Speaker, let me say it, no intercourse has ever been
held with that people by England or America exceptunder the thun-
ders of British cannon ; none. I am amazed when I hear honorable
gentlemen talking in this House about free and equal intercourse
with China on the part of our citizens,

Never was there an American citizen allowed to go o China af all,
until he went under the protection of British cannon. No American
minister could ever make a treaty with China that was not made
under the protection of British cannon. That is not extravagant
language. I would tell my honorable friend from Mississippi [Mr.
HookeR] if he was here, that that was literally truth.

Our first treaty, 1 mean the treaty that Cushing made, and our
second treaty, that was made by Bradford Reed, were made under the
protection of British cannon.

Some tleman has referred here to Tatnall’sremark abouf blood
being thicker than water. What was that anecdote, for the gentle-
man did not tellitall? Wehad tried thronghout the whole summer,
and for years before, to obtain an opportunity to present the creden-
tials of our minister. We had gone from viceroy to viceroy. We
had been received, but received at the hazard of our personal dig-
njt{:] and personal safety too. No American minister ever went into
a Chinese city that he did not incur danger, even under the gnard of
Chinamen and under the gnard of American soldiers and
by side with the Chinese officials. And
literally spit upon by the Chinese officia
And that is not much changed now.

These thunders of the British cannon protected your minister when
he went to Peking; and, what is more humiliating still, they took care
of him when he %ot to Peking. Without the preliminary arrange-
ments organized by the British mission the American mission conld
not have existed in Peking. And with all that police it existed with
considerable danger and with repeated insnlts. That was the state
of things up to the day that Mr, Burlingame went to China.

Mr. MILLS. Tell us abont the Tatnall affair that you referred to.

ilors, side
et he would be spit upon,
and the Chinese people.
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Mr. McLANE. Ihave allowed that to escape me. Mr. Reed was
instrncted by the administration of Mr. Buchanan to accompany the
British minister. Prior to that, snmmer after summer, for sue-
cessive summers, the American minister and the British minister had
sought the poor privilege fo present their letters of eredence, and to
be received as one gentleman might he received by another; and
they had failed. They had gone from viceroy to viceroy, until at
last they got to the gates of Peking. Finally, there at the gates of
Peking, they were delayed until thesnow and the ice of winterovertook
them. Thenthey were invited, in terms as polite as it would be pos-
sible for my honorable friend from Mississippi to use, to go back to
Canton, to go back to the point from which they started, and that
once there 510 might make known their wishes, and that if they
were reasonable “ ﬁis heavenly grace the Emperor of China would
send word to his slave to do what was meet and proper ”—that is the
official langu ; that is the form of procedure—*‘ would send word
to his slave a:%eanmn to hear them.” And the expression was, “and
what is needful and proper we will do for them,” suppoaing that the
minister * maintains a reverent and respectful demeanor.”

Now, the answer to that from the British diplomatist was a report
to his government that he had been outraged, had been insulted,
been neglected, and that communication was absolutely impossible
between the British officials and the Chineses officials. And the
American minister made just the same report.

The two governments, however, fook very different views of the
question. Iga.m not here to eriticise the action of either of the tw

vernments. I am only leading n‘i'r to my anecdote about Tatnall.
E‘?m two governments took very different views. Great Britain
ordered out a fleet to China, and she sent, an invitation to Washing-
ton and to Paris, inviting the French and American Governments
to send out fleets also. The French Government accepted the invi-
tation and sent a fleet.

The American Government—and the dispatch was written by Gov-
ernor Marcy—said that it might snit the British Government and the
French Government to enforce their diplomacy by force; but that it
did not snit the United States of America to do so, and therefore he
declined to send a fleet. He ordered, however, his minister to keep
in observation and to give moral support to the British and French
Governments, but no more.

The British and the French fleets went to the Peiho, and the Ameri
can fleet followed along, brought up the rear, accompanied the other
two fleets, but did not come within the anchorage. The Britishand
}he French fleets opened fire on the Chinese forts. The Chinese sned

or ace.

Inpet.ha midst of the battle the British admiral, like Perry on Lake
Erie, found hisship sinking, his reinforcements agronnd, and himself
in great extremities. Tatnall who was in command of the American
fleet, giving his moral a:lp]ilort and observation as he had been in-
structed, could stand it no longer. He said that blood was thicker
than water, and he carried his steamer into the Chinese bay and res-
cued the admiral of the British navy by towing up to him the ships
he could not otherwise reach.

That was the anecdote connected with Tatnall. Thus instructed
to observe, he could not resist the impulse at the last moment of
going into the battle.

But what did our minister do? He stated that he was instructed
to remain in the distance. He gave his moral support. Urged as
far as politeness wonld permit by his French and English associates
to do more, but held down by his instructions, he stood back silent
until the French and British treaties were signed.

Then he made a treaty which I hold under my hand. It was the
first treaty under which any American could go into the interior of
China. And he can do that, because we have in onr American treaty
a clause which gives us the rights of the most favored nations.

As I have aaitfl England obtained the right by the thunder of her

cannon, and we got it because after the war was over we negotiated
a treaty of peace and commerce which gives us the rights of the
most favored nations, And by that treaty we have the right to go
into the interior of China, but only by that treaty.
Mr. Speaker, what is that right to go into the interior of
Chinaf Itisa right only to trade and to preach and to pray. Irecol-
lect that when I met the French Emperor, (I have in the course of
my life come that near the throne,) I asked him what interest France
had in this thatv she separated herself from the United States. He
said : “Well, we have some poor Christians there to take care of.”
The privilege to preach was put in for the French, and the privilege
to trade was put in for the Englishmen. We get both.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish I had time to tell you the fruit of that
preaching. The frait of the trade was stated yesterday by my hon-
orable friend from Mississippi, [Mr. HookERr.] Look at it; it is in
the REcorD this morning. You will find that millions come into
this country and very little goes out. Some poor pieces of long
cloth; that is all—mot munch. A little American long cloth, being
better than English muslin, goes into China. And to this may be
added those trade-dollars that the honorable gentleman from Missis-
sippi talked of yesterday; and when this trade-dollar does not suf-
fice we send the wheat of our western country that goes to London ;
and the American merchant draws a bill on London. It isthe grain
of the West that goes to London and pays for the teas we get from
China. We send nothing worth speaking of into China. Consider-

ing the trade of China with this country, our great importations
of the teas, the silks, and other products of China, the export trade
we send in return is insignificant. As I have said, we have little
or no intercourse, when compared with our Freat and growing com-
mercial intercourse with the rest of the world.

That was the state of things until we made the Burlingame treaty;
and, having told youn the Tatnall anecdote, I hope my friend from
Texas [ Mr. MiLLs] will agree I am at liberty to speak of the Bur-
lingame freaty; but my friend from Georgia, [Mr. HAMMOND, ] who
sits beside me, says he would like me to tell you the frunit there has
been from the preaching. Mr. Speaker, somewhere about 1848 a Chi-
nese scholar obtained a copy of the Bible from an American mission-
ary in Canton, Infinite pains had been taken for ten years prior to
this time to get the Bible into China, but it was impossible. AsI
have said, no American was allowed to go into the country at all.
If he went even within one of the cities o%the five ports, his life was
in danger. Read the beautiful narrative of Abbé Hue, who went
with the cross, that was so much talked about yesterday, to the very
mountains of Thibet, and learn how he had to disgnise himself as a
Chinaman and to pass off the Roman Catholic chapels as Confucian
or Buddhist chapels to save the lives of the missionary priests and
the few Chinamen who chose to listen to him. But if you do not
want to take the pains to go through that narrative, take the exec-
utive volumes of this Government and learn from them that no
man could go out of the foreign settlement into a Chinese city; that
any American merchant or missionary doing so did it at the peril
of his life. So that until by an accident the Bible never got into
China at all. This accident was that one of the missionaries gave
a Chinese translation of the Bible to a Chinese scholar.

Yon all know how passionately fond of books the Chinese scholar
is. This book he took home, and his home was at the foot of the
mountains of Thibet, at the headwaters of a river 1,500 miles in
length., He took this Bible there and he read it; he studied it as
closely and perfectly as any Christian missionary or preacher of the
Gospel ever studied it. He studied it till he knew it word by word ;
for that is the mode of education in China. Aneducated Chinaman
is a man who knows by rote 20,000, 30,000, 40,000, 50,000 words. He
is a great scholar when he knows by rote 50,000 words. Among the
great intellectual achievements of the Chinese is this enltivation of
the memory. I knew the missionary who gave to that Chinese
scholar this copy of the Bible, and could tell some very interestin
anecdotes of him. He was one of the cleverest men we ever sen
into the missionary field. When I first met him he had spent twelve

years of his life in China,

This Chinaman having read and studied that Bible till he knew it
by heart, walked into the market-place withont his Bible ; assem-
Dbled the people about him and said to them, *“You fools, who be-
lieve in Confucius and these impostors known as Buddhist priests
who tell yon that God created the world out of blocks and stone.”
Then he related to them the creation of the world as related in the
book of Genesis. He preached to them by the hour from the book
of Genesis and the other books of Moses; and then from the New
Testament he unfolded to them the whole scheme of Christian sal-
vation. He said: “*God has sent me to preach this Gospel to you;
I am his second son ; Jesus Christ is Ill}y eﬂder brother, and has com-
missioned me to gatiler you toget—har if you believe, and to extermi-
nate you if you do not believe,” He had read the books of Moses to
some purpose. [Langhter.]

Thus preaching, he was naturally interfered with by the police
The distance between the poor miserable Chinamen to whom he
preached and the official governing class is almost inconceivable to
a man educated in this conn This immense gulf between the
governing class and the masses 1s the great characteristic of Chinese
civilization. When my honorable friend from Mississippi talked of
460,000,000 Chinamen, he onght to have told you that the mass of
these are in a state of abject poverty and submissiveslavery to less
than 100,000 Chinese and Mongolian officials. The middle class of
that country is absolutely effaced. Let any man in China who has
a dollar of property raise his voice against the government to-day,
and to-morrow he is a panper. The middle class has in fact no po-
litical existence in China, geut the masses, the millions, are asresent-
ful and vicious as any oppressed people in any country.

What there is of commendation for them in that statement I am as
free to make as the honorable gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. TAYLOR, ]
who spoke of their industry and their love of liberty; and this
Ercncher, this custodian of the Bible, attacked by the police, defended

imself, and the crowds eame to him, and he overthrew the anthor-
ities in his native village, and set up the Christian banner; and he
marched from that pointover 1,500 miles, and when I met him he was
at the head of 100,000 men, and he was in possession of the ancient
capital of China, the city of Nankin.

And I took with me, when I went to see him, the missionaries of
my own coantry and England too. The whole Ameriean and Eng-
lish population were alive at that time with this new revolution. I
remember the Bishop of Vietoria told me, when he asked to take a
missionary in the ship, ‘* 8ir, that Bible has at last reached the inte-
rior of China.” And now, mark his la.ngu:;ga, because in the course
of my narrative I shall give you a wonderful similarity to it in the

language of the Chinese chief himself. Said he: * That Bible when
it reaches no matter whose hands, and no matter where, will do its
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own work. We have no fear now for Chiua, nvow that 1 kuow the
Bibleis in the interior of the country and in the hands of Chinamen.”

Sympathizing with him fally and hopefully I invited him to send
the best man he had, and I took with me the senior of the Presby-
terian Church, a noted missionary, and I took with me a young fel-
low of infinite genius and tulent that T had known at West Point,
of the name of Culberson, and several others of lower degree. And
we all went together to Nankin., And what did we find? Why, we
found this 100,000 men and women in the lowest and most bestial
condition. Our missionaries were received politely. We saw the
Bible and the tracts, and the tracts were almost infinite in number
and they were all true and literal transcripts and narratives from
the Bible. There was no evasion of it, not the least. There stood
the younger brother of Christ, and at his side stood his prime minis-
ter whom he introduced to us as the Holy Ghost, the Comforter.
And day by day he gave the law to these 100,000 people upon the
minntest matters of municipal and domestic control.

And two things resulted. The missionaries came back not only
disgusted and revolted, not only humiliated and in wonder that such
resnlts could flow from these missionary efforts, but they came back
baffled, intellectually speaking. They contended with t{\eae eople,
and now, to npf)recmt.a my narrative, see where the trouble was.
This was not only a pagan people, buf it was a material people. It
was a people without imagination, without spirifuality. It had
plenty of intellect, it had beautiful physical proportions, but it was
without imagination, it was Euraly and simply material ; and two
things appeare . Not only it had materialized onr holy religion, but
it had brough down, as they said in their phrase, a personal god ;
and there were the missionaries baffled. Said the chief:

You, like ourselves, know our god is but a personal god, that each man has to
_have a personal knowledge of him, and he has not left me in the doubt that he has
left you outer barbarians @ has given me his own revelation. Here heia
at hand, my eastern king, the comforter, and he will enlighten you outer barba-
rians.

These were the American and English Christians,

Yon outer barbarians, go home and study that book—it is your book, and it is
our book—go home and s%gdy it and pray to God to enlighten you. And when
you have, on your knees, prayed to God to enlighten you, you will return and fall
on your knees and worship the eastern king, my prime minister,

Now, Mr. Speaker, right in that connection let me say that was all
taken down, and is in the archives of the State Department—every
word of it. These missionaries made their official report. There
they are to-day. Mr. Burlingame had access to them, and so had Mr.
Reed. And Mr. Reed discovered when Canton was captured by the
English, the very reports of their ministers themselves rendering
their accounts of the American and British ministers. All that isin
our archives. We are not left to any speculation.

What occurred? Not only were these missionaries baffled in their
hope and in their expectation that this Christianity of ours had found
its way into China, but they came back loathing the people with
whom they had intercourse.

And decent language cannot describe theirlife. Men and women,
all laborers, all living in common, all carrying loads of wheat and
corn and rice on their backs, the women kicked by the men if they
lagged behind, and this very comforter I have spoken of, this very
eastern king in one of his decrees from heaven, bronght back by our
missionaries and now on file in your Department of gt-aw, explained
how wrong it was to kick women who were bearing these sacks of
wheat and sacks of corn, and who under the dispensation of God
had heavier burdens still to carry.

For them, women were of no account except to carry bags of wheat
and corn ; for in their bestiality they could live without them as well
as with them. And that, Mr. Speaker, isthe history of the Chinese
laborer to-day. Those were Chinese laborers and that is a plicable
to them in all parts of the Chinese Empire. Whether they go to
Peru, Chili, or to California it is the same thing, it is the same Chi-
nese laborer.

But now I want to go back to the bill, because it is the Chinese
laborer that this bill strikes at, and I should do great injustice to my-
self if I allowed other questions to carry me away from that which is
the question of vital importance before us. This bill, Mr. Speaker,
allows all the Chinese to come to America that are reciprocal with
the Americans that are allowed to go to China.

Men can come here to trade or to travel or to teach, and our citi-
zens can go to trade or travel or to preach, but not to occupy the
field of labor. In that connection we are regulated by the Burlin-
game treaty. That treaty gave the Chinese the right to come here
to labor ; and now thereis a pressing necessity to deal with thatvery
question, We have dealt with the slavery question in the past, and
no man can deal with it in a more catholic spirit than I do, for I
defend the colored people in a perfect equality ofp all their political and
civil rights. Buf if we were at the beginning, if we were where we
were at the time that the English brought the African to this country,
at the time when our fathers protested and remonstrated, and in spite
of their remonstrances, and in spite of their proteststhe negro was
brought, I say if we were at that period, with our experience of the
past, there would be a different question presented. But we are not
at that periodnow. The negro was brought to this country, and why
was he mtht'l' He was brought to labor ; he was brought to labor
because his labor was cheap, and in California to-day we find the
people subjected to exactly the same condition of affairs that this

country suffered from when the mother country permitted African
slavery to be introduced, and we find a question to-day in California
equally demanding our attention.

The honorable gentleman from Mississippi read the evidence of
the Six Companies, perjured wretches that they are! No man be-
lieves the Chinaman on oath. He (the Chinaman) despises the oath
when he takes it, and would not be bound by it. He would not
have lied that way in a court of justice in China. It would have
been more than his life was worth. He would not dare to have vio-
lated his word there. This is a matter of fact. It has been shown
since the Burlingame treaty went into effect that those laborers
come from China who are paid and under contract and forced to
come, and you can go to-day into the Chinese Empire and see Chi-
nese laborers crowded up in jail, looking for all the world like an
old negro jail or a barracoon waiting to %)6 shipped to this conntry.
That is just the condition of affairs there now with the laborer. He
is locked up there till the time comes to carry him out and put him
on an American steamer that brings him to California. His way is
paid, and the contract is sometimes made with the man himself,
sometimes with his father, and sometimes with a corrupt police
magistrate. The police magistrates are allowed to send eriminals.
Notorious as the corruption of the Chinese officials is, it is not diffi-
cult to send innocent men as well as criminals off under contracts of
this kind, without question. And you will not be surprised, Mr.
Speaker, that they put these laborers in jail simply because it is the
readiest mode of sending them to America.

That is the way laborers come to this country, and yet the Burlin-

ame treaty forbids involuntary emigration. It is the cooly trade
itself. That is the trade, vile as it is, that this bill, as I understand
it, strikes at.

Now as to the right. I have dealt with the general question, and
with the particular features presented, and now a word as to the
right of limiting this immigration. I know that more than one hon-
orable gentleman here, who has already spoken on this bill, thinks
we have no right to suspend this immigration for twenty years.

Why, when Mr. Trescot, Mr. Angel, and Mr. Swift negotiated this
treaty, they communicated it in a dispatch to the Department,
which I will not stop to read, for it has been read during the course
of this discussion perhaps twenty times, here or in the other end of
the Capitol; and tﬁey say distinetly that the Chinese did not want
to prohibitit. They agreed however tolimitit, to regulate if, t-hou.gh
they did not want to prohibit it. They had a great deal of pride
about it. But the American minister said to the Chinese minister
ghnt nothing short of the right to suspend would satisfy the United

tates.

Now, Mr. Speaker, nobody disputes what *suspend” means. You
may suspend the habeas corpus act if you want to. There is a right
to do it, and when it is done you are not bound to any time. You
suspend it indefinitely, or for five or twenty years, as you pleaso
Now, the discretion is here with the United States to suspend this
immigration, and as to the time of suspension it is left to the discre-
tion of this Government.

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman from
Maryland permit me to eall his attention to the fact that the word
‘‘reasonable” is incorporated in that connection—a ‘“reasonable”
suspension ?

Mr. MCLANE. If on the question of interstate commerce and fix-
ing a uniform rate of carrying freight, or for passenger traffic, I could
understand what “ reasonable” fares meant, and that a judicial tri-
bunal might adjudicate ; but when you come to talk about my con-
science, about my individual judgment, and tell me you leave to my
discretion how long I shall suspend this immigration, yon present a
question that may be regarded differently by different individuals,
and as befween nations no tribunal can adjudicate, each being sov-
ereign judge of its own discretion. Now I hope my friend from Mas-
sachusetts will bear with me.

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I certainly have no desire to
interrnpt the gentleman in his remarks.

Mr. McLANE. Now, when you say that you can suspend or regu-
late it, but it must be reasonable, I reply it is a matter between
nations and that is a matter which cannot be adjudicated like a ques-
tion arising between individunals, and the treaty so considers if, for
provision is distinctly made that if the Chinese Government is not
satisfied with the exercise of discretion left to the United States it
can bring the matter to the attention of the United States Govern-
ment and make it the subjeet for negotiation.

I do not wish to consume time or repeat my argument, but I beg
the House to observe that when you come to talk about a reasonable
rate, a reasonable fare, or a reasonable time, as between two men,
why there is an arbiter, there is a court, there is a tribunal that can
settle it between them. If you and I have a contract and I have a
right to do something that is reasonable, and I am unreasonable in
your opinion, why you can go to the courts of the country and the
courts of the country will arbitrate between us and see whether I am
reasonable or not. But as between nations there is no tribunal but
the conscience of the nation.

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I do not wish to interrupt my
friend if he prefers I should not——

Mr. McLANE. Except on account of my being Timited in time
I should be delighted to have the gentleman’s question.
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Mr, HUBBELL. Ilope the time of the gentleman from Maryland
will be extended if he finds it ne :

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I only desire to know what is
the object of putting the restriction of reasonableness asto suspen-
sion if it means nothing. If you say you have the right fo decide
that for yourself absolutely and are not bound by that limitation of
reasonableness, why put it in the treaty ? If it only means what you
say it does, why was not the word ‘‘ prohibition” put there ; becanse
if you may suspend without regard to limit then you may a.f}solut,ely
prohibit, which the treaty says you cannot do. And farther, in that
conversation between the commissioners to which the gentleman has
referred, he will notice the Chinese commissioners in interpretin
the meaning and extent of the word “suspend” say they think i
might be endured perhaps for one, two, three, or five years, and they
ask our commissioners what they may expect will be the character
of the legislation of the United States; and our commissioners—and
I ask you tolook at it there—our commissioners say the Chinese
Government ean well trust the good faith of the Unmited States to
legislate reasonably on this matter.

%ﬁ. McLANE. at is right.

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Now, if there is not anythin,
in re:,mn applicable to this why did we not say prohibition and stic
to it

Mr. MCLANE. I will say to my friend from Massachusetts I am
right on that line, and I think I have already answered his question;
ul%hcmgh, being so hurried, thinking my time was near anend, I did
not do the point justice. fM)‘ answer to the gentleman is this, and
with me it is conclusive ; and that is why I can vote for twenty years.
When these negotiations were inaugurated we were already smarting
under the presence of the Chinese in this country. They had already
been the occasion of riot and disorder. The entire Pacific coast was
in a state of anarchy on this question. Laws were being enacted by
the State of California perfectly inconsistent with the Constitution
of the United States. The State was arrogating to itself a sort of
police power to deal with these people as it Fleased, prompted by its
own necessities. The United States in the face of this disorder sent
this commission. No time was to be lost. The instructions to the
ministers were urgent. And they did involve the one ‘:oint. that at
any hazard the n;ﬁht to suspend immigration, the right to stop if,
should be conceded.

Now, my friend from Massachusetts will observe that when the
Chinaman in this negotiation concedes the riﬁht to suspend, he stipu-
lates for his remedy. He knew very well that when he submitted
this question to the discretion of the United States he could not
arrest our action; he had given away the case; he had left the
United States to judge what was reasonable. But he stipulated—
and it is to that I call your attention—he stipulated that if we did
exercise this power unreasonably then there could be a remedy ; and
as between nations it is the only remedy youn can have. The stipn-
lation is that if we exercise this power in a way that China thinks
unreasonable, then the Emperor of China shall have the right to
negotiate with the United Btates that his representatives shall come
in the usual diplomatic way and assert that what we have done is
unreasonable and is a subject of negotiation, and we in our turn
can show what were the exigencies, general or local, which induced
us to suspend immigration for a greater or a shorter time, and to
justify the reasonableéness of our action. This is the real gist of the
question. |

Now, I am not making any argument; that is why I want the at-
tention of the honorable gentleman from Massachusetts. That is the
meaning of the treaty ; thatisthecontract; thatisthe bond. There
is no mistake about that. China could very well have said, “Yon
may be very unreasonable, and if you are, why then we must have
an arbitrator; Great Britain, or France, or some other friendly power,
must judge between us.” But no, China stipulated for no such
arbitration. She chose to leave it n()solutel y to our discretion. But
she did provide that if we exercised that discretion unreason:tbli,
according to her judgment, then she had a right to take us to ,
if you please to use that word.

i!r. OBINSON, of Massachusetts. Then, under the treaty, the
gentleman understands “ suspends” as being equal to ‘‘terminate?”

Mr. McLANE. No,sir; Idonot. I believethat ‘‘suspend” under
the treaty means precisely what  suspend” means everywhere else;
that it means to suspend for a time. And I submit now, in reply to
the honorable gentleman from Massachusetts, whose astuteness I ap-
preciate, how can he distingunish between suspending for five years,
if in my discretion I choose to snspend for five years, and my sus-
pendiu%for twenty years? The Chinaman may think it just as un-
reasonable to suspend for five years as he thinks it is unreasonable
to suspend for twenty years. He gave himself away, and he had to
give himself away.

1wish to conclude what I have to say upon this bill by the further
statement that it is your duty, %mt.lemen of the House of Repre-
sentatives, it is the duty of this Congress, which is the only power
on earth which can relieve the people of this conntry when they are
oppressed by a treaty, to relieve the people of California from this
rreat evil, It is California that is suffering, and she cannot relieve

erself, and our treaty contemplates the local grievance as it does
the general grievance, and, treaty or no treaty, it is the duty of this
Congress to give the people relief and remedy.

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. The gentleman from Mary-
land says the Chinaman gave himself away. I suppose he gave
himself away to a Christian nation that wanted to carry that Bible
into the heart of China to make the Chinese people Christians. He
trosted the American nation to inferpret reasonably, according to
the doctrine of common sense and justice.

Mr. MCLANE. He thought a Christian nation was a dog of a
nation. That was the estimation in which he held us; but we all the
same should, and T have no doubt will, do justice not alone to China
but to our ourselves.

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. And doesmy friend want him
to find it as mean a dog as possible

Mr. MCLANE. No, sir; and there is nothing in the case to justify
such a conclusion. When he gave himself away to this country he
was astute enougtll1 to know, as I have said before, that he had

reserved every right and remedy necessary to defend his treaty right
and ob].igation.
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. KASSON. I desire that the gentleman be allowed to finish
his sentence.

Mr. McCLANE. I only wish to complete my reply to the gentle-
man from Massachusetts.

Mr, HAMMOND, of Georgia. I ask that the gentleman be allowed
ten minutes more time.

Llll_: McLANE. Five minutes is all that I desire, and that is my
right.
Ir. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts.
interrupted the gentleman that he should have more time.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland desires five min-
utes’ additional time. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none, and the gentleman will proceed.

Mr. MCLANE. I want t%:e gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
RosBiNsox] to understand that when this Chinese negotiator stipn-
lated that we had the right to suspend, he knew precisely what he
had conceded ; he knew that he had conceded to us thediscretion to
suspend for any period we pleased. And he knew very well that
some concession had to be made, for he knew as well as we did that
this country on the Pacific coast wasinrevolt and anarchy, and that
this local consideration would influence us in determining the time
of suspension, and that our discretion alone would determine the
period of time. And if he had not Fiven us the right to suspend, this
Congress of the United States would have abrogated the treaty. It
was fully our right to abrogate it, and it would have been our duty
to abrogate it.

Astute and intelligent statesman as the imperial commissioner
was, he understood perfectly well that he would gain most by giving
us the right to suspend, and reserving to himselfgthe right to protest
and to negotiate. And he hes that right, and I have no doubt he
will exercise it. I have no doubt at all that if he thinks himself
in any way injured he will write to the Secretary of State and re-
monstrate. And the Secretary of State will find it his duty, if he
cannot satisfy China that we j‘;ﬂva exercised our discretion reason-
ably and wisely, to communicate the information to Congress, and
if need be, in the last resort, he will have to come to this Congress
and tell us that we ought to abrogate that treaty and relieve our
people not only on the %a«ciﬁc coast but everywhere else from a pop-
ulation that we do not want to receive, and which by a fair con-
struction of the Burlingame treaty we were under no obli?atilm to
receive and which we will not receive, treaty or no treaty!

I have not yet heard a man on this floor say that he wants to
receive the Chinamen as citizens of the United States; not one. The
gentleman from Mississippi, who made a most eloquent and exhaust-
ive opposition to this bill, concluded by expressing a desire to vote
for it if the limitation was made for ten years. And the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. TayLor] who started the original opposition to the
bill coneluded his speech by saying that he deplore(P Chinese immi-
gration. No man has yef expressed, and in my judgment no man
ever will express, a desire or a willingness to receive these Chinamen
as citizens of this country. [Applause.]

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED.

Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, ra%borwd
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the follow-
ing title; when the Speaker signed the same:

An act (H. R. No. 4439) to amend the Revised Statutes of the
United States establishing the times, places, and provisions for hold-
ir;_ termlg oi the distriet and cirenit courts in the northern district
of New York,

It was understood when I

CHINESE IMMIGRATION.

Mr, KASSON. Mr. Speaker, several days ago, after a careful read-
ing of this bill, I prepared some amendments which have been printed,
and which in my judgment, if adopted, would make this bill infinitely
more acceptable to the average judgment of this House and of* the
country. Those amendments have n printed in connection with
this bill, and I propose as briefly as possible to state to the House the
objects songht to be accomplished by them. I shall afterward have
something to say in answer to what we have just listened to from
the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. McLANE. ]

at, then, is the bill which we take from the Speaker's table,
the Senate hifl, and upon which our votes are to be given, and which
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it is demanded of uns to ]ia.m in its entirety ¥ The first section sus-
pends all immigration into this country of Chinese laborers for
twenty years.

The second section punishes the master of any vessel of whatever
nationality who shall bring within the jurisdiction of the United
States and permit to be landed any Chinese laborer. This section
applies to the Gulf of Mexico, to the Atlantic Ocean, to the Pacific
(ﬁgan, and to every frontier of the United States a][:pma.chcd by
water. It punishes the violation of its provisions by a fine not
exceeding $500 and imprisonment for not more than one year.

The third section provides that the provisions of the first and sec-
ond sections shall not ap]{llg‘ to the Chinese laborers now in the
United States, or who ma, ve come within the United States before
the expiration of ninety days from the passage of this act. If also

rovides that it shall not apply to any vessel putting into a port in

istress or under stress of weather. Butf it makes no provision for
a foreign or domestic vessel touching at one of our portsin the prose-
eution of her voyage.

The fourth section applies to the registration of Chinese laborers
now in this country and who may desire to go abroad and afterward
return to this country. It imposes npon them certain duties at the
office of the collector of the port from which they leave, and before
their return it requires a risé by an officer of the United States in a
foreign country.

The fifth section provides for the other classes of Chinamen who
by the treaty are permitted to come freely to the United States and
to return to their own country. Asto them (and I beg gentlemen
of the House to observe it) the provision is a system of registration,
an express permission from the Chinese Government in each individ-
nal case, a passport, and sundry other regulations before they can
enjoy the privileges which the treaty says they shall have. And
they are o be described and identified by offensive requirements.

T{ua sixth section is of somewhat doubtful constructfion, owing to
the langnage. It covers all entitled under the terms of this act to
the privilege of entering and residing in the United States. And it
covers all classes of Chinese, and requires very omerous und very
disagreeable duties, especially toward citizens of a friendly nation.
The seventh section appears to be based on section 6, and is liable
to similar objections.

The eighth section is dependent upon others to which I have
referred. The ninth section imposes duties on the master of a vessel,
requiring him to make a manifest of Chinese passengers as he does
of cargoes, and inflicts punishment for his failure or refusal to do so.

The other provisions it is not perhaps necessary to rehearse, except
to say that every person who shall aid or abet a Chinese laborer to
come within the territory of the United Statesis punishable by fine
and imprisonment, and that any individual Chinese laborer coming
into the United States is also punishable by fine and imprisonment,
and is to be expelled to the place whence he came at the expense of
the United States. This, then, is the general character of the bill
before us, I have two objections to the bill. One is that it is hos-
tile to the eivilization of the United States, hostile to the traditions
of our Government and people, hostile to our system hitherto of
dealing with all foreigners, and that it soundslike that language of
two thousand years ago when “a decree went out from Augustus
Cemesar that all the [ Hebrew ] world should be taxed.”

The other objection is that it goes beyond the intentions and lan-
g“gf of the treaty which it proposes to execute, and is needlessly
cumbronus and harsh.

Certainly it is possible to pass a bill that shall answer all the just
demands of the people of California and the Pacific coast without
doing violence to the judgment and conscience of the peoplein other
parts of the country. There is on the Pacific coast an admitted dan-
ger to our existing system of labor. There is an admitted justifiable
expectation on the part of the geopla of the Pacific coast that some-
thing shall be done to relieve them from what is regarded by them
as a danger to their social organization. Pledges have practically
been made that they shall have this relief. Governmental action
has been taken in that direction. The executive government of the
United States has initiated and completed a new treaty with the Chi-
nese Empire to 1~§iw: effect to that just demand of the people on the
Pacific coast. Now, with power under the treaty to do a certain act,
with the oceasion for the exercise of that power admitted, is there no
middle ground on which we can all stand that shall be in harmony
with the previous history of our conntry and with the judgment and
conscience of both sides of this Hounse ?

8ir, with no small delight I have listened to some of my friends of
both parties on this floor who have debated this question in the light
of American history and of American humanity. When such men as
the %s;l]ant member from Mississippi, [Mr. HOOKER,] the honored
member from Massachusetts, [Mr. Rice,] and that other honored
member, [ Mr. TAYLOR, ] the successor of Garfield, from Ohio, take com-
mon ground in recognition of fandamental principle, nay, more, of
fundamental sentiment dominant in the people of this country, and
appeal to this House to respect it in thislegislation, it is time for both
sides of this House and for the friends of the bill themselves to pause
and ask whether they onght not to modify the bill so as to secure the
moral strength of the House and country which goes only to fair,
reasonable, and human measures,

I veunture to affirm that four-fifths of this Honse will nnite in grant-

mﬁ reasonable relief if the friends of thisbill will accept reasonable
relief and not force us into the position of violating our principles,
our conscience, and our duty under the treaty. To be sure, sir, no
one rises in his place here and says, ‘‘let us accomplish our object
and violate the freaty if it is necessary to do so.” Nobody saysthat;
but, as suggested by my honored friend from Maryland, [Mr. Mc-
LAXNE, ] there is a manifest disposition to take advantage of the con-
fidence the Chinese Government has reposed in onr justice and fair-
ness. 8ir, the most absolute good faith is merited by China by reason
of China’s action heretofore in respect to the very subject under dis-
cussion. I wish not tolivelong enongh to see the time when China or
any other government on the face of the globe shall revive the mem-
ory of the Carthagenians of old and instead of ‘‘punic faith” charac-
terize the reckless disregard of treatiesas ‘‘American faith.” Sooner,
much sooner, would I act decidedly and fair within the power given
to us by the treaty than I would fread one hair’s breadth beyond a
just construction of its terms.

Now, the object to be accomplished (and it is admitted by the
treaty to be just) is to limit, regulate, or suspend reasonably the com-
ing of Chinese laborers to the United States. The treaty provides
expressly that we shall notexclude any class but “ Chinese laborers.”
These are the words:

The limitation or s sion shall be reasonable, and shall apply only to Chi-
nese who may go to the United States aslaborers, other classes unt%einﬁ' clnded
in the limitation. Legislation taken in regard to Chinese laborers of such
a character only as is n to enforce the regulation, limitation, or suspen-
sion of immigration ; and i‘.mﬁgtﬂuta shall not be subject to personal maltreat-
ment or abuse.

There is an illustration of the spirit of the treaty ; and by the see-
ond article all others are to be allowed to go and come at their free
will. The language is:

Chinese subjects, whether proceeding to the United States as teachers, students,
merchants, or from curiosity, together with their body and honsehold servants,
* * * ghall be allowed to go and come of their own free will and accord, and
shall be accorded all the ;}fh _privilges, i ities, and pti which are
accorded to the citizens and subjects of the most favored nation.

Now, the objection I take to the fourth, fifth, sixth, and seventh
sections of this bill is that they impose rigid and burdensome condi-
tions upon teachers, merchants, and others who are not * laborers,”
and who the treaty itself says shall not be interfered with, but shall
be permitted to come and go of their own free will, as freely as those
of the most favored nation. It requires, for example, in the certi-
fication to be made, that they have permission of the Chinese Gov-
ernment, and shall state their ‘‘ physical peculiarities,” who their
fathers were, where they lived, &e., facts far beyond anything known
in the passport of any ecivilized country on the face of the earth.
This is wrong, this is unjust ; it is not within the treaty with China.

It is well settled that we cannot without the consent of China
make, by onr separate legislation, new conditions upon the enjoy-
ment of the rights secured by the treaty to Chinese subjects. On
that point 1 quote the following :

In dispatch No. 110, March 3, 1876, Mr. Fish says: “ This involves the ques-
tion whether one of the parties to a treaty can change and alter its terms or con
struction, or attach new conditions to its execution, without the assent of the other;
whether an act of Parliamcnggbmed in 1870 can change the spirit or terms of a
treaty with the United States of nearly thirty years’ anterior date.” **This govern-
ment doea not recognize any effieacy in a British statute to alter, or modify, or
attach new conditions to the executory parts of an exiatinﬁ' treaty.”

Mr. Fish, in support of his views, quotes Lord Stanley, her Britannic majmtg's
secretary of state for foreign affairs, as saying that ** international courtesy de-
manded that a treaty shonld not be materially altered without communication with
the other party.” In the same debate Lord Cairns, then attorney-general, speak-
ing of proposed legislation with reference to a treaty with France, said : ** It pro-
poses to introduce a new nt into the bargain, which did not exist at the
time the in was made, and to introdnce it now is simply to break the bargain
which the soverei had made and Parliament ratified ; " and ** to putsuch words
into an act of Parliament which did not exist in the treaty would only be offering
:frv::;uitouﬂ insult to the foreign power to whom it applied without securing any

In his dispatch of May 22, Mr. Fish sags: * The United States adheres to the
position announced in my former instruction, that it will recognize no power to
alter or attach conditions to an existing treaty without its previous consent;"
and he declares in the same dispatch the binding obligation of treaty provisions
** upon all courts, both State and national ;" and, further, ** while thwe treaty shall
be in force the Government of the United States would be strangely forgetful of
the dignity and rights of the country if a foreign state were permitted to exact
stipulati or engag ts pursuant to her law, but foreign to the treaty, as s
condition of obtaining the perfor of treaty stipulations.”

I propose therefore to amend that part of the bill by substituting
for the fourth, fifth, sixth, and seventh sections, containing cast-
iron requirements with reference both to laborers and non-laborers
who may come to or reside in this country, the provision which I
will ask the Clerk to read.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEc. 4. That in order to secure the righta of the Chinese laborers mentioned in
section 3 of this act, and fuorther to faithfully execute the provisions of the

treaty between the United States and the Empire of China, ratified July 19. 1881,
it shall be the dut¥ of the President of the United S after ltation with
the Government of China, to preseribe the rules and re;

lations which ma;
necessary and convenient to secure the identification of Chinese subjects msic{
in or proceeding to the United States, according to their classes and rights as
vided respectively in articles 1 and 2 of the said treaty. After the promul
of such regulations any Chinese su'l::Lect refosing or neglecting to conform thereto
shall be regarded ae not entitied to the rights and Pﬂvﬁma prescribed by articles
1 and 2 of the treaty aforesaid until he shall comply therewith.

Mr. KASSON, Now, Mr. Speaker, the subsequent amendments
are chiefly confined to harmonizing the existing provisions

be
ing
To-

pro
with that change in respect to rules and regulations, my object being
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to make it the duty of the executive department of the United States
to carry ont under our laws and in unison with them the provisions
of the freaty, which again brings it into harmony with the fourth
article of the treaty, which provides that in case of difficnlty adjust-
ments may be made by the exchange between the two governments
of complaint and answer and Teasons.

I do not intend now, sir, fo go into detail tonching these other
amendments. I have only to say there ave still some clauses of the
bill which tax very heavily the conscience and jggment of many of
us who remember the events of the decade from 1850 to1860. I doubt
very much whether the conscience of this counfry will allow you to
fine any citizen of the United States who, from charity or from neces-
sity, may have taken across the Canadian or other frontier info the
United States some poor young Chinaman to relieve his wife from
household work in his home. doubt whether “aiding ” or *“ ahet-
ting” a single Chinese laborer to come into New York, New England,
or Louisiana, is not disproportionately and excessively punished by
the enactments of this bill. 1t reminds many of us born in the north-
ern part of the country of the time when penalties and imprisonment
were imposed upon the man who took care of a poor fugitive slave
from the South on his way to a free country, or harbored him for the
night or gave him bread by day.

do not like (and I say it frankly) these features of the bill. 1
want, if possible, to accomplish the result aimed at withount them.
I wish it were in the hands of a committee who conld so trim the bill
a8 to accomplish what the treaty calls for and what the rest of us
desire to be accomplished, the prevention of masses of these men com-
ing in snch numbers as to overthrow our system of labor or endanﬁer
the peace of communities. At the same time I should be glad if this
poor miserable pursuit of one Chinaman crossing the frontier or step-
ping off a ship in order to see a town, might be stopped ; that he might
unﬁm yursued by the police, hazed into prison, and robbed of §100.

My soul revolts at that sort of individual persecution of an ignorant |-

foreigner coming to this country, unable fo speak our langnage, and
not knowing our institutions and laws. This isone of the most val-
gar forms of barbarism.

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Will the gentleman permit me to
-ask him a question ?

Mr. KASSON. Certainly.

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Is it not true that in many Northern
States, notably Indiana, np to the passage of the fourteenth amend-
ment, it was a crime for any free negro to go into those States?

Mr. KASSON. Yes, sir; and I do not want to go back to that in-
famous system of 1e§islation. [Applause on the Republican side.]
Does the gentleman

Mr, E OND, of Georgia. No; I do not wish to go back to if,
but I wanted to point out the hypocrisy of your party. [Applause
on the Democratie side. ]

Mr. KASSON. Callit what you please, it was as mean as you can
make it to refuse to feed or take care of these poor people, whether
North or South. 1 admit its meanness, and yon can have no issne
with me on that subject.

Mr. COBB. I will state to the gentleman that the last time Indiana
was heard from on that subject it gave ninety thousand in its favor.
It must have been pretty bad. [Laughter.]

Mr. KASSON. Those who heard that remark tell me that was
under Democratic rule and before the Republicans took possession of
the State. [Applause on the Republican side.] Our party wiped
everything of that kind from the statute-book.

To proceed. What I greatly desire is precisely what 1 have at-
tempted to state, to stop masses of these men coming and changing
our system of labor and interfering with the peace of communities,
leaving alone the individoal stray Chinaman who may come over
our border and remain by the desire of some citizen of America to
relieve the burdens of his family or afford him needed help.

I ought to say perhaps that I am not so absolutely ignorant of
the character of this labor and the troubles in California as might
be supposed, from the fact that I reside near the Mississippi River.
On two occasions of prolonged visits in California I have learned
what I could of this subject, and have tried to discover what was the
evil of this Chinese immigration. At the sime time I walked into
the Bank of California and I saw behind the counter in a responsi-
ble position, as cashier or book-keeper, I forget which, a Chinaman,
with his long pig-tail hanging down his back, respected by the presi-
dent and all the officers of the bank and intrusted with their fullest
confidence, as they have long enjoyed that of the American mer-
chants in China. I did not see danger to the peace of my country or
the organization of society in that case.

I passed to another quarter of the city and saw great crowds or
masses of these people herding together, disassociated from all the
rest of the community as far as possible, and separated from the
Amcrican civilization. I thought that was wrong and dangerous.
But the gentleman from Mississippi told us yesterday that it is in
harmony at least with the sﬂint of the laws of California which
Ie%uires them practically to herd together, and he quoted the law.

owever that may be, sir, I return to my theme, which is that we
want a bill whieh shall not operate harshly upon individual Ameri-
can citizens, or upon an individual stray foreigner coming from
China; nor operate harshly npon American or foreign vessels that
may have some of these people to help them to navigate their vessels

to or from our ports. We want nothing harsh or unjust, nothing
that we are not required or permitted to do under the very language
of the treaty, i . We want no more than can justly be granted
under the treaty, which is based upon the judgment of the people of
California that the best interests and the peace of the Pacific coast
will be best served by a restraint of this immigration of the lower
classes of Chinese. For such a bill I will willingly vote.

In this bill, which is entitled ‘‘A bill to execnte certain treaty
stipulations” with the Chinese Government, I find at the very close
of the bill a clause regulating naturalization in the United States.
‘What has that to do with the enforcement of the treaty stipulations?
The treaties have nothing tosay about it. Itis eutire{y out of place.
I am one of those, sir, who believe that a judge of a court of the
United States has no authority, has no right under existing law, to
naturalize such a Chinaman as is portrayed by the friends of this
bill. Under the present law he cannot do it. The law requires proof
of attachment to the prineiples of the Constitution of the United
States. It requires a proof of residence for five years. It requires
good moral character. How many Chinamen can be admitted under
the naturalization laws of the country in view of the testimony
which has been adduced against them during this discussion 1

Mr. HUTCHINS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a
question 7

Mr. KASSON. Yes, sir.

Mr. HUTCHINS. I wish to ask the gentleman if these 105,000
people are counted as inhabitants in making up the population of
Californca for the apportionment of Representatives?

Mr. KASSON. nquestionably ; and California has received an
additional Rfﬁn&m&nt&tive on their account.

Mr. HUTC 8. Then, if we pass this law I would like to ask the
gentleman who does this additional member represent, the property
owners in California, or the Chinese ?

Mr. KASSON, I think I shall have to leave the answer to that
question, and remit it to my friend in charge of the bill when he
malkes the closing speech upon it. It is evident, Mr. Speaker, that
this %opula.tiun is there, It is equally evident that three-fourths of
this House are willing to stop its increase by legislation under the
treaty. Butmydemand is that nothing that we shall do and no law
which we shall pass shall violate our sense of honor or even remotely
point toward a violation of the letter or spirit of our treaties. Ias
the advocates of the bill in that sense and forthe object I have stated
to give their consent to modifications of this bill which wounld
undoubtedly meet the sentiments and win the co-operation of both
sides of the House.

Now, sir, a word npon the spirit of the Chinese Government and
its friendly relations toward us. It will justify my demand for a
reasonable modification of this bill, while it tends to answer my
friend from Maryland, [Mr. McLANE,] who spoke this morning. 1
ask the Clerk to read the first article of the treaty with China, to-
gether with the date, which I have marked.

The Clerk read as follows:

Treaty of peace, amity, and commerce between the United States of Americaand
the Ta-Tsing Empire, concluded June 15 1858,

AnrTticLE I. There shall be, as there have aiwn;; been, peace and friendship he-
tween the United States of America and the Ta-Tsing Empire, and between their
people, respectively. They shall not insult or oppress each other for any trifling
canse, 80 as to produce an estrangement between them ; and if any other nation
should act tmjustélg or oppressively, the United States will exert their good offices,
on being informed of the case, to bring about an amicable arrangement of the
question, thus showing their friendly feelings.

Mr. KASSON. I will ask to submit and print with my remarks
some further provisions of that treaty which I will not stop now to
read, my point being to show the character of the Chinese Govern-
ment in its relations with ns. A few years ago we made a treat
with great difficulty with the Government of Great Britain, in whic
we introduced a clanse for arbitration between that government
and ours, and between all civilized governments, in lien of war.
China long before that had itself adopted that principle to avoid war
and to secure a system of settlement of all disputes by peaceful arbi-
tration. In another article of the treaty, the kindest, I may say the
most Christian sentiments, are exp: in reference to their rela-
tions to the United States. I refer to article 11.

All citizens of the United States of America in China peacsaoghy attending to
their affairs, being placed upon a common footing of amity and good-will with the
subijects of China, shall receive and enllo_v for themselves and evaryth.ing] a.pger-
taining to them the protection of the local authorities of government, who shall
defend them from all insult or injury of andv sort. 1f their dwellings or property

be threatened or attacked by mobs, incendiaries, or other violent or lawless per-
sons, the local officers, on requisition of the 1, shall diately di

5 gy ha
military force to disperse the rioters, apprehend the ty individuals, and pun-
ish them with the utmost rigor of the law. gul

We all know how they received Mr. Burlingame, and afterward
made him one of their own embassadors. ore recently, when a
distingunished citizen of the United States was traveling in China
at a time when war was threatened between China and Japan, the
confidence of China was still further expressed in this country and
people, as shown by the fact that they requested the intervention
of that distinguished gentleman [Gﬁnenﬂ Grant] to bring about
peace between the Chinese Empire and Japan. I care nof where
you go or where you search in the entire history of our interconrse
with China you will find nothing but a strongly expressed desire to
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retain the most kindly relations with and confidence in the Govern-
ment of the United States.

In this very treaty they stipulated not only our rights but add if
they should afterward give to any other people or country additional
rights they should instantly, withont further {reaty execution, pass
to the citizens and Government of the United States. Always friendly,
to-day friendly, they now again yield at our request this great point,
which was a request only for the pe-ple of the Pacific coast,in its
fundamental character, urged by them rather than by the whole
country. They yielded to that, and now we are asked, under these
circumstances, to stretch their concession to the last point tolerated
by an adverse construction of the treaty and given against the inter-
est and feeling of China.

I, sir, am opposed to going to that extent. Our commerce—if you
will consider simply onr material interests—demands of us to mani-
fest more friendly respect for the Chinese Government. Our com-
merce has grown since our relations commenced from about twelve
or thirteen to thirty-three millions in the last year, and that, too,
mark yon, Mr. Speaker, at a time when China is only yielding year
by vear to the demands of civilization and foreign commerce, each
succeeding year making it more easy to yield than it was the preced-
ing year. Already is reported the commencement of railroads, which
they positively refused a few years ago to be allowed to be built;
already building and manning their own steamships, which commn-
nicate between ol!‘:en ports and the interior; already opening up from
year to year markets for our cotton goods and our hardware and other
manufactures. If you will not yieﬁd to the principle of justice, fair-
ness, and right, yield then to the demands of your own commercial
i{lﬁcreat- as against your great rivals of the Old World, and be just to
China.

Much, sir, has been said about the character of the Chinese. I
think much misappprehension has existed. There is a low order of
Chinamen who are pagans, (as the whole country has been called here
erroneonsly to-day,) and who are idolaters, and who are not good cit-
izens. I no more deny this than I deny that those white people who
went to John Bidwell’s plantation in California and murdered five
Chinamen were low, bad American citizens. I admit that there isa
large class of Chinamen who are not good elementsin our popnlation,
and onght to be excluded so far as we have the right to exclude them
under the powers given to onr Government.

But, sir, what is China as a government? Whatis the China which
we know by our treaties? Isthatpagan? No,sir. Isitidolatrous?
No, sir. The China that we know as a government, embracing a
religion whose adherents are estimated at 100,000,000, is withont an
idol. 1t adheres to the ieachings of Confucins, who before the Chris-
tian era announced doctrines which to this day have the respect of
the civilized and the Christian world. Every official of China is
obliged to pass a civil-service examination, including an examina-
tion in that moral code and system known as that of Confucius, be-
fore he can enter an office in China. Among those moral principles
was that which in another and more perfect form we bind close to
our hearts every Sunday. Itcharacterizesthe greatsystem of Chris-
tianity and was willingly incorporated by China in the twenty-ninth
article of the treaty of 1858, where she secures the rights of the
Christian religion” and missionaries in China, because their faith is
to “do unto others as they would have others do unto them.” Upon
that principle China has stood for nearly 3,000 years, as we have
stood upon it for 2,000 years. Let us stand upon it to-day in our legis-
lation touching the rights of a friendly nation.

That Government of China is the government with which we have
to deal. After Confucins, who made a prediction that a new and a
betterreligion would come after him into China, and would come from
the West, after his period there was introduced into China from
India the religion of Buddha, which now embraces over half its
population, and which has fallen in successive generations so low
that it has become base material idolatry. In its origin it was
spiritual, highly moral in tone and character, but has degenerated
inbclo the wretched idolatrons exercises of which we hear and read
to-day.

While I am on this subject may I, without wearying the House,
add one other note from the history given us by the old documents ?
1t was said by Confucins that later there shou{d come further light
and more truth, and that it should come from the West—that was
about five hundred years before the birth of our Saviour—and the
history of China shows that the government sent out commissions in
the course of later generations to inqnire of the new religions of
which they had heard. One of these reported of Buddhism. Yon
read in your New Testament that at the birth of Christ ¢ three wise
men came from the East” in search of a new-born King. There is
more reason to believe that these wise men came from this much
abused empire than from any other people, came in search of this
new light and new truth which their great philosopher and teacher,
Confucins, had predicted, and of which they were in search during
successive generations, as shown by their books of history.

No, sir; it is not a debased empire. Its higher anthorities are the
peers of European and American statesmen. When you speak of it
as a government, it is not a government acting upon low or barbaric
principles unworthy of our commendation or respect. There was a
famous house of American merchants in Canton at the time of the
famous opinm war. Ah! do you remember, my colleagues on this

]

floor, when you speak of the comparative “ Christianity 7 of nations,
that while China stood with all her worthless armament of battle,
but with all her moral {m\\'er behind it to keep her people from
becoming debased and falling into the wretched opinm drunkenness
which now characterizes the shops of 8an Francisco, Canton, and
other cities; when she songht to prohibit the importation of opinm,
as temperance men in this conntry are seeking to prohibit drunken-
ness from liquors? Your “Christian” nation across the water it was
that sent her naval forces to compel China to break down that bar-
rier and admit Indian opium, that the people of that empire might
continue in spite of their enlightened government to become beasts,
debased atthehand of her ‘““most Christian ” majesty’s government.
At that time, at the close of that war, this American merchant,
whose name is known and honored—and I may speak it—Mr. Forbes,
handed a memorial to the representative of the imperial government
in the province. In that memorial he alluded to the imperfect mil-
itarﬁ' system in China, and recommiended to that government to send
to the United States and obtain twenty, more or less, Ig;rzu:luah_-n of
West Point, and guns and ammunition and examples of military ar-
mament which should better defend the empire and show the way
that ‘Christian ” nations made war upon each other, that China
might nse similar means for her own defense.

The Chinese official indorsed it, referring it to the imperial gov-
ernment at Peking. The answer came in about sixty days, and reads
something like this, as was told me by a member of that mercantile
house: “The imperial government, knowing the friendship of Mr.
Forbes for China, departs from its nsnal custom of receiving such
papers in silence, and not only notifies him that it declines the
proposition but gives the reasons why. The memorial proposes to
educate this government in the art of war. War is barbarism and
belongs to a state of barbarism. China long years ago Pa.ssad that
stage of her existence and has no desire to return to it.’

There is your paganism; there is your idolatry; there is your
debased country, which has been defamed on this floor! Sir, I appeal
to gentlemen here to make the diseriminations due from fair-minded
men, diseriminations not founded on costumes, not founded on the
way of wearing the hair, not founded on ignorance of our language
but discrimiaations based upon better and higher prineciples an
facts than these paltry distinetions.

We have here representatives of that people who are orderly, who
are seeking education, who are in responsible places, and who are
entitled torespect. On theother hand, you have bad classes who are
not entitled to respect, and against whom it is legitimate tolegislate.
Let us frame our bill in this spirit of accomplishing purposes admit-
ted to be just. Let us be careful that we do not %orfeit the friend-
ship of a great empire, to be still greaterin the future, when she shall
have aceepted more and more of the principles of progress that ani-
mate us. Let ustake carethat we do not forfeit that friendship, that
we keep within the treaty, and assure that great government of the
honesty and good faith of this Government and of the people of the
United States. [Applause.]

I now yield ten minutes of my time to the gentleman from Michi-
gan, [Mr. Lorp. ]

Mr. LORD. Mr. Speaker, it is expressed in the title of this bill that
it is ‘“to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to the Chinese.”
The execution of the treaty as contemplated in the bill hefore us is
mainly directed to the following article of the treaty of 1881 :

ArrticLe T. Whenever in the opinion of the Government of the United States the
coming of Chinese laborers to the United States, or their resid

ence therein, affects
or threatens to affect the i of that order of

the said country or of any locality withinthe territe e t:hemf—wth;h Gao\'ﬂt'nment of
China agrees that the Government of the United States may regulate, limit, or sus-
pend such coming or residence, bnt may not absolutely prohibitit. The limitation
or ion shall ber ble and shall apply only to Chinese who may go to the
United States as laborers, other classes not Yeing inciuded in the Lyait

16 Honvasary &0 GaTuros tho Tegubitian: Tusiation; o Sosponsion Of TmHlgratiiny
and immigrants shall not m?ﬂm to personal maltreatment or abuse. 2.

I claim that the bill as it stands instead of being true to its title
is snbstantially a bill to abrogate in important respects the treaty to
which it refers, as known to be understood by the commissioners who
ne%otiated it on the part of the Chinese,

certainly maintain, though I shall not attempt to make it form-
ally, that a ﬂpoint of order would lie against the bill for radical
defect in title. When the Chinese commissioners refused, as they
did, to treat with our own on the basis of prohibition of immigration
of their laborers, including skilled laborers to the United States, it
is not in the least degree probable, not even supposable, that they
would have consented to negotiate npon a proposition to prohibit
such immigration for twenty years.

Twenty years covers the whole emigrating period of a man’s life.
To interdict 4 man for twenty years in such an interest as this is to
interdict him absolutely. To prohibit for twenty years on a subject
such as is now before us is to prohibit absolutely one entire genera-
tion of men. Twenty years is a lonﬁ term of yearsin human affairs.
Of those who occupy seats in this House to-day, and who will vote
on this bill, not one in twenty of them but will twenty years hence
be by the majority of their countrymen—

As much forgotten
As the canoe that e a lonely lake
A years ago.
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I contend that the bill is contradictory to its title, and contradic-
tory to the treaty.

The treaty stipulates that ‘‘the limitation or suspension shall be
reasonable,” and that no prohibition was contemplated by either
party to the conference is assured by the fact that on that basis China
refused to confer, and more, the treaty stipnlates against it.

The treaty aunthorizes a s nsion. at is a word of certain
import 1n the relation in which it stands; and the Chinese ministers
understood it perfectly. Toprohibit forfive years might be regarded
as a suspension. To prohibit for ten years, by a very indulgent
interpretation, might also be, or without outrage upon the use of
)anguagc be construed or assumed to be also a suspension.

If an amendment is made to the bill limiting the suspension to
cither of those shorter terms so as to be ‘“reasonable,” as expressed
in the treaty, I shall vote for the bill. T shall do so with reluctance
even then, because I regard it as a departure from great and cardinal
prineiples upon which are based, and from which are deduced all the
theories of huinan rights that underlie and sustain the grand structure
of government that has rested its foundations en this continent.

I regret, Mr. Speaker, that the star of empire on its westward way
shall at the Golden Gate, under a cloud alleged to be portentous in
that locality, be in some degree obscured even for ten years.

If this bill must be passed, not because the evils to be remedied
endanger the nation, but because, as set forth in the preamble, it
‘““endangers the good order of certain localities within the territories
thereof,” for the sake of arresting an immigration declared to be
dangerous to a locality in these United States, I wounld depart from
the eternal principles of rectitude in government only for the briefest
time indispensable to an exceptiona dpurpoae, to meet an exceptional
difficulty in the form of a moral epidemic limited in the area of its
influence.

It is, Mr. Speaker, as certain as the advance of time and progress-
ive development in human affairs that if this bill is passed wo shall
have to retrace onr steps as a people to the solid foundation to which
I have referred ; and if the departure is only for ten years, and better
if but for five, we shall find our way back more certainly and with
less divergence manifest in the luminons and what should be the
unnswerving direction of onr onward march.

There is much in the bill, and in the theories and arguments of
those who favor if, that would invite discussion if time were allotted.

Questions of this kind present themselves: while for forty years
and more we have been aendinﬁ missionaries to China, and at con-
siderable expense translating the Bible, on which we base our eivil-
ization, into the Chinese language, should we legislate to exclude our
converts, and those whom we would convert, from beneath our Chris-
tian flag and from out our promised land? Shall we exclude a Chris-
tian Chinese laborer, especially skilled in some department of nseful
industry, who wishes with wife and children to immigrate to one of
our States and ogen a shop or conduct a manufacturing industry ?

If gentlemen shall say that this is snp‘mﬁing an extreme case, then
it may be said again that extreme cases illustrate principles, and this
bill goes to the extent of the illustration.

‘While the promoters of this bill charge upon the Chinese laborers
that they do not come here to stay, they admit that they press them
earnestly to be gone and will scarcely allow them to stand upon the
order of their going.

They charge them with providing for the removal of their bodies
to China when they shall have died, but neglect to inform us that
opposition would cease, if we were permitted to retain perpetual
custody of their bones, until the morning of the resurrection.

Their opposers charge upon them that they come without their
wives, but omit to state that opposition wonld cease, or that the
would be welcome if they brought their wives and families wi
them.

They charge that they are cooly laborers, under a form of slavery
offensive to our atmosphere so recently made free, and then they con-
struct a bill and ask us to passit into alaw, excluding skilled work-
ers in the arts, as well as honest toilers with the spade or at the
loom, who may be as free as any man in the Pacific or Atlantic
States.

They are charged with coming here without any design of citizen-
ship and with no intention of assimilation into our national citizen-
ship, and then };mposa a bill that if passed enacts that “no State
court or court of the United States shall admit Chinese to citizen-
ship.”

Ipn.m dis; ,in the consideration of this bill,to go very far to
meet the declared necessities of the Pacific States as represented

ially by one of their eloquent and able members of this House;
and if the bill be so amended as to shorten the time of its prohibition
so0 as to bring it clearly within the intent of the treaty to which it
relates and which it is its professed purpose to execute, my present
intention is to vote for it. If such amendment is not made I shall
await further argnment from the friends of the measure before I
decide to vote for its final passage as it stands.

Taking a lesson from the early historg of the ancient people with
whom we treat, the promoters of this bill propose to build a wall
abont the entire Republic to afford protection to certain “localities
within the territory thereof” In that wall the Chinese gate shall,
as against the bulk of that nation, be barred for twenty years to

begin with.

Lest it might be remotely susl'peoted by the Chinese Government,
that we were in that wa&to disclose a breach of faith as to the treaty
of 1881, we declare on the contrary that it is our method of
faith ; i)eeause, while the treaty provides against prohibitior, yet
pmhii)it-ion for twenty years means in English only such reasonable
limitation and suspension as the treaty stipulates. Then comes the
gentleman from Massachusetts, [ Mr. RicE, ] who spoke in opposition
to tho bill and gave that kind of faith an old Latin name, punica
fides, which 1 fear will be hereafter spelled in Chinese if this bill
passes, and by that hitherto trusting people held in abhorrence.

I observe in the debate that one gentleman advocating the bill
expressed the opinion that it does not violate the treaty itl‘qpassed, but
that he would be justified in voting for it evenif it did. Now, if that
were a national view of the case I wounld advise a reference to any
good writer who is an authority on international obligations, and see
if he does not call it perfidy.

It is not trne statesmanship to govern according to the capricious
and violent inclinations of any le ; and it is better to look to the
nature of things than to be guided by the present humors of men
whose headlong desires may me their politics only for the time
being. Buch men, while under such influences and impulses, are not
safe as constituents; and legislatorsshould deliberate profoundly on
Rﬂr:]positions emanating from disturbed and exceptional conditions.

ese are old maxims which have been repeated over and over again
by orators and statesmen during the last two thousand years for the
instroction of mankind.

Mr. KASSON. I now yield the remainder of my time to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts, [ Mr. ROBINSON. ]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are ten minutes remaining.

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I would not wish to take the
floor now unless I can have more time than ten minutes.

Mr. PAGE. Then youn had better wait until to-morrow, and take
the floor in your own time.

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. If the gentleman from South
Carolina [Mr. DiBBLE] is to be entitled to the floor at the end of
ten minutes I do not desire to speak now, but would rather speak
to-morrow.

Mr. DIBBLE. I am ready to take the floor now.

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Then I will reserve the ten
minutes to which I am entitled until to-morrow.

Mr. RANDALL. There will be no objection to that.

Mr. DIBBLE. With the statement that I am in favor of this bill
and will vote for it as it is, I will yield to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia [Mr. Tucker] thirty minutes of my time, after which I pro-
pose to yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Illinois, [ Mr.
HAwg, ] and the remainder of my time to my colleague, [Mr. Rich-
ARDSON.

Mr. TUCKER addressed the House. [See Appendix.]

Mr. HAWK. Mr. Speaker, I shall not attempt to deal with the
question nnder consideration in the same channel that has been pur-
sned by the gentleman who has just preceded me, [Mr. TUCKER.]
Yet I will refer briefly to some of his allusions, and draw some par-
allel for the information of the House with reference to the historical
points touched npon by him. My time, however, is limited; I am
not permitted under the arrangement to address the House longer
than fifteen or twenty minutes. I cannot pass this olrportlmit.y,
however, without a brief notice of some of the gentleman’s citations.

He referred eloquently to the Scriptures, and said that the bound-
aries of races were fixed by the divine dictumn. This may be true
to some extent, Mr. Speaker, but the gentleman has no right to
apply it as special pleading to this particular case. It would have
been better for his case had he generalized. Many special instances
may be cited directly against the proposition which he presents, and
the Seripture he quoted in proof. His statement that America was
specially designed for the Cancasian race might have been properly
followed by the qualification that the continent has for ages before
been the home of the red man. I do not treat his Seripture quota-
tion in any ].ight sense, but I eall the gentleman to task for making
special pleas in this direction and attempting to sustain them by
seriptural quotations.

The gentleman also, referring eloquently to races, mentioned the
colored race, and stated that if the political status of the colored
race at the Sonth has been established no man would dare say so;
that it is rather an untried experiment. So he runs the parallel be-
tween these races, the negro and Mongolian, and his parallel is cor-
rect in more respects than one.

The negro has been for long years kept in bondage and denied the
rights of citizenship. Of course it is not to be expected that the
members of this race will spri:g at once into the front rank of eciv-
ilization after this long period, during which they were crowded
down with the brand of servitude upon them. Neither is it expected
that these Mongolians, having drifted along for a period of many
thousands of years in one channel, can agring at once from the pe-
culiarities that have so long environed them and take a front rank
in onr Anglo-Saxon civilization. Butwhy shall we continue to keep
them down by unfriendly legislation? I am as much opposed to the
introduetion of China as China into this country as any mzr. on this
floor, but when men from Eastern Asia come here with the avowed
intention of becoming part and parcel of us, I am in favor of giving
them a fair chance in our unprecedented march of progress,

e
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But, Mr. Speaker, as I before stated, my time is limited, and T will
not devote more to these topics. : ]

1t will not be expected, after the able discussion of thx_a Isa_t. few
days, that I can materially enlighten the House upon this bill. I
shall therefore confine my remarks in the time allotted fo me to a
statement of my views upon two principal points. T ¥

First, the lengthof the time of suspension of Chinese immigration
as expressed in the first section of the bill, to wit:

That from and after the expiration of ninety days next after the of this
act, and until the expiration of twenty years next after the &aumgeo this act,
the coming of Chinese laborers to the United States be, and the same is hereby,
suspended; and during such suspension it shall not be lawful for any Chinese
laborer to come, or, having so come after the expiration of said ninety days, to
remain within the United States.

1t is submitted, Mr. Speaker, that the prohibition herein stated is
a most remarkable and extraordinary departure from the long, fixed
policy of this country npon the subject of immigration, and in my
judgment should be at least materially modified. Iam opposed on
weneral prineiples to sudden and radical changes in laws which
affect a principle of lonﬁ standing, and which carry with them the
tests of experience and the fixedness of age; not that I would oppose
ihe radical and sudden change of law or preced_ent. that brings evil
and danger to the body-politie, but if is a question, a debatable one
at least, whether the introduetion of Chinese chea iabgr, other than
Ly coolies, is an unmitigated evil. Gentlemen of learning and expe-
rience in Congress indulge in appeals and learned arguments in
advocating the theory of it being a benefit to our country.

Since the commencement of this debate the subject has been dis-
cussed with great earnestness from a humanitarian stand-point. Ar-
guments have been presented that the introduction of cbeap labor
into the country enriches it materially in the aggregate, and that
in a philanthropic sense we should not deny the humblest of God’s
creatures the right to better his condition, especially when the
attempt to do so is based upon a desire to render mannal service in
its aceomplishment.

Mr. Speaker, in view of this being at least debatable ground, and
in view as well of it being the opinion of many able and consci-
entions gentlemen that it is in violation of the spirit, if not indeed
of the letter, of treaty stipulations existing between the two nations,
would it not be wise to so amend this section that the limitation of
the period of suspension referred to be made ten years? It is be-
lieved that the accredited representatives of the Chinese Govern-
ment to this country will not object to the extent of a protest to the
passage of a law with a ten-year limitation ; and if is reasonable
that our commercial relations with that country will not be so likely
to be unfavorably affected by such limited restriction as by that of
twenty years.

And when the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] speaks of
members on this side of the Hall ﬁxinﬁlthe limit in an arbitrary
manner, I desire to answer that this bill also fixes the limit in an
arbitrary manner; and why may we not, after due consideration,
reasonably reduce the period which the bill indicates as proper ?

The most to be apprehended from the radieal change proposed by
this section of thﬂq)ill is, that should it become a law if, may raise
the clamor that, having prohibited for so long a time the immigration
of cheap laborers the same rule in prineiple should be applied to all
laborers proposing to immigrate to our country. It is answered by
the [rien(‘s of the bill, who do not favor modification in this respect,
that these people will not, and from the very nature of things cannot,
understand, enter into, or become interested in our political organi-
zation any more than in our social; that they will not permit them-
selves to become absorbed into and become a part of the body-politic,
and this may be true under existing laws. And why? It is because
they are denied the right to beecome citizens, and not being such can
have no interest in onr governmental system. Treaty stipulations
are opposed to their naturalization. And in the proposed enactments
of this bill for the enforcement of such extreme stipulations it is
sought to be made more binding and effective for their exclusion
{rom all rights of citizenship.

This brings us to the examination of the second chief objection to
this bill, to wit, the absolute prohibition of all Chinese from ming
citizens of the Republie. It matters not should these people come in
ood faith to make their permanent homes, casting their lot with us,
willing to become subject to our laws, renouncing all allegiance to
their former sovereign, and manifesting a desire to rehabilitate them-
eelves with ournew, advaneing, enlightening, Christian civilization,
they eannot under the sixteenth section of this bill do so. It is as
follows :

That hereafter no State court or court of the United States shall admit Chinese
to citizenship. And all laws in conflict with this act are hereby repealed.

What,indeed, could be more un-American than the sentiment here
expressed ! The proposed adoption of such a law so nnnatural to our
system, when the boast is constantly indulged that this is the land of
the free and the asylum of the oppressed of every nation, certainly
cannot meet with a favorable response from this House, composed of
the representatives of the people, basking, as is onr boast, in the full
sunshine of the brighfest blaze of civilization the history of the
world has ever known.

I certainly cannot conceive of any evil to result from taking a bet-
fer and broader view of this portion of the question. I would much
prefer for the honor and consistency of onr nation that the law in

this respect be liberalized by the adoption, as a substitute for this
section, of the following from the substitute offered by the gentleman
from Iowa, [Mr. McCoIb :]

8ec. 12. Hesidents of the United States from the Empire of China may be admit-
ted to cifimnahi&acoordin to the provisions of the uniform naturalization laws :
Provided, That they shall have resided therein ten years, and for five years previ-
ous to their naturalization shall have adopted the 8, t dress, and
general habits of citizens of the United States.

I fully acknowledge the power of this or any other government to
protect against such evils as may threaten the happiness of the sub-
ject or citizen. Certainly, no gentleman upon this floor wounld for
a moment doubt the power of Congress to prohibit the importation of
criminals, palﬂ:crs, diseased persons, or coolies, be their services owned
by masters either at home or abroad.

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLOR] most earnestly and elo-
quently inveighed against this bill, characterizing its advocates as
actuated by the same feelings and motives that controlled the slave
owner and driver of the days of African slavery in our country. I,
however, most earnestly protest against such characterization. Iam
not so clear that his honored predecessors, the great and revered Gar-
field and Giddings, as well as Smith, Hale, and Sumner, might not,
were they living, be found. advocating at least some of the prineiples
contained in this bill.

One fact is certainly most apparent throughout their public career,
and that is the determination to completely rid the Republic of any-
thing that savors of the ownership of one human being by another.
And to the extent of nipping this great evil of the ownership of
these Chinese in even remote degree by any individual, company,
association, or organization whatever, whether such owners reside in
Asia, America, or any other portion of the globe, the bill meets my
most hearty approval.

Nor do I believe it to be any the less our duty to protect labor in
this country from unequal and unnatural competition of cooly im-
migration whose labor is completely owned by others, than it is to
indirectly protect it through a tariff upon imports against the cheap
or pauper labor of Europe.

But I had not intended, Mr. Speaker, to consume so much of the
time of the House as I have already done in the presentation of my
views upon these portions of the bill. I had not thou%ht to say a
word during this discussion, but I feel it due myself at least that 1

resent a few thoughts as t.l’:ey suggest themselves to me, and that
ive reasons for the vote whjcl.lu§ expect to cast upon this bill.

'i‘irst. I would modify the prohibition of this bill to ten years,
that no room for accusation 0}, failure on our part to sacredly main-
tain our treaty obligations can be made against us.

Second. I acknowledge the right of Congress to pass such laws as
shall appear wise and proper for protection against the importation
of paupers, criminals, diseased persons, and coolies, and in so far as
this bill reasonably looks to the accomplishment of these results it
has my support.

I believe In the protection and elevation of the laboring classes
of the country, hence oppose the immigration of coolies under con-
tract, or their control by any individual, corporation, or association
having such purpose in view.

Third. I would, by striking out section 16 of this bill and the
adoption of some such plan as that suggested by the amendment of
Mr. McColp, make it possible for snch of these people as come to
our country with the purpose and determination of casting theirlof
with us in good faith to become citizens. With the amendments
suggested, I can heartily support this measnre. Without such mod-
ifications as indieated, or at least some one or more of them, I shall
feel obliged to vote against the bill, for the reason that it is in the
direction of a too sudden and radical change of established usages,
and because I believe without these changes it is confrary to the
spirit of solemn treaty obligations.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Ricu-
ARDSON] is now entitled to the floor.

Mr, CONVERSE. Ifthe gentleman from South Carolina will yield, I
would like to move that the House adjourn. It is now five o'clock.

Mr. PAGE. I hope the gentleman will not press that motion. I
would like to ask unanimous consent that the House take a recess
until ten o’clock to-morrow morning and that the o})mvimm question
on this bill shall be considered as ordered at two o’clock to-morrow.

Mr. RANDALL. And that no business shall be done during the
first two hours of to-morrow’s session.

Mr. PAGE. Nothing but debate on this bill.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I object to that.

Mr. PAGE. Then I will make the motion that the House take a
recess until to-morrow morning at ten o’clock, and will give notice
that if this be agreed to I shall eall the previous question at two
o’elock to-morrow.

Mr. KASSON. I desire to ask the gentleman from California at
what time it will be agreeable to him that I offer my amendments,
so that they may be considered as pending.

Mr. PAGE. I have no objection to the gentleman offering them
at any time that may be agreeable to him.

Mr. KASSON. Then I will offer them now, so that they may be
pending.

Mr. PAGE. Let them be printed in the RECORD.

Mr. KASSON. They are already printed in bill form.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KassoN] asks
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consent to offer certain amendments, which have already been
printed, and to have them considered as pending amendments. Is
there objection ?

Mr. WILLIS. Let them be printed in the RECORD.

Mr. SPRINGER. Noj; they are already in print.

Mr. HOUSE. Isit understood that to-morrow at two o’clock the
previons question will be called ?

Mr. PAGE. I shall then call the previous question on the bill and
amendments.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the proposition of the gen-
tleman from Iowa that his proposed amendments already printed
shall now by unanimous consent be considered as pending? The
Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered.

Mr. HISCOCK. 1 desire to suggest to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia that when the general debate is closed on this bill it shall be
considered as in Committee of the Whole, under the operation of the
five-minute rule, and open to amendment section by section.

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, no.

Mr. PAGE. I prefer not to consent to that. It is a bill of some
seventeen sections, and to agree to that would prolong it into next
week to have five-minute debate on amendments to every section.

Mr. ROBESON. If my friend will pardon me, there may be some
people who would like to amend this bill in some particular way for
the purpose of perfecting it. Now, the debate on this bill has been
general dabatehgven out according to order,

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. What #s the proposition before
the House ¥
. The SPEAKER. There is no proposition pending for the consid-
cration of the House.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I thought a motion was made to
ourn.

o SPEAKER. It was not insisted on.

Mr. PAGE. I should like to ask the House to take a recess until
ten o’clock to-morrow morning.

Mr. RANDALL. That does not require unanimouns consent.

Mr. PAGE. And that it shall be agreed the previons question shall
be ordered at two o’clock. I move that the House take a recess till
ten o'clock to-morrow,

Mr. RANDALL. With the understandin
shall be devoted to debate only on this bi
ments.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I object to that proposition.

Mr. PAGE. I move that the House take a recess till ten o’clock
to-morrow morning.

Mr. SPRINGER. I will
sideration of any other business except this bill.
plish the object of the gentleman from California.

The SPEAKER. This bill will be the regular order. The ayes
seem to have it, and the motion is agreed to.

SERVICE OF SUMMONS IN CHINA.

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the
following message from the President of the United States; which
wasreferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be
printed :

To the Senate and House of Representati

ives :
In ccrm‘)l;lauca with section 4119 of the Revised Statutes, act of June 22, 1860, I
transmit to Con a copy of two additional regulations established in accord.
ance with the fifth seetion of that act by the envoy extraordinary and minister
plenipotentiary of the United States accredited to the Government of China, and
assented to by the several United States consular officers in that conntry, for the
service of summons on absent defendants in cases before the consular courts of
the United States of America in China.

These regulations, which are accompanied by a copy of the minister's tch
on the subject, are ded to the ideration of Congress with a view to
their approval.

ExXEcUTIVE MANeION, March 22, 1882,

WHITE MOUNTAIN INDIAN RESERVATION.

Mr. DAWES, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No.
5378) to define and mark out the bonndaries of the White Mountain
Indian reservation in Arizona Territory, and making appropriations
for the necessary survey ; which was read a first and second time,
referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be
printed.

that the first two hours
and to offering amend-

ive notice that I will object to the con-
t will accom-

CHESTER A. ARTHUR.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I called for a division on the motion that
there be a recess till to-morrow at ten o’clock.

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood it was called for by the gen-
glsamn from New Hampshire, but nnderstood it was afterward with-

Wi

Mr. BRIGGS. Idid not withdraw it; I stated distinetly on inquiry
that I wonld not.

The SPEAKER. The Chair misunderstood the gentleman.

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL.

On motion of Mr, BLACKBURN, by nnanimous consent, the amend-
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 4222) making appropri-
ations for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1883, and for other p ses, were taken from the
Speaker’s table, ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee
on Appropriations.

FORTIFICATION BILL.

On motion of Mr. FORNEY, by unanimous consent, the amend-
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3208) making appropri-
ations for fortifications and other works of defense, and for the arma-
ment thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1383, and for other
purposes, were taken from the Speaker’s table, ordered to be printed,
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

The SPEAKER. The question recurson the motion that the House
take a recess nntil to-morrow morning at ten o’clock.

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 72, noes 17.

So the motion was agreed to.

Mr. DUNNELL. Before the vote is announced let me ask a ques-
tion. Is it the understanding that no business is to be transacted ?

The SPEAKER. This will be the regular order, and no other bus-
iness can be transacted unless the gentleman from Minnesota and
every other gentleman consents.

Mr. MILLER. And the gentleman from Illinois has given notice
that he will object.

And then (at five o’clock and five minutes p. m.) the House took a
recess till to-morrow morning at ten o’clock.

MORNING SESSION.

The recess having expired, the House at ten o’clock a. m. (on Thurs-
day, March 23) reassembled.

CHINESE IMMIGRATION.

The SPEAKER. The regunlar order is the further consideration of
3;16' bill (8. No. 71) to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to

inese.

Mr. RICHARDSON, of Bouth Carolina. Mr. 8peaker, while I heart-
ily indorse most of the argunments which have been so ably and so
eloquently urged in favor of this bill, I cannot give my entire assent
tosome of the reasons advanced to show why weshould pass the bill
in its present shape. Bnt I will not consume the time of the House,
already wearied with this long discussion, to point out the arguments
I do not give'my assent to nor yet to repeat those I fully indorse.

I must take time, however, even at this late hour in the discussion,
to give,in a very hurried way, some reasons why I shall vote for the
bill. T wish to say, first, that I wonld like to have the bill modified
in at least one particular. For several reasons I believe it would be
best to limit the period to ten years within which to exclude Chinese
laborers from coming into our ecountry.

We have been told by those favoring the bill in its present shape
to make it twenty years, and if we see reasons for shortening the time
we can easily repeal the law. That is not so easily done as seems to
be supposed by the friends of that feature in the bill. Besides, such
a course would not remove the chief objection I have to that clause.

The bill with the twenty years’ limitation in it looks to my mind
and I submit it will appear so to the nations of the world and to all
unbiased minds, as a virtnal abrogation of our solemn treaty with
China. I would avoid this in appearance as well as in fact if we
can do so without injury to curselves and without a destruction of
the objects which are professed to be sought in the bill. That we
can do this I have no doubt. The bill wiﬁ:l be just as effective and
will accomphish for our friends npon the Pacific coast just as much
for the time for which it will run if it be limited to ten instead of
twenty years, and will look much fairer and more in keeping with
our treaty. Then at the end of ten years, if it be fonnd to be needed,
and the measure is working as satisfactorily as its friends ho}}e it
will, we ean more easily extend the time than we counld repeal the
law if now made to be of force for twenty years. I say I wounld pre-
fer this change or medification, and I hope an effort will be made to
that end. Ilg it is made, I shall give it my sapport.

I am, however, so much in favor of givingour friends on the Pa-
cific coast the relief they need, and th.ugk' them so clearly entitled to
protection from the evils which threaten them, that I do not hesitate
to say I shall vote for the bill in its present shape, whether it be modi-
fied asindicated ornot, rather than not see it pass; and, asI havesaid, I
desire to give some reasons why Ishall do this. I i)el.ieve, Mr, Speaker,
that it is our first duty as legislators to look to the interests of our
constituents—to look to the interest of those we now represent, our
own people, those now on American soil, who are one of us and who
have cast in their lot with us, before we look after the interest of the
great brotherhood of mankind. It sounds very fine and very patri-
otic for honorable gentlemen to speak of this country as being the
“home of the wanderer” and * the asylum of the oppressed of every
clime,” and to proclaim ‘‘ that onr doors are open to all who love
our free and republican form of government.” And it does very
well that this shounld be the case within certain limitations and
restrictions.

But, Mr. Speaker, I hold that it is a higher and better patriotism
to look first after the interestand protection of all classes of our own
people, those who claim and have the right to call npon us “* as fellow-
countrymen.” We now claim that it 1s our duty, and we exerciso
the right, to exclude from our shores all who bring or are likely to
bring with them any pestilence or disease which may injure the health

and physical well-being of the people of any portion of our country.
Have we not the same right, and is it not an eqnal duaty, to exclude
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any and all persons who we know or believe would injure and lower
the moral standing and condition or degrade any class of the people
whose interest we are senf here tolook after and protect? I am one
of those who hold that the one duty is as sacred as the other.

From all we know of the Chinese laborers, the coolies, a popula-
tion, as has well been said, diseased morally and physically, who can
doubt that their unrestrained and unlimifed introduction into our
country and a general intermingling of these people with our labor-
ing population would have the effect of increasing vice, immorality,
and crime among them. I believe it wounld have this effect gener-
ally in the North, the East, and the West, wherever they are intro-
tnced ; but no one who knows the colored people can for a moment
donbt what the effect will be if these Chinese coolies are allowed to
freely intermingle in the South with our colored population. No
one who does not know the negro as we know him, and who has
not seriously reflected npon this aspeet of the subject, can imagine
what would be the state of society and the condition of things in
the South among that people if the Chinese coolies were injected
among them. Ifisidle tosay there is no danger of their going South.
With the population that China has, if our ports are kept open to
them, the day is not very far distant when they will no# 0111{ fill the
factories and workshops of the North and East, but when they will
seek the workshops and the rice-fields of the South. Now, while we
are able, let us make provision against the evil which threatens our
future. It would be unwise to wait until we are crippled by its
actunal presence.

But, Mr, Speaker, there is another aspect of this case to which I
desire to call the attention of the House and the country ; and one
which with some may be regarded as a stronger if nota higher ground
for the passage of this or some similar bill. And I desire to empha-
size this ground as the main reason why I shall give the bill my sup-
port, and I believe the main reason why this siﬁa of the House will
give it their support. It is this: because the bill looks to the in-
terest and comes to the protection and support of American labor all
over our broad land—in the North, in the East and in the West as
well as in the South. That labor is with us, Mr. Speaker, and every-
where except at the South is made nup of our own race—bone of our
bone, flesh of our flesh, and blood of our blood. In the South it is
made up of a people who need our protection and our fostering care.

Many of us on this floor represent more colored people than we do
white people. For one, I represent not less than eighty thousand
colored people. These with us in the South are our laborers—not ex-
clusively or entirely, but they make up the great body of the labor-
ing class of the South. While it would be a blow and a grievous
injury to the laboring classes of the rest of this country to allow
Chinese coolies unrestrained immigration to our country, to the col-
ored people of the South it would be a disaster and almost utter ruin.
The Chinese laborer or cooly, as a general thing, as we all know,
comes here without any family to support, and nature has adapted
him to live on very little; he would thrive on what the eolored man
would starve. He does and can afford to work for one-half the wages
which the colored man must have in order to get along.

As a friend, then, to the laboring classes all over our country, but
especially as a friend to the colored man, and as in part his representa-
tive here, I can never consent to allow the Chinese cooly the right
to enter the factories, the workshops, the farm and rice fields of the
Sonth to drive out our own people, white and colored, and supplant
them as our laborers, For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I have felt it
my duty to raise my voice in favor of this bill and to give it my vote.

n closing these remarks let me say I am a little surprised to see so
many of our Republican friends opposing this bill, and so many of
them willing to allow the Chinese laborers unrestrained liberty to
come into our country, and as a consequence of such coming the
opportunity, the right, and the power to compete with and run down
the wages of our own people. I confess Ilooked for a different course
from those who, so far as I have been able to judge, have always pro-
fessed at least to be the friends of the laboring man and the especial
friends of the colored man.

I know that the factories and workshops of the North and the
East, and perhaps of the South, want cheap labor, and that they
can, if this restriction is not placed upon the Chinese coming to our
country, obtain all the labor they require at perhaps one-half its
present cost. But, Mr. S8peaker, we must look beyond the mere
saving of dollars and cents, and ask ourselves what then is to be-
come of the American laborer? To what may such a result drive
him? Bo far, our country has been comparatively free from serious
strikes and riots, but if this competition is allowed without restric-
tion or control, who can tell what the future may have in store for us?

On the other hand I am glad to see the unanimity with which this
bill is bei.nﬂ%asupport.od by our Democratic friends. And when the
final vote 11 come to be taken I hope that the vote of this side of
this House will show to the country where the friends of the labor-
ing man are to be found.

r. WISE, of Penusylvania, addressed the House, [See Appendix.]

The SPEAKER pro iempore, (Mr. PacHEC0.) Does any other gen-
tleman desire the floor?

Mr. SHERWIN. Ibelieve I amnow entitled tothe floor, but under
the circumstances, with the present surroundings, lacking the ex-
hilaration necessary to enable me to make a speech, I do not care to
proceed at this time, and I move that the House a®journ.

XTIT—137

Mr. TILLMAN. Perhapsother gentlemen who desire to speak may
drop in before twelve o’clock,

. RANDALL. If gentlemen who proposed to speak are not here
I think they cannot expect those who are here to wait for them.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest that the
House take a recess until eleven o’clock.

Mr. PAGE. I make that motion.

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at ten o’clock and
twenty-five minutes a. m.) the Honse took a recess until eleven
o’clock a. m.

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at eleven
o'clock a. m,

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. PAcnEco.) The House resumes
the consideration of the bill (8. No. 71) to execute certain treaty
stipulations relating to Chinese.

Mr, PAGE. A number of gentlemen on both sides of the House
have expressed a desire to speak on this bill, and if there are an{
here who desire to proceed I presume they will be mcoEni.md.
propose to call the previous question io-day at two o’clock.

Mr. BROWNE. g[r. Speaker, it is easy to follow the multitude
and champion that side of a controversy that receives its applause,
It is agreeable also to be in accord with personal and political
friends, and if on this occasion I antagonize popular opinion and
political associates it is because I believe in loyalty to right as I
am permitted to see the right. In putting on the record my protest
against this bill I speak for no one but myself. What I may say is
cﬁu‘rgeable to no party. IfI dissent from any creed or tplatform it is
because I feel that it is safer to follow the principles of honesty and
justice than mere party utterances.

As this bill stands I cannot support it. While it is said to be a
measure to prevent the introduetion of disease, crime, pauperism, and
servile labor into the United States, the language and spirit of the
bill prove that it aims only to exclude Chinese laborers regardless
of their moral, pecuniary, or physical condition. It is caste legisla-
tion aimed at the Chinese now, but furnishes a precedent for the
exclusion hereafter of every foreign-born laborer,

Again, in my deliberate judgment the bill violates the treaty
recently made between ourselves and the Celestial Empire.

Moreover, sir, this measure is supported by a spirit of intolerance
and race prejudice at war with mfy 1deas of right, and upheld by a
logic in which I hear the erack of the master’s whip and read the
doom of a race recently taken from the chattel lists and put into the
manhood of the nation. I doubt a measure that brings such logic
to its snpport. It recalls an era of excitement and danger when a

olitical party was seeking to exclude from any participation in the

vernment all foreign-born persons ““ that America might be saved
to Americans,” Then it was said, ‘“ We invite the foreigner to get
into our wagon and ride with us, but we intend to hold the reins and
drive the team;” and now comes the harsher declaration ‘that
wherever the Chinaman sails he must sail in his own boat.”

In that day of hate party platforms announced that this is a
“ywhite man’s Government, without any admixture of eolor in it;
that we view with alarm the a.ttemg’a made by the Republican party
to force the proud Caucasian race down to a level with the savage
Indian, the loathsome Chinaman, and the filthy and ig{norant negro.”
However, Mr. Speaker, I could support a measure looking to the
regulation, limitation, or s nsion of Chinese immigration if it
were so shaped as to do no violence to treng obliﬁations or the prin-
ciples of liberty and humanity. If this bill shall be so amended as
to suspend the immigration of the vicions, the diseased, the vagrant,
and the imported contract Chinese laborer only, and the time of sus-

nsion be reduced to a reasonable period, say ten years, I will vote

or it, but I do not hope this,

I freely admit it to be the duty of a political community to protect
its citizens from the introduetion from without of disease, pauperism,
and erime. No nation may send to us its vicious, its di , or its
vagrants ; nor fasten upon us a system of degrading servile labor.
From all such classes we must defend ourselves, and we need no treaty
stipulations to enable us to do so. doing this we exercise the
right of national self-defense. If thisbill did not go beyond this; if
it aimed only to protect our people from an invasion of these classes,
1 would support 1t if the suspension was eternal in its duration, and
if it embraced with the Chinese every other people on the earth. But,
sir, this measure goes far beyond this, for its sole and manifest pur-
pose is to wholly exclude from this country such Chinese as may
work, and for no crime except that they are laborers. The China-
man is not to be punished for bringing disease, vice, or pauperism ;
nor because he is servile, but because he brings brain and muscle an
contributes to the development of our illimitable resources his skilled
and unskilled industry. Let us see if I am correct. I read the first
and seventeenth sections of the bill:

SecTioN 1. That from and the expiration of ninety days next after the
sage of thisLmt.. and until th:?:pimﬁ::pof twen GATS my:t nﬂ.:r the L2
of this act, the coming of Chinese laborers to the n%tad States be, and tga saImo
inhere‘bh suspended ; and during such nsion it shall not be lawful for any
Chinese laborer to come, or, having so come the expiration of said ninety days,
to remain within the United States.

8Ec. 17. That the words ** Chinese laborers,” wherever used in this act, shall
be ou:ligutmed to mean both skilled and unskilled laborers and Chinese employed in

It is clear that the twenty years’ suspension applies only to skilled
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and unskilled laborers and Chinese employed in mining, and not to
the vicious, diseased, or vagrant classes as such. Now, unless this
exclusion is authorized by nnquestioned treaty stipulations, if is
clearly wrong. It is opposed to the well-settled prmcl;iles of this
country, for it is a cardinal American doctrine ‘‘ that the right of
expatriation is a natural and inherent right of all people,” indispen-
sable to the enjoyment of the rights of life, liberty, and the pursuit
of happiness. We have as a people clung to this doctrine as closely
a8 we ];ave to the sacred truths of the Declaration. On this ques-
tion Senator Morton says:

That a man’s right to withdraw from his native country and make his home in
another, and thus cut himself off from all connection with his native country, is a
Imrt of his natural liberty, and without that his liberty is defective. We claim

hat the right to liberty is a natural, inherent, God-m right, and his liberty is
imperfect unless it carries with it the right of expa n.

1 subseribe to this doctrine fully ; it is a part of my political creed.
I am speaking now withount reference to the existing treaty. With
Senator Morton, I believe a man, whether Celt or SBaxon, Teuton,
African, or Mongolian, has a right to withdraw from his native coun-
try and make his home in another, and that without this his liberty
is defective. This bill puts this right of expatriation, this right
‘¢ essential to perfect liberty,” so far as Chinese who labor are con-
cerned, in chains for twenty years. Senator Morton says further :

As to all other rights of foreigners coming to onr shores to work or trade or
manufacture and acqnire property, we have never made any distinction, To do
that now wonld be a t innovation upon the policy and traditions of the Govern-
ment, and would be a long step in the denial of the brotherhood of man and the
humanitarian policy inangurated by our fathers.

Here is the very }:ith of the question. Have we ever denied the
right of any other foreign people to come here fo work and acquire
property? Never. Why, then, deny this right to the Chinese? My
colleague [ Mr. CALKINS] supports this measure because it is to “re-
strain erime and prevent pauperism and disease.” If this be its pur-

how strange its wording! I deny again that such is the object
of the bill. there were no other ends to be attained than those
announced this bill wonld never have been here. Who does the bill
exclude? Does it say ‘it shall not be lawful for any Chinese leper or
pauper or criminal” to come here? Nothing of the kind; it only
excludes the Chinese workingman, whether he be skilled or unskilled,
whether he works in the kitchen, the garden, the workshop, the
fields, or in the mines. It is not the pauper but the laborer ; not the
idle but the industrious; not the profligate buf the thrifty ; not the
diseased but the healthy, who are feared by the promoters of this bill,

1 object to this bill in its present form, therefore, because it attacks
the freedom of labor—the liberty to work. If yon would elevate
labor make it free. Servile service,such asslaves yield, is degrading,
and such I would exclude from this country by making it free. Butl
insist that the right to work without trammel is a natural one, to
be enjoyed alike by every race and color. In opposing the mean
diserimination made in this bill against labor I am not speaking for
the Chinese buf for the dignity ot‘gla.bor, for freedom, for the rig%nt of
man to live, his right to enjoy the air, the sunshine, the earth, and
the fruits of his labor ; for the toilers in the field, in the mines, and
the workshop. I am for the largest possible liberty for every man
and every people who engage in honest labor. God made man among
the weakest of his creatures and sent him into the world where the
very elements challenged hisright tolive. Nature provides him with
neither food, raiment, nor shelter fit for use without toil. Itholdsin
its niggardly grasp almost everything essential to man’s comfort, and
only yields them up in exchange for human effort. Man’s necessities
compel him to labor, for life itself is the price of labor. “In the
sweat of thy face thou shalt eat thy bread.”

If man has the right to life he has the right to employ the means
to maintain it. As he must eat he must be free to Rriuck the fruits
of his personal effort. Tolabor man must have a field for its emplljt-)ty-
ment, and to shut him out is to strike down both liberty and life
I believe a man has as muchright to labor asto breathe. Moreover,
I hold that man’s ability to labor is his own property—that it be-
longs to him as much as do his hands or his eyes. He may employ
it in lawful pursuits upon such terms as he maly choose, Ifhe can-
not obtain a high price for it he may accept a low one. We cannot
limit his right to contract his labor without assuming the power to
prohibit it altogether.

I have, Mr. Speaker, been talking of a principle—a right, if you

Jease—that I believe to be as sacred and as universal as tﬁe right of
ifeitself. Iadmit that life ma{be taken, but only in rare and excep-
tional cases; and except insuch to take a human life is a erime. 8o
with this liberty of human labor. It, too, may be s ded in some
great exigency of national or personal peril, but to suspend it with-
out the gravest cause is a monstrous crime against human nature. It
is my deliberate judgment, after patient and anxious inquiry, that no
such danger threatens our people as will justify this extraordinary
quiala.t.ion. But of this I will speak hereafter.
proceed to inquire, does this bill violate our treaty with the
Chinese Empire? This is certainly a most important question. We
cannet afford to be both dishonest and unjust. We degrade onr-
selves in the esteem of the civilized nations of the world if we even
hesitate to keep our treaty obligations. We ought to keep faith even
with the heathen and the idolater. We ou(i;ht to take pride in main-
taining a character for uprightness and fair dealing. We are too great
te do a little thing or a mean one for any cause, much less to secure

the end aimed at by this legislation. China—ecall her heathen if you
will—has kept her every treaty obligation with us in the most gen-
erous good faith. Shehas never failed and never murmured. When
we have become restive and discontented with the terms of an exist-
ing treaty she has magnanimously entered into another with us. In
our first treaty of thirty-eight years ago she promised us ‘“a perfect,
permanent, and universal peace and a sincere and cordial amity;”
and she has kE})t that promise with no Panic faith.

A quarter of a century ago, in the twenty-ninth article of the
treaty of 1858, this ‘ heathen” people said:

The principles of religion as professed by the Protestant and Roman Catholic
Churches are reco, as teao%ing men to do good and to do to others as they
would have others do unto them.

Thus putting in harmony the philosophy of their great Confucius
with the teachings of Jesus of Nazareth. In the Burlingame treaty
China and the United States both—

Cordially recognized the inherent and inalienable rlﬁl:t of man to change his
home and allegiance, and also the mutnal advantage of the free migration and im-
migration of their citizens and suhjects, respectively, from the one munng to the
other, for purposes of curiosity, of trade, or as permanent residents. The high

contracting parties, therefore, join in reprobating any other than an entirely vol.

untary immigration for these purposes.

This is the American doctrine; we insisted upon its acceptance by
the Chinese, and it was accepted, and, more than all, has been re-
ligiously kept. Let us profit by this heathen example of good faith.
I need not say with what faith we as a people have acted toward
China; how we have kt:gt our solemn promise to *secure to Chinese
subjects residing here the same rights, privileges, immunities, and
exemptions accorded to citizens and subjects of the most favored
nations.,” Have we kept this promise? Have we tried to do it? I
will not speak of the atrocities to which the people of the Chinese
Empire in our midst have been subjected by our most civilized and
Christian people, The past muststand, but I do not care to recall it.

The events that brounght about the treaty of Peking of the 19th of
July, 1881, are too recent and too well known to need repeating. It
is with that treaty we have to do to-day. Let us repeat so much of
it as refers to the matter of Chinese immigration, and see what
restraint may be put upon it. The article most important in this
connection is the first, and reads:

‘Whenever in the ull;iuion of the Government of the United States the coming of
Chinese laborers to the United States, or their resid therein, affects or threat-
ens to affect the interests of that country, or to endanger the good order of the
said conntry or of any locality within the territory thereof, the Government of
China agrees that the Government of the United States may Inte, limit, or
suspend such coming or residence, but may not absolutely prohibit it. Thelimi-
tation or susy shall be r ble and shall apply only to Chinese who may
go to the United States as laborers, other classes not%ein cloded in the limita-
tions. Legislation taken in regard to Chinese laborers will be of such a character
only as is necessary to enforee the regnlation, limitation, or suspension of immi-
gration, and immigrants shall not be subject to personal maltreatment or abuse.

Here it is stipulated that the Government may regulate, limit, sus-
}:uend, but not prohibit, the coming to the United States of Chinese

aborers whenever, first, in the opinion of the United States the com-
ing of such laborers into the country or their residence therein affects
or threatens to affect its interest ; or, second, whenever such comin
9tr nt',iiden%o endangers its good order or the good order of any local-
ity thereof.

This article further expressly stipulates that this limitation or sus-
pension shall be reasonable, and that to enforce this agreement only
necessary legislation shall be employed.

Now, sir, I will reverse in my discussion of this question this order
of statement and submit, first, what is a reasonable period of sus-
pension under this treaty ¥ Itissaid that this question is left wholly
to the judgment of the Government of the United States. I grant
it, and for this reason I insist that it is our solemn duty to so guard
our legislation as to do no possible wrong. It would be little less
than infamouns to take advantage of a discretionary power generously
accorded us by a friendly nation to interfere with or impose unusual
restrictions npon the liberties of its subjects. As a Christian people
Jjealous of our honor we dare not do sucha t.h.inf. The magnanimity
that left the discretionary power with us strongly appeals to our sense
of honor not to abuse it.

What, sir, do the words ‘‘ reasonable suspension” mean in the con-
nection in which they are used? They must be interpreted in the
light of the subject to which they apply, of the circumstances sur-
rounding the high contracting parties at the time of their employ-
ment and of the meaning, if any, given them at the time of the
negotiation of the treaty. This bill wholly"v'pmhihita the coming
here of Chinese laborers for twenty years. ithin this period not
a single subject of the Celestial Empire can come into the United
States if he belongs to the laboring class. Is this long prohibition
a “reasonable suspension?” It is said this suspension is reasonable,
for it is a short time compared with the length of a nation’s life, and
with equal force the friends of this measure may say it is a very short
time indeed when compared with the duration of eternity. enty

ears, sir, is a very long time when taken out of the term of a human

ife, or when measured by the life-time of a generation.

Construed by its aurroundjnis, by the circumstances existing at
the time this treaty was made, how does this question stand ? ﬁ‘ha
relations between China and the United States had for thirty years
been friendly and cordial ; for that period Chinese subjects had been
landing upon onmshores and residing among our people; they came
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to us withont restraint and under treaty stipulations which bound
us to protect them and treat them with the same kindness and con-
sideration that we extended to citizens and subjects of the most
favored nations. For thirty years our Pm]fllo had been going to
China for travel, for trade, and to reside. They received the fullest
protection for person and pm]z‘etty from the Chinese Government.
Our commercial relations with that people were undisturbed, and
our citizens resided among them secure in their rights, departing
and returning without restraint. The two nations were at peace.
China was satisfied with the situation, and did not desire to limit
or suspend the immigration to her domain of citizens of the United
States. ‘The new treaty was made in our interest alone, and the
only restrictions it imposes are upon the Chinese people. In the
presence of these unquestioned facts, who dare say that to wholly
prohibit Chinese laborers from coming here for twenty yearsis a
reasonable suspension? To me such an interpretation seems mon-
strous.

Let us go further and see how the high contracting parties con-
strued thisclause during the negotiation of the treaty. The Chinese
commissioners were unwilling to allow the word * prohibit” in con-
nection with the words * regulate or limit or suspend,” and consented
to the latter words only on the condition named. The Chinese com-
missioners explained what they intended their concession to mean.
They said : [

By limitation in number they meant, for example, that the United States having,
as they su‘?poscd,‘ a record of the number of immigrants in each year as well as the
total number of Chinese now there, that no more should be allowed to go in any
one year in future than either the greateut number which had gone in any year in
the past, or the least number which had gone in any year in the past, or that the
total number should never be allowed to exceed the number now there.

Asto limitation in time they meaut, for example, that Chinese should be allowed
to go in alternate years, or every third year; or, for example, that they should not
be allowed to go for two, three, or five years.

Mr. Trescot replied that—

“The United States Government did not ask the Chinese Government to regu-
late, limif, snspend, or prohibit immigration, but to leave that to the discretion
and action of the United States Government itself; that under the Burlingame
treaty as construed in practice the Chinese had the absolute right in any numbers
to come to the United States. This had cansed trouble and embarrassment. What
the United States Government asked was that the Chinese Government shounld
consent to such a modification of the Burlingame treaty as would eénable it, with-
f;:)‘l;] raising unpleasant questions of treaty construction, to exercise that discre-

During the negotiation of this treaty this further conversation took
place:

The Chinese commissioners asked if the United States commissioners could give
:‘J‘mm any idea of the laws which would be passed to carry such power into execn-
fon.
Mr. Trescot replied that this could hardly be done. It would be as difficult to
gay what would be the S{K‘.'Ciﬂl character of any act of Cengress as it would be to say
what would be the words of an edict of the Emperor of China to execute a treaty

_single American in that, or any mi

frontier, or steps from a ship to see a seaboard fown or city? Shall
it be a crime, I ask, for a (‘B:mnmnn on his way home from Cuba or
Mexico to step from the ship to the wharf at San Francisco? Is a
law closing every port, walling about every town, and keeping the
Chinese laborer from touching our soil at every point necessary to
save two States beyond the Rocky Mountains gom Chinese cheap
labor? Such laws E:we brought reproach to our people in the past,
but I have until now ind the hope that they would disgrace
us no more. In these provisions of the bill I find additional reasons
for refusing it my support.

I will be indulged in saying, I hope, sir, that I differ from many
gentlemen of the House as to the necessity for this immediate and
summary exclusion of the Chinese. I ean neither subsecribe to the
facts nor the logic by which they fortify this bill.

First, we are to be frightened to support this measure. It isclaimed
that the Pacific States are being “deluged with the surplus tide of
Asiatic civilization,” or if the delunge is not exactly here it is on the
way. My colleague [Mr, CALKINS] puts it thus:

1 apprehend there is good ground for fears of such an influx from China to this
country as to erowd out those whonow live in and inhabit parts of this Republie,
and which furnishes one reason, and a strong one to my mind, why some restric-
tions should be placed on this immigration.

Can it be that any person regards the present or the future emi-
gration from the Celestial Empire oceasion for alarm? We all know
that China has a reputed population of from 300,000,000 to 400,000,000,
and that these people may reach our shores in thirty days, but we
know also that the Chinese have come to us and gone from us at
their will for thirty years, and that to-day there are not more than
100,000 on the whole Pacific side of the Rocky Mountains. We know
them fo be a quiet, working, peaceful people, not given to violence
or strife. Is it possible that there is danger the Chinese willinvade
us, oceupy our soil, and drive us out, unless we pass a law to keep
Chinese laborers away ? I confessI rather like the idea of defeating
a foreign foe by statute. The method is neither dangerous nor expen-
sive. Bunt I have, until recently, indulged the opinion that China
did not meditate our subjugation. A few days sincesI found on my
desk a speech delivered in San Francisco on March 4, 1832, at an
anti-Chinese meeting, by W. T. Coleman, esq. He held before his
andience the danger we are in from Chinese cheap labor, as follows:

Even to-day she has a navy that puts ours to shame. She lies within thirty days
of us and could, if oceasion require it, place on our shores an army the equal of
which modern times have not seen. nga is not likely to occur soon, but it may

come any day. The death of a single prominent Chinaman in this country, or a
p, might work a complication that wounld at
onee put us in mrms.

It 1s said that in Great Britain there will be put afloat this year at least 1,000,000
of tons register of iron ships and steamers ; more, pro ¥ 1,200,000 tons, or 1,200
vessels of a thousand tons each, If occasion r‘oﬂuirad. China could buy one-half
}hia fleet and, with her own, and such as she could get together, she could starta

power. That two great nations discussing such a subject must always that
they will both act in good faith and with doe consideration for the interests and
friendship of each other.

That the United States Government might never deem it necessary to exercise
this power. It wounld ﬂa];enﬂ upon circumstances. If Chinese immigration con-
centrated in cities where it threatened public order, or if it confined itself to local-
ities where it was an injury to the interests of the American people, the Govern-
ment of the United States wonld undoubtedly take steps to prevent such accumn-
lations of Chinese. If, on the contrary, there was no large immigration, or if there
were sections of the conntry where such immigration was clearly beneficial, then
the legislation of the United States under this power wounld be adapted to such
circumstances. For example, there might be a demand for Chinese labor in the
South and a surplus of such labor in California, and Congress might legislate in
sceordapce with these facts. In general the legislation would be in view of and
depend upon the cirenmstances of the situation at the moment such legislation
became necessary.

The Chinese commissioners said this explanation was satisfactory; that they
had not intended to ask for a draft i any special act, but for some general idea
how the power would be exercised. What had just been said gave them the expla-
nation which they wanted, and they agked that it might be given to them in writing.

It will be observed that the longest period of suspension mentioned
in the negotiation was five years, and it was not intimated by our
commissioners that a total suspension wounld be asked for a longer
time, Mr. Trescot went further, and said the United States might
never exercise the power of suspension aft all, but if it did exercise it
it would be done by legislation adapted to the situation at the mo-
ment such legislation became necessary. Here, in the face of these

statements and assurances, before any material change in the sitna-

tion has occurred, we are engaged in extraordinary haste in fashion-
ing a statute which, I assume to say, is intended to prohibit Chinese
immigration for all time. True, it is for twenty years only, as we
read it in the bill, but read it as it appears in the spirit that stands
behind it, and by which it is upheld, and it is for all eternity. This
bill means mno less than that the suspension shall be twenty ye:
renewable at the option of the United States forever. Will it besaid
that t:.lis is fair ¥ To such legislation I cannot and will not give my
assent.
Again, it was t:ﬁmed by this treaty that if any suspension of immi-
rration should take place it should be enforced only by necessary legis-
ation, Is the humiliating system of certificates and registrations
imposed by this bill on the Chinese and not required of any other
Seoplo who come among us necessary? Is it necessary to visit the

egrading penalties of fines and imprisonment upon every American
citizen who aids or abets a Chinese laborer, to come temporarily into
the United States? As wassaid by the distinguished gentleman from
Towa, [Mr. KassoN,] is it necessary iu order to protect our Pacific
coast to run down every poor Chinaman who happens to cross our

1 vessels on short notice, bringing 2,000 men each, and hurl almost before
wo knew it 2,000,000 people on our coast. This could be readily multiplied so that
five, ten, or even twenty ions could be here in a comparative short time. What
would become of us in such a t_son_t.tn&mcy 1 It is appalling to contemplate, and
yet, unfortunately, it is all within the bounds of bl]ﬁ‘y. Survey the stra-
tegical and political sitnation and you will see that from Enrope we have but little
to fear, from China everything. Xurope has a population of about three hundred
millions, divided into a dozen strong, jealous, watchful nationalities, which will
never [l‘mbably admit of an nverpoworingEnm;m force reaching our shores, but
with China's 400,000,000, one compact body, under one head.hmth a capacity to
send five, ten, or even twenty million people here, or eqnal to the population
of the United States, and yet not drain her resources, we have a picture at which
we may well shudder, and when we look at the campaigns and the devastations of
Ghengis Khan and of Timour, and the other great captains that have led their
hordes from Tartar China, we can better realize the possibilities.

Strange logic! To avoid invasion and conquest by one of the most
formidable powers on earth we must oppress its people and disregard
our treaties with it! It strikes me that if we would avoid the
and devastations of the Ghengis Khans and the Timours we should
treat the Chinese ple kimﬁy and fairly. But no one fears this.
This fearful possibility is gotten up to frighten the timid. I would
not have alluded to it, but reference to the same danger has been often
referred to here during this debate.

The opponents of the Chinese—the champions of this bill—after
demanding that the *Chinese shall go,” or at least that they shall not
come, because of their being filthy, immoral, diseased, and heathens,
reach the real and only issue when they assert that if Chinese labor-
ers are permitted to compete with our people in the labor market we
will be driven out.

These gentlemen plant themselves upon the broad ground that it
is our duty to prohibit Chinese immigration that American labor may
be protected. After carefully studying this question I do not believe
American laborers are in danger from Chinese competition. That
they sincerely believe they are I have no reason to doubt, but the
future will prove them inerror or the whole past of hnman experience
is at fanlt. Why, sir, we all remember the day—the youngest of us
remember it—when our statesmen of the free States were devising
ways for keeping negroes from coming within our borders to chea
and degrade white labor, So frightened were we in the North that
by statutes and constitutions we made it a crime for a colored person
to come into the State. In Indiana we declared all contracts made
with colored persons so coming into the State void, and punished our
citizens with fines and imprisonment if they gave these ostracised
men and women employment.

The people of Indiana voted by over one hundred thousand major-
ity for putting an article into the constitution prohibiting negro
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immigration. Other States did the same thing. It was done to save
white labor from the dangers of an influx of African laborers. How
vloguent our statesmen grew when they talked about alien colored
ple coming into the State to rob our wives and children of their
read. One of these gentlemen—since then governor of the State
a Senator, and a candidate for the Vice-Presidency—on the 8th of
August, 1866, spoke as follows:

I thought it a wise and just policy when :g a vote of nearly one hundred thoun-
sand majority, the people of this State, in their constitution, provided that negroes
shonld not immigrate within our borders. * * * Our policy was that our pop-
ulation should not be mixed, and that negroes ghould not come here to cheapen
and degrade labor.

. - - - - - -

T tell you there will be hot blood when they are found here in such large num-
bers as to press hard on white labor. When the white mechanic or laborer
home to hi‘: wife and children at the elose of his day's work to tell them thata
negro from Kentucky or Tennessee is seeking ht:ex'!aoo. and that a selfish em-
ployer is taking advm:lfnﬁi of this competition to reduce the wages upon which he
relies to feed and clothe them, the words will not be spoken with composure.

The constitutional provision which Mr. Hendricks thought so wise
and just has been abrogated, and for many years no law has inter-
vened between our people and the negro from Kentucky and Ten-
nessee, and still the selfish emp;:ger has not taken advantage of the
colored man’s competition to uce the wages of the white man.
For many years past Indiana has been rid of this caste legislation.
All peoples have been permitted to come to us and abide with us, and
white labor has neither been cheapened nor degraded.

Another eloguent gentleman, now a Senator of the United States,
in a public speech at the capital of his State spoke as follows:

I believe, as I have ever believed, that the admixture of the races is franght
with evil and curses to both, and with blessings to none. All history tells this sad,
calamitons story. * * * There is not a spot of earth beneath the sun where the
experiment has been tried that has not been blighted, often with ashes and blood,
anse&lwa.ya with a deterioration of both the races, and acceleration of all the vices
of mongrels, and a backward flow of the tide of civilization. Nor will we in the
future years cscape this revolting doom if we persist in the attempt to absorbinto
the y-politic 3,000,000 of a degraded and inferior race. The wretched results
may come slowly herein Indiana, but they will as surely come as the footprints of
time continue to advance into the unknown years.
L * - -

Already the vagrant negroes and black lazzaroni of Kentocky and other south-
ern regions are in transportation to Indiana. * * * It will be for the laborers
of the State, the white men who till the soil, the mechanies in the shops, to deter-
mine whether they desire this population in their midst. It will be well for the

ressed workingmen of every avocation and calling, who have nothing left save
the oivil rights of citizenship, fo decide whether they wish to them equally
with the African.

T will appeal to them whether Indiana, a border State, shall be overrun with the
refuse elements of the Sonth. I will appeal to them whether they will encourage
the p of these el ts in their tields, their workshops, and their fires :
# = = T fear that an imported mass of this race would overcome the patience of
the laboring white man.

I quote these predictions in regard to the effect of the unrestricted
immigration of the colored people into the free States on whitelabor
becanse they are suppo by the same logic now used by those
who defend this bill. Twenty years ago it was ‘‘ the ignorant,
filthy, vicious, lazy, degraded negro” that menaced our laboring
people ; it is the filthy, diseased, immoral, and pauper Chinaman
who threatens them now. Torun the parallel, I quote from a speech
made nearly twenty years ago in this House by the distinguished
member from New York, [Mr. Cox.] He spoke as follows:

The right and er to exclude Africans from the States north being compati-
i taraciiits, dRngiavat, Gograding; Ana malust o s whils siet of OMLo Sk of the
ETOus, 5, A us e white men 0 and of the
Nortr}m :ﬂuw such immigration. By the census of 1860, in Ohio we have 36,225
colored outofa pofnlstlun 0f2,830,550. Asa general thing they are vicions,
indolent, and improvident. They number as yet one black to about ai;gd.hm
whites, but their ratio of increase during the last ten years has been 43.30
cent., while that of the white increase is only 17.82 per cent. About one-tenth of
our convicts are negroes. I er from the census of 1850 that four-tenths of the
female Esn“m are blacks, although tke&oompou but one-eightieth of the female
population of Ohio. In Massachusetts the conviets in the ten are one-
sixth black; Connecticut, one-third ; New York, one-fourth. In Ohio the blacks
are not agriculturists, They soon become waiters, barbers, and otherwise sub-
servient fo the whites. They have just enough consequence given to them by late
events to be pestilent. P
If the Senator could visit Green's Row, within the shadow of this Capitol, hence-
forth * Tophet and black Gehenna, called the type of hell,” and note the squalor,
destitution, laziness, crime, and deﬁ:‘ad&ﬁonthem beginning to fester; if he conld
visit the alleys in whose miserable hovels the blacks congregate, he would hardly
be remin of the paradise which Milton sang with its amaranthine flowers,
[langhter,] its blooming trees of life, its golden tage, its amber rivers rolling
over elysian flowers, its hills and fountains and fresh shades, its dreams of love,
and its adoration of God. Alas, he would find nothing here to remind him of
that high estate in Eden save the ce of the spot and the nakedness of its
inhabitants. [Laughter.] If the rush of fres to this paradise continues,
it would be a blmmgdlf vidence should send Satan here in the form of a ser-
t, and an angel to drive the descendants of Adam and Eve into the outer world.
it continnes you will have no one here but Congressmen and neg'mee, and that
will be punishment enough. (Ia&ﬁhuer.} You will have to enact a fugitive law
to bring the whites to their capital. [Laughter.] The condition of the negroes
here is not unlike their condition in Ohio.

How like the s«lllra.‘lm-r filthiness, and degradation of the Chinese
quartered in SBan Francisco! If we strike these ntterances the
word “negro ” and insert  Chinese,” they wounld be admirably suited
for this occasion. The gentlemen who made them could not be in-
duced to repeat them now. They have found their philosophy at
fault. Perhaps the fact that the colored man is a voter has had
something to do with this change of opinion. Facts set mere theories
at defiance. It is a sad mistake to say that labor in this country is
injured by the immigration of a working people, We have too many

- * -

broad acres to till, too many forests to clear up, and too many waste
places to make productive to be injured by any present possible
increase of thrifty, healthy, and honest labor.

But I hear some gentleman say thatevery 100,000 Chinese laborers
that come here displace that many white men. Is this true? If so,
does not the coming of 100,000 subjects of the European nations who
labor drive out that number of American laborers fpm Does not every
laborin%-man who crosses the Atlantic and takes up his residence here
put his laborinto competition with onr labor ? IF not, whynot ¥ It
will not do to say that the coming of these laborers from abroad does
not increase the amount of labor in the market and add to the com-
ietition, for we all know it does. Why then, let me ask, does this
European immigration not injure our laborers ! Iam answered that
it is because these immigrants are of our blood and require the same
food, shelter, raiment, and education we require, and must, therefore,
earn the same w our people secure.

This conclusion isa mistake. Suppose there is a demand for 100,000
laborers only, and these are already in this country, and then 100,000
more come in, what must happen? Either some of these laborers go
withoutemployment or labor cheapens. That our labor is not cheap-
ened by foreignimmigration proves that in this country the demand for
labor is equal to the supply. So long as this equality exists the
commﬁem of free laboring people will do us no harm. Bear in
mind that I only insist upon the right of free and honest laboring
classes to come and stay with ns.

Labor, sir, is wealth, and every hour of honest toil given us adds
to our material prosperity. Nobody doubts this. When labor in-
‘}u_res us or when the influx of a foreign element bears hard on our

al_li)ring people I will help in every reasonable way to mitigate the
evil

In the past twenty years we have had an addition to our popula-
tion of quite 2,500,000 furnished by Great Britian alone. Every year
300,000 to 860,000 foreign-born persons take up their abode in" the
United States, and a very large majority of these are poor laboring
people. Bhall weclose our gates upon tgem ! A single month some-
times brings to our shores as many foreign-born people as there are
now of the Mongolian race in our eountry after an immigration of
t.hjrt%g'eam. ‘Why not exclude all? Is thereno dangerof competi-

tion from this vast influx of laboring people from the Old World 1
Nobody fears this increase. Upon the contrary, we encourage it.
Every observing man knowsthe demand for labor kept pace with

the ever-increasing supply. I can imagine some conservative poli-
tician appealing to the passions of the people and demanding that
the application of steam to machinery be prohibited becanse it thus
utilized is brought into competition with the man who relies upon
his personal labor only to secure shelter, food, and raiment for his
dependent family.

atts and Boulton made their first successful steam engine a hun-
dred years a.%o, and it alone ; the application of steam to machinery
has guadrupled the working forces of the world. What a fearful
competitor the steam-engine is to white labor. Take the lesson the
locomotive has tanght ns. Before its day the product of the work-
shop, of the forge, the furnace, and the field away from our naviga-
ble streams was carted to the distant market, giving employment to
millions of men and beasts. The railroad now occupies this field.
The whistle of the locomotive is heard in almost every village. Our
every commodity is taken to market by steam. Is it nof strange
that this stupendouns revolution in the matter of labor has enhanced
rather than cheapened the price of labor and of horses and mules.

Every day we are increasing the competition with labor by increas-
ing the labor-power of machinery, and all intelligent people encour-
age these labor-savinginventions. In fact, the nationsof the world
encoumFe them by giving the inventors of new and useful devices a
monopoly in their use. Notwithstanding the vast inerease in the
mechanical forces, personal labor is still in as much demand as ever.
The invention of the reaperdrove the old grain-cradle from our har-
vest fields, but labor was not injured. All these improvements in
machinery, this immense increase in the labor power of the worl
have but stimulated the industries of the people, opened up new an
more lucrative fields of employment. They have enhanced the value
of labor. Willing hands still have enough to do.

Mr. Speaker, I am not here todefend the Chinese, for I know little
of them as a people; but I am here to defend the rights of human
nature as I understand them. I freely admit that if the Chinese
laborers are filthy and depraved, if contact with them endangers our
health, character, habits, and superior civilization, they ought to be
kept away. But are these charges trne? We have enough perils of
our own without borrowing from other civilizations. But what is
the true Chinese character? Let Mr. Coleman, of California,
geak. On the 4th of this month, at an anti-Chinese meeting in San

cisco, he said:

There are three things that can be said in favor of the Chinese that have at-
tracted many people a.nlelven them a status, where, ps, a foller acquaint-
ance with them, and a fuller ideration of all q i involved, wo
have been so favorable to them, namely, that physically, mentally, and politi-
cally they are equal, if not superior, to the average of nd. Beyond that, the
comparison is inst them. cally, as laborers in the field, on the farm,
heavy work and light, in many departments, and as operatives and artisans, they
show quickness, strength, sptightliness, endurance, accuracy, and fidelity in a
great r?ogroe Mentally, they are quick, acute, and correct in their perceptions,
apt, strong, and tenacions in memory, and fail in the lessons that have been
taught them. In the higher walks we know that as scholars, statesmen, and
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P they are astute and far-reaching, and held in great respect. Politically,
(and by politically I give that meaning which embraces politeness, adroitness, cun-
mg. nﬂmgt.mlness, they are shrewd and circumspect, and full of resources and

pta &

This is from an enemy of the Chinese race, but even he admits that
physically, mentally, and politically these heathens are equal to or
abeve the average of mankind. Since this debate began I have
studied this question with some care. Ihave examined as thoroughly
as my time would permit the evidence given before the joint special
committee of 1876, as Lo the habits, morals, and health of these people.
I believe the following extracts of evidence from the report of this
committee state as nearly as may be the facts:

CLEANLINESS AND HEALTH.

Page 643, Congressional report:

Arthur B. Stout sworn and examined.

By Mr. BROOES:
% tha.r. is your business 1

. Iam a pi ia;mau i

3. How long have you resided in this State?
. Since February, 1840,
2' .ga.\'e ou practiced your profession from that time?

. Yes, sir.

2. Have you held any office under the State connected with that profession !

. Yes, sir; I am now a member of the State board of health. I have had no
other official appointment, although I have been in the public hospltals as physi-
einn.

. Where have you resided !

. In San Erancisco, constantly.

Q. How near was your office and residence to what is known as the Chinese

1
# A. Right in the midst of it.

Q. ]ifou built there before the Chinese came to that quarter?

A. Yes, sir.

. During your residence there have yon known of any disease, any pestilence,
orlQ ing IEml spreading in there, or spreading from there?
. No, sir; none.

(). The Chinese live in that quarter very closely, do they not?

A. Quite closely, sometimes.

Q. How is it that you account for the fact that under these circumstances they
are apparently so healthy1 -

A, ‘Bheh rugal life gives them more immunity from disease. They eat only
what is nece tolive upon. They eat to live, and do notlive toeat.  They are
elean in their habits, and they drink no whisky. I have never seen a drunken
Chinaman in my life. They consequently obtazl
attack of disease.

a better resisting power to the
. What is their habit in regard to ablutions?
. They constantly wash themselves,
g. The whole person, or only the face and hands !
. My observation of the men is that t.htg keep themselves clean. Their
olothes are clean. As mechanics or workmen they keep themselves very clean.

B{ the CHAIRMAX :
Q. What is the comparative mortality among the Chineseand the whites of this
city—the death-rate
. The death-rate is greater among the whites than among the Chinese.
Qﬁl \!\’ha& is the comparative mortality g adult Chi and adult white
e

pm}‘. The amount is greater with adult white people.

(). Have they had epidemics in the Chinese quarter 1

A, No, sir; the smn.lllpo: has been among them, as it has been among others;
but I think there has been less small-pox among them—I mean the ratio and pop-
ulation allowed—than with the whites. When you come to take up the guestion
of small-pox, Tthink I can exonerate the Chinese from the charges ulleged against
them of having introduced it.

Rev. Otis Gibson, connected with the Methodist Chinese mission
for eight years at S8an Francisco, says:

After an experience of about twenty years among this pnoﬁ:.a I do not hesitate
to expresa my opinion that in simple brain power and possibilities of culture the
Chinese race is equal to any other people in the world. They are capable of learn-
Ing our lan , laws, customs, i of government, our theories and prac-
tices. We w nothing which the Chinese are incapable of learning. I believe
the Chinese come here voluntarily in every case.

Rev. Frederick E. Sherrer, (gaga 631, Congressional report,) the
stated clerk of the Presbytery of San Francisco and the Synod of the
Pacific, says:

We have now an organized church of Chinese only, into which one hundred and
eighty-seven have been received. In the place of worship two Sabbath-schools
are held, and an average of one hundred and fifty receive instruction every Sun-
day. There are fifty-nine more Chinese ts ted with various
American churches in our denomination alone. Five of these were recently re-
eeived into the church at San Leandro, and eight into the church at Los Angeles.
Our mission work has grown until we have been obliged to appoint for it three
Americans, all speaking the Chinesa hn,%‘ungs. and fo establish branch missions
in Sacramento, José, and Los Angn es. Connected with these missions are
seven other Americans and several native teachers. We have schools in which
nearly twelve hundred are receiving instruction in the English langnage and Chris-
tian religion. Hundreds of these have renounced idolatry and become interested
students of Christlanitz. Some of them are connected with an undenominational
Chinese Young Men's Christian Association in thiscity, which now numbers about
one thousand members, and in which only those who formally renounce idolatry
ean become or remain members.

Page 581, Congressional report :

Rev. W. Brier, sworn and examined.

The Chinese are a cleanly le; they keep themselves neat and clean and
nice; there is nothing offensive about them. any of them ever swear;
none of them that I have ever known drink whisky. I have never seen but one
drunken Chinaman in my residence in California. "I did see one man once with a
bottle of whisky tied to each end of his Eﬂo, and he was roe‘in‘f from one side to
the other, and I said to myself, ** That Chi is becoming Americanized.” I
have seen but that one drunken Chinaman. I have never had but one Chinaman
come to my house and ask for anything to eat, or to ask if I had unythln%;&fhe
him ; just one individual case, and I suppose there are more than s hun fed
there of white men of other nationalities every year.

George D, Roberts, (page 436, Congressional report,) the president,

manager, or main officer of the Tide-Land Reclamation Company,
testified:

To the general prosperity of the country I think they are a great advan Y
I think th%.‘;nﬁll the places tgmt white labor would fill very mlncmmfg', and it.w‘:'ﬂk
be along time before we could get white labor to do it. I think the wealth they
produce stimulates p rity to such an extent that it gives white men hi
positions. I donot tl:.qu the presence of Chinese here affects the price of intelli-

tlabor. It is possible there may be a class of labor that is aﬁ'gnted by it, but
s sustain that class of labor alone, we would have to hold back the enterprise of

e conntry.

In my opinion the aggregate product of the wealth produced by Chinamen in
this Sg\tepis equal 0 our mines, incloding the mines of Nawu.ﬁl and Dakota.
Probably t.htxﬂpmduoe sixty, agEhty. or ninety millions a year in wealth.

There is a disposition among them now to tarn their attention to ﬂmnin%. They
think it a morgeguiet. life; they get out of the excitement of the city. y of
ihem have rented patches, and are paying $25 and $30 a year per acre for lands.

Solomon Heydenfelt, associate justice of the supreme court, (page
504,) testified :

Have resided in California nearly twen
its prosperity very much indeed to the industry of the Chinese who have come to
this country. I think without them we wo not have our harbor filled with
ships ; we would not have had railroads crossing our mountains, and we would
have been behind probably a great number of years. I think we would not have
had as many white pmglehmifﬂm(}hinwehadmt come. I think they are the
best laboring class we have among us.

Iseenoremnwhyhaianotaq];alinnll pects to the Enroy I think that
they are more fajthfol, more reliable, and mweinte]]jﬁnt; they have moreindus-
try than the corresponding class of whites ; they are thorou ﬁ‘mliabla and per-
fectly faithful to their engn:ﬁemanta. I think their general intelligence is greater
than that of Americans in the co ding class. They exhibit also a ready in-
telligence, much more so than you generally find among the ordinary laboring
class of the whites.

Page 530, Congressional report:

Cornelius B. 8. Gibbs sworn and examined.

Have been a resident of this State over twenty-eight years; my profession is
adjuster of marine losses, As men of business, I consider that the Chinese mer-
chants are fully o(!nal to our merchants. As men of in ty, I have never met a
more honorable, h ?h—mindeﬁ correct, and truthfol set of men than the Chinese
merchants of our city. Iam drawn in contact with people from all nations, all the

ts of our city, in our adjustments. I have never had a case where the
Chinese have attempted to undervalue their goods or bring fictitions claims into
the adjustments. ere is not a merchant in this place with whom we do not have

2. Could you say that much of the white race !
. No, gir; as a class, I think the Chinese are more honorable than other na-
tionalities, even our own. I think they are the best mathematicians I ever saw in
my life. They are business men ; they are the only persons who- will go
through an adjustment and seem to understand it. I pever met a Chinaman that
if you gave him any figures to calculate he could not t it. Theaverage of Chi-
nese merchants compare with the average of American merchants favorably in all
respects. I never had a lawsuit with them or never had a com t from them in
my life. You have got to get their confilence and explain to them, and they gen-
erally go through with the figuring themselves. They can fi very fast and
very correctly, and when they are convinced everything is right there is no tron-
ble. There is no class of people that pay up as quickly as the Chinese. On Sat-
urday we send them notice that the average is . and on Hondn.{, bﬁot.en or
twelve o'clock, all the certificates are paid. I have had fifty and sixty thousand
dollars in a case, and they would come straight forward and pay it before twelve
o’clock, while we have to send around to the other merchants a month, and some-
times two months, before we get it all from them. They are distinguished for their
promptitude in business.

Page 532 Congressional report :

}Iernmnn He - a:il:nn sworn and olx]miig.ed.

am engagexg i i oods, also in mannfacturing.

. Q. What chamml;?f mﬁlﬁ&cﬁnﬂngf
Bl I am president of the Pioneer Woolen Factory and agent of the Pacific Jute

actory.

. Why do you employ Chinese in your fac i

ﬂ. Orj P;r we uou].g not get any others atta:il. At that time it would have
been an absolute impossibility to have run the factory upon white labor, simply
becanse we could not get white operatives.

Q. Would the factory have been established with white labor §

A. No, sir. As a matter of fact, even with she Chinese labor, competition has
been so active that we have had no dividends whatever.

At page 18 of the report of Chinese immigration, in speaking of
Chinese labor, Mr. Pixley says:
(I)Inn of the dangers to our laboring population is because the Chinese do labor so
well.
2 In response to the question, ‘“What rate of wages do they receive 7”
e says: .

-seven years. I think Californiaowes

The Chinaman begins to work for what wages he can get. A domestic servant
will go into your f upon his immediate arrival in Smg;mncisw for $3 a week.
If the mistress of the house will teach him English, or if the benevolent maiden
lady of his neighborhood will invite him to her in Sunday-school until he can
speak alittle English, he will inerease his wa%ea, and as he learns to cook and learns
to talk he learns to demand a higher and better eo“t_lnﬁ:emﬂnn for his labor, until
he finally reaches the highest point that his labor demand, from three at first
to eight dollars a week. Skilled labor receives, according to proficiency, from fifty
cents to a dollar per day; railroad andtnlelabormfmmsmmtam L10aday;
farm hands a dollar a day ; froit-pickers about one dollar, these various peop
boarding themselves.

This testimony and much like it was given by men of intelligence
and of high moral character, by merchants, doctors, and divines, all
of whom were made familiar with the facts about which they spoke
b{l a long acquaintance and intimate intercourse with these people.
These witnesses are men of courage and conviction. Their state-
ments are before the country and the country will pass fair and honest
judgment. Let us briefly recapitulate this evidence and see what it
establishes. IprotestI am notresponsibleif it contradicts whathas
been said by others on this snbject here or elsewhere. I give it as
it is written. If c{:d is true it prolres that these abused l}pgﬁlsshnve
by their labor ad. largely to the materisl prosperity of the States
and ships, redeemed

on the Pacific; that they have built rafiré




2182

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

MarcH 22,

waste places, and planted th;fgn.rd&n and the vineyard in the wilder-
ness. As men they are faithful, reliable, intelligent; as merchants
they pay promptl{'(nnd are highminded and correct. As arace they
are mentally quick, acute, and correct in their perceptions—strong
and tenacious in memory. In the higher walks they are scholars,
statesmen, and diplomates—polite, adroit, and shrewd.

These people seldom swear or become intoxicated. It has been
asserted that they are always idolaters and are never converted to
the Christian religion, but this testimony shows that in S8an Fran-
cisco alone quite 1,200 attend church, Sabbath-school, and Christian
associations, and receive instruction in the English langunage and
the Christian religion. Many have renounced idcﬁatry and professed
+he Christian faith. But they are unclean! Why, sir, it is shown
that they bathe daily, and are received as cooks and house servants
by the best and most exacting people. In health they are equal, if
not superior, to the white race. They are faithful and industriouns,
thrifty and economical as laborers. Their presence among us does
not serionsly affect the price of white labor, for there is an abundance
of work for all. Such is the people that caste prejudice proposes to
forever exclude from coming among us.

But they are idolaters and worship idols and are dangerous to
onr civilization! How dangerous? Do they proselyte us or attempt
todoso? No. Will they attempt tosubdue us by the sword. Cer-
tainly not. Are we afraid that our faith will be overturned by the
peaceful pagan? I pity those men of God who, professing the Chris-
tian religion, so hate or fear the heathen Chinese that they are unwill-
ing to even try to teach them the fraths of the gospel of peace and
the brotherhood of man. But, sir, I do not care to pursue this branch
of the question further,

What will be the effect of this ill-advised and unwise legislation
on our citizens residing in China and our commerce with that em-
pire? Who can predict? Shall onr ple come and go hereafter
withont let or hinderance? Will China not retaliate by excluding
our citizens from her shores for twenty years as we have theirs? If
she did go eould we complain? Can we expect them to keep a treaty
which we have flagrantly violated ?

Years ago the Chinese were an isolated people; they held little
communion with the nations of the world. Their ports were closed
and we had no trade with them. We asked them, we importuned
them, for a treaty of commerce, and it was granted. Our trade with
them has gone on uninterrnptedly for nearly twenty-five years, and
our commercial transactions during these years, in goods and coin,
amount to §507,000,000, or over $22,000,000 per annum. Are we
ready to sacrifice this frade? Do we wish the Chinese wall rebuilt ?
True, we buy more from China than we sell it, but our trade is profit-
able and a wise policy and fair treatment may greatly enlarge it. If
England has the advantage of us in the extent and value of her trade
with the Mongolian it may be attributable to the fairness of her
treatment of that peo‘ple. If we expect our sails to whiten every sea
and our products to find a market in every port, as is our boast, we
must adopt a broad, generous, and honest policy in onr dealings
with the nations.

The governments of the world are watching us, and our legislation
will be subject to their approval or censure. They will review our
statesmanship and judge us by it. If we wish to extend our com-
merce with the nations we must show that in our dealings we have
a high sense of justice and honor. If we expect our people to be
justly and fairly treated, we must extend a generous fairness to the
citizens and subjects of other powers. Our past record, our present
and future interests, demand the ntmost good faith in the observ-
ance of every treaty obligation. I leave this question here.

Mr. Speaker, there has appeared in this discussion a spirit that
causes me the gravest apprehension. When we made the colored
people free, when we elevated them to the high rank of American
citizenship and gave them the ballot, I thought we had settled their
status in our political society for all time. 1 supposed the Constitn-
tion had assigned them a }»lace in the body-politic and that they
were to be equal with us before the law. I thought, moreover, that
they were to abide with us. Indeed, sir, I was weak enongh to be-
lieve that the spirit of intolerance and race-hate had been struck
dumb by the cannon of our battle-fields, and that our civilization
had forever hidden these monstrosities from human sight. I was
mistaken. I am assured that the problem of citizenship so far as the
colored race is concerned is not settled. The presence of the African
among us, it is said, is a great misfortune and causes national intel-
lectual stagnation. So it is said of the Chinese, and they must go.
For the same crime the colored people must follow whenever it suits
our interest or caprice to so decree.

A distinguished Senator a few days ago, speaking of our colored
fellow-citizens, said:

Does an hﬂd§ pretend to tell me that it is a blessing to this eountry that those
lnuple are here! It is no fault of ours that they are here; it is no fanlt of theirs;
t is the fault of a past generation ; but their presence here is a t misfortune to
us to-day, and the question of the adjustment of the relations befween the two races
mnill.lr{dnnl:l pglltlcally is mo nearer to a settlement now than it was the day Sumter
m’.‘ll‘ehe philg)u.;pﬂy of the history of every age and our experience of the last seven-
teen Justify me in making the prophecy that the African race will never be

tted permanently to dominate any State of the South. The e ment of
conferring npon them political power in proportion to their nnmbers has thus far
proved a dismal failure, and in my judgment will so continue as long as human
nature is as it is, The failure has not been because we have not done everything

we could to make it d, but b laws ind dent of and above all human
laws have irrevocably stamped upon the one race its superiority over the other.

The distinguished gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BUCENER ] echoes
in bolder voice that the colored man, like the Chinaman, must go.
He says:

I have thrown out these suﬁ::tians with no expectation that the country is
yet ripe for the temperate and consideration of the future of the African race
on this continent. It may require scores of years of experiment before the country
will be convinced that the African is an element of peril and weakness in our
social and political system, which, like the Chinese, must be eliminated at any cost.
But I have a fixed conviction that every recurring year will add to the number of
those who believe that volon: colonization and a separation of the two races
can alone furnish a solution to this difficult problem. In the mean time I congrat-
ulate the conntry upon its return to the domain of practical wisdom and common
sense in its treatment of the Chinese question and its repudiation of the fallacions
dogma that men of every name and tribe and people have equal rights with our-

ves in this Union of ours. And I congratulate my Republican friends who sup-
port this bill that they have ipated tl Ives for once from the influence
of transcendental theorists, sublimated humanitarians, jesuitical ecclesiastics,
woman suffragists, and that nnmerous class who seck to

Compound for sins they are inclined to
By damning those they have no mind to.

These declarations sound the alarm. Is it true that the political
relations of the colored race with us are no nearer asettlement than
they were when the war began{ Is the experiment of conferring
political power on it a dismal failure? Must we “eliminate” the
African as we do the Chinese ? A measure conceived in a spirit of
ostracism, and supported by the logic of hate, asthis is, cannot have
my vote. Callme theorist, transcendentalist, or what yon will, no
bill can have my humble support that intrenches itself in a doe-
irine that would destroy the rights and liberties of four million
American citizens, however poor, black, or hnmble they may be.

Before I conclude, sir, I must refer briefly to another matter. Tt
has been charged with great warmth that the Republican who votes
against this bill violates his party pledges. I deny it. I deny that
any platform ever committed the Republican party to support this
bill, or to violate an existing treaty. On this question my party has
made a record of which I am proud and upon which Istand. When,
in the frenzy of an exeited public opinion, Congress was induced
to strike down a solemn treaty made with the Chinese people, the
Republican party was true to its faith and saved the nation from
dishonor by an Executive veto.

The party is fully committed to an honest poliey—that of a faithful
execntion of treaty obligations with the nations of the world. It will
not betray the rights of any people, nor prove nntrue to its obliga-
tions to hnman liberty. It will notsurrenderitstraditionsorits faith
toaccommodate the passions or prejudicesof any section. Itisto-day,
as it has ever been, the friend of the laboring classes and of the op-
pressed and unfortunate. It converted three millions of slaves into
free laborers, and smote the anction blocks and slave pens where
laboring men and women were bought and sold. Itsprondestachieve-
ment wasin rescning a helpless race, who were “ hewers of wood and
drawers of water,” from the degredation and barbarism of servile
slavery. This record of an accomplished work—a work wrought
through persecution and martyrdom—is worth ten thonsand confes-
sions of political faith. Whenever, sir, the Republican party aban-
dons the just for the expedient, or fails in its courage to denounce the
popular wrong or defend the ungopular right, it will be unworthy
its past glory or the respect of a Christian people.

Mr. WISE, of Virginia, addressed the Honse. [See Appendix.]

Mr. DAWES. The evil to be remedied by the passage of this hill
has been stated by the honorable gentleman from Virginia as the
threatened danger of a conflict between the Cancasian and Mongol-
ian races upon the shores of the Pacific. He has formnlated the ex-
isting conditions by the estimate that there are now 150,000 Chinese
in the midst of a million and a half of our own people on the Pacifie
slope. The rate of increase of this evil of Mongolian intermixture
has been estimated by another gentleman as at 1,000 per month ex
cess of Chinese immigration over Chinese emigration.

To legislate to protect a million and a half of our own eitizens

ainst the irruption of vicious, diseased, criminal, and lawless
classes ; to legislate to prevent importation of servile labor under
contract, or the introduction of any form of serfdom or slavery, or
organized o]:pressiou of the poor that degrades or debases them, or
brings free laborers in competition or in conflict with laborers who
are not free, would seem to be a duty of this erisis, To remedy the
evils existing and threatened we are asked to pass this bill.

It is a proposition of the bill that no one of the 436,000,000 of peo-
ple in China shall hereafter beadmitted to citizenship in this nation.
A proposition of this bill is that the laboring class of one-third of
the population of the whole earth shall, for twenty years, be abso-
lutely excluded from this nation. These startling propositions are
so utterly at variance with our history, so at variance with the
most cherished sentiments of our people, so at variance with the
principles supposed to lie at the foundation of our political system,
whicli‘&resnmcs the universal equality of rights under the law of all
men, t the burden of argument for their supportis wholly thrown
upon their defenders. They have accepted this fact and tﬂe have
argued that this people, embracing a third portion of the ]‘;u.man
race, will not assimilate with our people—that those who have sought
our shores are heathen in religion, leprous in body, infected with
small-pox, that they are mere sojourners for a time with a fixed pur-
pose to return their bodies or their bones fo China, and that they
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are vicious and beastly in their personal habits, and withont virtue
in their family relations, and that their cheap labor takes away from
the American laborer his op]i’;ortunity for employment and degrades
his calling and his wages. It is argued also that this fountain of
uncleanliness is but opened and nnless its flow is stopped a foul and
overwhelming stream will flow over the land and endanger if not
submerge American ecivilization. ]
Suppose we grant every count in this terrible indictment against
theheathen Chinee. Shall, then, this greatnation acknowledge tothe
world that its fandamental proposition is a failure and that it cannot
govern and restrain the vicious who are in its midst; cannot quar-
antine and exclude the diseased ; cannot enforce obedience toits laws;
cannot grapple with the simplest problems of police regulation with
reference to a poor, despised, physically and politically powerless
people in our midst? Shall our Christian civilization and enlighten-
ment proclaim itself bafiled by a handful of heathen in our gates, and
shall we surrender our dearest prinnines and, as my colleague from
Ohio has put it, following China, build a wall around ourselves that
will exclude one-third of the people of the earth? There are fifty
millions of us in this land and about a hundred thousand of them.
The excess of immigration over emigration is 1,000 per week. Shall
we strike our flag to this pusillanimous army ? Cannot we treat with
the enemy in some other way, if we are obliged to make terms? The
day that this nation raises up a wall against Iaborers, Chinese, Japan-
ese, or Portuguese, any other designation of nationality would equally
illustrate the principle, that day it has receded from its place among
the nations as the one free government of the laboring people, where
all are welcome to enjoy the blessings of freedom and the universal
equality of man under the law. Gentlemen say this is mere senti-

ment. But beware how you fly in the face of mere sentiment in this
land. 1t is the glory and the safety of our nationality that the power
of the people invoked by appeal to a noble sentiment has always

borne down and overcome the power aroused by appeal to prejudice.

The men of Valley Forge had no shoes on their feet, no coats on their
backs, no money in their pockets, but they had in their souls the sen-
timent that all men are equal and endowed by a common Creator with
rights, and for that sentiment they tracked the snow with blood and
fonght the battle through. With their victory they established a
Government with that sentiment of huinan equality and human ri hts
for the corner-stone of the structure. For thissentiment, in one form
or another, millions of hearts have swelled and thousands have died
in battle, and hence was born this nation and hence it lives to-day.
This bill is a measure of international policy. Itisthe firststep back-
ward in our history to adopt before the nations a measure that will
be accepted by the world as our acknowledgment that so far as one-
third of the human family is concerned, especially its laborers, we
conecede that it eannot, and we decree that 1t shall not, share in the
freedom, the equality of rights, the civilization, the religion, the
opportunity for enlightenment and progress afforded by tﬁiﬂ great
leading government of the people on the earth. I willuse the expres-
sion before it is forever robbed from our Fourth of July orations by
the passage of this bill, *‘This asylum for the down-trodden and
oppressed of all nations.”

This bill asks toomuch. Its proposition cannot be safely assented
to, and its passage in its present form shounld be resisted. I do not
deny that the demand for some proper form of relief is pressing, and
Congress should turn no deaf ear to the cry. Exelusion of the erimi-
nal class, exclusion, perhaps, of the incorrigible and grossly vicious,
exclusion of the diseased will do, but exelusion of the laborer, ex-
clusion of a people, cannot be excused in this nation. If this Gov-
ernment should enter upon a policy or assert a Erinciplo that would
exclude one single, peaceably diposed, law-abiding laboring-man
from Enrope, all Christendom and the Democratic party would rise
up and ]_)mtesh Can we justify this action toward that vast nation
of Asia by asking the world to believe that among her four hundred
and thirty-six millions of people no peaceably disposed, law-abiding
laborers exist? Or if we exclunde them as laborers, have not we
given warning that laborers are not wanted here ?

Gentlemen cannot escape this dilemma ‘bg' wild talk about the
policy of protecting labor. It isa po]i:ﬁ;lo excluding labor that
you announce to the world. There are skilled and unskilled labor-
ers in Europe as well as China. There are skilled and unskilled
laberers in Asiatic Russia, and the line that divides them from China
is but a shadow. Dare you fence them off in your poliey of protect-
ing labor? Gentlemen are safer in holding on to first principles and
seeking some solution of this lexing problem that does not in-
volve their betrayal. They may find themselves straying into Dem-
ocratic pastures where the prejudices of race against race, class
against class, laborer ag:inst laborer, are played upon as pieces
upon the political chess-board. The Republican party has no life or
hope in any such policies, but it can have strength only in holding
fast to and forever defending the principles of equal rights and equa
justice and universal freedom that it was created to defend.

I do not believe that American civilization and progress are yet in
danger of being obstructed or retarded in their onward flow ; but I
believe the pure and mighty stream will absorb and wash away all
foulness from such admixtures as are likely to come from the stag-
nant pool of Asiatie civilization.

The problem to be solved is a specific relief for a specific evil.
There is no impending conflict between the Mongolian and Cauca-

sian races. If there is, God m e Mongolians, for their days are
numbered on the face of the e The mighty and organized power
of Caucasian civilization will soon sweep them and destroy the effete
and powerless Mongolian.

The evil is the importation of servile laborers, of diseased and lewd
ersons, criminals, and paupers. I will vote for any measure that is
irected to the correction of the evil. But ne necessity to nse the

words of my eloquent colleague is upon me to vote to exclude the
laborers, skilled and unskilled, of one-third of the human race; to
vote to forbid the naturalization of any citizen of Cnina; to vote to
place this nation subject to the charge of punic faith in treaty obli-
gation; to vote to revive a relic of slavery by establishing a system
of passports and registration in this land of freedom; and, worst of
all, to vote to fan the fierce flame of prejudice against a race of human

i @E,a, created by the same God as we are, endowed with emotions,
caga ilities of feelings of suffering or of joy, and, as I believ
endowed with capabilities of eduecation, eivilization, progress, an
Christianization.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I shall not detain this House at any
great length in the discussion of questions having, in my judgment,
nothing to do with the pending bill, which has for its object the ab-
solute prohibition of Chinese immigration. How far this proceeding
is in defiance of the free principles of our Government and in viola-
tion of sacred treaty obligations has already in this debate been most
ably and justly arguned. In the few minutes I shall occupy I shall
confine myself to the practical questions which are so apparent that
he who runs may rem{ For, sir, while I shall I hope be faithful to
the interests of the people of Massachusetts whom 1 have the honor
in part to represent, I cannot forget I am also to take care in the dis-
charge of my sworn duty that the general welfare of this whole coun-
try shall not suffer.

I need not remind the intelligent gentlemen who honor me with
their attention that if the nation is prosperous and trinmphant in
the markets of the world, their constituentsas well as mine will reap
their share of the general success; while on the contrary if the nation
is dishonored and driven from the markets of the world by bad faith
and inconsiderate action we shall all suffer equal loss. Therefore,
to listen to the siren voice of some promised political and temporary
advantage is not only bad policy in statesmen who seek enduring
national growth and success, but it is a crime against the genera-
tions who are to follow us by the stain it fixes upon our national
character, added to the positive injury it does to our trade and com-
merce.

In the first place, what has been accomglished by opening commu-
nication with China and Japan? Ithas drawn across this continent
the great trade of the world between the East and the West, and in
this way compelled the building of the great line of railroad which
binds the two oceans together. Not to speak of the enormous profits
of the carrying trade, 1t has given us an advantage in placing the

roducts of our manufacturing industries in the markets of Ciina,

ndia, and Japan, which almost defy calenlation. Serapid and com-
E‘lut’a has been our successful competition in these markets as against

ingland, our great competitor, that for years a wail has gone u
from the English press over the downfall of a rich trade which h
become to be believed to belong to England as almost of right. The
most cordial and friendly relations have grown up between China and
the United States. 8o important and promising had this fruit of our
diplomacy been regarded, that when my honored predecessor in this
Hall, Anson Burlingame, came here with the first mission from China
to the United States it was hailed with a joy only equaled by the
dismay it created in foreign courts.

And, Mr. Speaker, the advantages which acerued to us from these
friendly relations were real, and have been already stated in this dis-
cussion in the millions of dollars added to our foreign commerce. It
was, too, a commerce which represented markets opened up to the

roductions of the manufacturing industries of the United States,
all these markets be forever closed against us by a mad and suiei-
dal policy, which, so far as I can see, has nething to recommend it
but some small and mean temporary political advantage? The Chi-
nese Government has manifested toward us afriendship thathasen-
dured the severest strain, but we must not be oblivious to the fact
that human nature is the same everywhere, and that sooner or later
injustice and utter disregard of the common instincts of self-preserva-
joign ton our part will deprive us of a friendship so profitable and sat-
1siactory.

1 dar? say, sir, that the 100,000 Chinese now resident in the United
States have not drawn one-tenth of the profit from the United States
to China that our adventurous citizens in China have drawn from
that empire to our shores, to be added to the aggregate of our na-
tional wealth. Besides, Chinamen bring labor to develop the bound-
less resources of our country, while we have ships, iron implemen
and manufactured goods of infinite variety to sell, and ina an
India furnish a most tempting and certain market for their sale.

How strange an anomaly is presented by this Con ! Millions
of dollars are asked to be voted from the national in the
way of subsidies to open np commerce with other countries, and yet

the same men ask us to close altogether our commerce with an em-
pire that supplies the largest market in the world for the consump-
tion of our industrial prodncts!

The losses which are to ensue to us npon this legislation are un-
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doubted. They are not justified by national honor or some supreme
necessity. On the contrary they are in direct violation of our plighted
faith and in opposition to every interest of our people. What, then,
can be the motive for action so strange and disastrons? It is, Mr.
Speaker, not far to find. Let me state it sharply and clearly and
boldly. California, Nevada, and Oregon are sanosed to hold the
balance of political power in the next Presidential contest, and party
leaders for party success cater to the labor element of those three
States whic%x has the possession of the ballot.

The gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. TAYmni]L:pplied the touch-stone
to this whole scheme when he said the other day that there would
be no measure brought here like this if the 100,000 Chinese who now
create snch panic had in their hands the same ballot with those
who compete with them in the labor market. It is unjust to the
Chinese at whom it specially aims; it is dishonorable to uns; it
is injurious to our commercial and manufacturing interests; it is,
in the homely ]angus;_ge of Benjamin Franklin, paying too dear for
our whistle. And I feel that I am acting in harmony with the in-
telligent, just, and law-abiding people Massachusetts in casting
my vote against such unwise legislation. It is un-Democratic, un-
Republican, un-American.

Mr. JOYCE. Mr. Speaker, I made up my mind at the beginning
of this debate that I would take no part in it; that I would content
myself with voting against what seemed to me to be a dishonest and
dangerous proposition; but on more mature reflection I became sat-
isfied that the people of my State will demand that I shall speak as
well as vote against this bill,

After the great length of time occupied in the discussion of it by
other gentlemen, I shall only trespass upon the patience of the House
long {;?ough to give the reasons for my vote in the briefest manner

ossible.

i Ostensibly and in theory this purports to be a bill “to execute
certain treaty stipulations relating to the Chinese,” but practicall
and in fact it is to violate a treaty and prohibit for twenty years all
Chinese laborers, whether skilled or nnskilled, from coming to the
United States, And this prohibition is intended to be so gunarded
and hedged about with fines, penalties, and imprisonments as to ab-
solutely prevent its evasion or infringement. To the other nations
of the earth, not affected by this legislation, it must appear strange
and unaccountable that a country inhabited by a people made up of
immigrants from every racs under Heaven should, at the very begin-
ning of the second century of its existence, attempt to build aronnd
its territory a wall against foreigners, deeper and broader and higher
than that which kept China from civilization and Christianity
ei %hteen hundred years.

t must seem strange to them that a government founded and built
upon the broad foundations of justice and equality should, after
having stood in the high places of its power for a hundred years, and
withoutstretched arms welecomed toitsshoresthe oppressed and down-
trodden of the whole earth; that a peoEle who have grown rich and
powerful and prosperous through the skill and conrage and labor of
this vast influx of men from everyland and clime; that a nation which
fora century has marched to success and victory under a banner upon
whose broad folds is emblazoned, in characters of living light, the
immortal declaration that all men are politically free and equal before
the law—I say it must seem strange that such a people should, in the
noontide light of snch a history, forget their record, repudiate their
principles, and tarnish their good name by placing upon the national
statute-book a declaration which not only violates a solemn eompact,
makes a distinction between races, but which actnally discriminates
against labor.

The great principle of the right of every man to life, liberty, and
the pursuit of happiness is the corner-stone of our republican edifice
and this prineiple carries with it the right to seek that liberty an
happiness anywhere on earth he may choose to go. This right of
en‘:}lcllgration is a part and parcel of his liberty, an inherent, vested,
God-given right, indisﬂensable to his happiness, and one which is far
above and beyond all hnman laws and constitutions.

The Congress of the United States long uio declared by publie
statute in the most solemn mannerthat thisright is beyond the legal
control of the Government when it said :

Whereas the rlfht of expatriation is a natural and inherent right of all pearlg}
indispensable &u he enjoyment of the rights of life, liberty, and the pursui

happiness ; an
Q?hnrm in the recognition of this principle this Government has freely received
emigrants from all nations, and invested them with the rights of citizenship.

The late Senator Morton, when speaking of this subject, declared :

That a man's right to withdraw from his native country and make his home in
another, and thus cut himself off from all connection with his native conntry, is
a part of his natural liberty, aud without that his liberty is defective. We claim
that the right to liberty is a natural, inherent, God-g\l:;n right, and his liberty is
imperfect unless it carries with it the right of expatriation.

This bill is a bold and audacious denial of this great principle of
expatriation ; it is a declaration limiting and circumseribing human
rights; it flies in the face of the spirit and genius of ourinstitutions,
and would, if it should become a law, fix a&:‘g‘%‘mn and a blot upon
the history of our country of the past hun ears.

The title of this bill indicates, as I have already said, that its ob-
ject is ‘‘to execnte certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese.”

Now, sir, in order to ascertain whether this is the true intent and

purpose of this legislation, let us look for a moment at the terms of
the treaty made with China in 1880, relating to this subject of immi-

gration,
In article 1 of that treaty it is declared that—

Whenever in the opinion of the Government of the United States the coming of
Chinese laborers to the United States, or their resid therein, affects or threat-
ens to affect the interests of that countﬂ. or to endnn%gr the good order of the
said country or any locality within the territory thereof, the Government of China
agrees that the Government of the United States may regulate, limit, or suspend
such coming or residence, but may not absolutely prohibit it. The limitation or
suspension shall be reasonable and shall apply only to Chinese who may go to the
United States as laborers, other classes not being included in the 1imlﬂtiﬂna.
i%egistatlon taken in regard to Chinese laborers will be of snch a character only as

necessary to enforce the regnlation, limitation, or suspension of immigration,

and immigrants shall not be sehject to personal maltreatment or abuse.

The terms of this article of the treaty are clear, concise, and free
from all ambiguity. Itis as plainas the English langnage can make
it, that the only power we have under this treaty is to “regulate,
limit, or suspend in a reasonable manner such coming or residence ”
of Chinese laborers, and this power is accompanied with a distinet
affirmative declaration that we can ‘“not absolutely prohibit it.”

It seems to me that this point needs and admits of no argument.
No statement could malke it plainer, and no argnment can change the
simple terms of this contract.

After looking at the terms of this treaty and the provisions of the
bill, no sane man will dare to deny that, instead of regulating, limit-
ing, or suspending the coming or residence of Chinese laborers to this
country, it absolutely prohibits them for twenty years. I contend,
therefore, that this bill in its present shape is in open defiance of the
terms of the treaty, and a tlagrant violation of our solemn agreement.

In view of this undeniable conclusion, I desire to ask gentlemen
whether they think this great Government of ours, which claims to
be and is the light and hope of the world, can afford to violate a
solemn compact, entered into with China, weak and inoffensive
though she may be? I beg gentlemen to pause and reflect before
they commit such a wrong against China and place us in such a
false and cowardly position before the world.

1t is said that 3,000,000 of people demand the passage of this bill.
Admit they do; are we to pass it, if it is wrong, to please them ?
and are 3,000,000 to control and dictate the legislation of this coun-
try to the other 47,000,000% But, sir, I deny that 3,000,000 people
ask us to violate our treaty obligations with China and abandon the
teachings of our fathers, ?}he masses of the people of California and
the other States of the Pacific slope care very little about it, except
as they are moved and acted upon by a class of mien who are influ-
enced by lucre or political preferment.

1f the one hundred and five thousand Chinamen now in this country
were armed with the freeman’s fgrc:w:il: weapon of defense, the ballot,
you would never have heard of this bill, the eloquent lips of gen-
tlemen who advocate it would be silent, and we should not now be
hannted with the nightmare of “ Chinese cheap labor.” It is be-
cause they cannot vote, becanse they are helpless to defend them-
selves, that these gallant gentlemen are now charging upon them
with all the forces of hate, prejudice, and barbarie despotism. And
so much do they fear the power of the ballot, even in the hands of
these ‘“heathen Chinee,” that in order to ‘gu:ml against all contin-
gencies, they provide in section sixteen of the bill that * hereafter
no State court or court of the United States shall admit Chinese to
citizenship.” We aretold that we ought to vote for this bill becanse
}mth political parties have recommended it in their national plat-

orms.

Mr. Speaker, some gentlemen on this floor will remember when
both the great political parties in this country fell upon their knees
in the dust and besonght the haughty slave power of the South to
save them. One of them died at the time, as it deserved to, and the
gt.hgrlhﬂs been nothing but a walking corpse ever since, waiting for

urial.

The great Whig party went down with all its power, its strength,
and its glory; the Democratic party remained, only to be from that
time onward the advocate of every wrong and the support and stay
of every rotten institution, from the black curse of slavery down to
treason, rebellion, and polygamy.

8ir, with the platform of the Democratic party I have nothing to
do; that party is made up of a band of Esans, who are ever ready
to sell their birthright for a mess of political pottage: but I deny
most emphatically, and challenge contradiction, that any word, sen-
tence, or clause can be found in the Republican platform recommend-
ing or foreshadowing such a measure as this. That platform is before
me, and I will call the attention of the House to the plank relating
to this subject. Hear it, consider it, and mark it walF:

Since the authority to regulate imm ion and intercourse between the United
States and foreign nations rests with Congress or with the United States and its
treaty-making Cﬁwer, the Republican Earty, regarding the unrestricted immi-
gration of the Chinese as an evil of itude, invoke the exercise of those
powers to restrain and limit that mmiﬁm on by the enactment of such just,

, and r ble provisions as will produce that result,

Mr. Speaker, there is no prohibition in that platform; there is no
violation of any treaty; there is no repudiation of long and well-
established principles ; there is no national dishonor, but the fore-
shadowing of just precisely such a bill as the treaty authorizes, and
as I am ready and anxious to support and vote for to-day. It pro-
poses, when necessary, to limit, restridgt, regulate, or suspend—nof
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absolutely to prehibit for twenty fears—the immigration of the peo-
ple of China into this country. 7To such legislation no reasonable
man would objeet, and such a bill would command the voice and
vote of every Republican in this House. I would by all just and
reasonable measures, when necessary, protect our people from the
evils of the so-called *‘ coolylabor,” gom criminals, from prestitutes
and diseased persons, by providing by the most stringent regula-
tions that such ns should nut%be anded upon our shores from
China or any other country. Such a law would be just and whole-
some, would protect the people of California and Nevada, as well as
every other portion of the country, and would violate no established
principle or solemn compact.

But, sir, I desire to say further than this that, while I believe in
the principles of the Republican party ; while I am proud of its his-
tory and record ; while% believeit has saved this country and under
God will preserve it ; yet, if it could so far forget its origin and in-
spiration, if it could for a moment Jose sight of its past achieve-
ments and grand possibilities and command me to snl‘zﬁor't this bill
of outrage and national dishonor, I would refuse, for the first time,
to obey its mandate.

This is a question not of sentiment or policy, but of right and

ustice. It addresses itself to my judgment and conscience, and in
1ts decision and settlement no man nor party can control me. What
I conceive to be right, to be my duty, I will do uninfluenced by any
platform and unawed by any party.

Now, sir, amend this bill as [have suggested, so as to exclude from
your shores all slaves and criminals and prostitntes and diseased
persons from every country and clime, and then pass it, and I will
guarantee that with the aid of proper State legislation you will be
?lble to protect the people and satisfy every demand of justice and

umanity.

The clz{im made that the Chinese should be excluded because the:
de not, and never will, assimilate with our people, is scarcely wo!
our notice. The same objection was made to the Irishman in 185455
nnder the lead of the Know-nothin orgunjzation, and to the negro,
rreviuus to 1861, by the people of the South; but these prophecies

1ave all proved false, the fears then expressed groundless, and the
Irishman and negro both vindicated their claim and right to Amer-
ican citizenship in the great struggle fer national life we have since
passed through.

Again, the unusual and cruel manner in which these quiet and
inoftensive Chinese have been treated by the people of California
would seem te render it almost impossible for them to assimilate, if
they were disposed to.

When the Englishman, the Irishman, the German, the Frenchman,
or any other man, comes here you extend to him the hand of wel-
come and give him an equal chance with the rest; but when a China-
man appears, who has just as good a right to come here to better
his condition and seek happiness as the others, you pelt him with
stones and brickbats from the moment he leaves the vessel, and
when at last he finds protection among his persecuted countrymen,
you refuse to employ him, you will not allow him to enter your
schools, you exelude him from the Jury-box, you do not allow him
to have, exercise, or enjoy any of the rights of citizenship, and now,
to complete the long list of his wrongs, you declare by thisbill that
he shall never be naturalized.

Now, sir, how can you expect he will mix, assimilate, and become
like you, when you drive him to his overcrowded hovel and will not
ilow him to associate with Americans or hardly to come out of his
dwelling? How can you expect him to become Americanized or be-
come familiar with your ways and customs, when yon will not tol-
erate him in your presence or allow him to come in contact with
your people? How ecan you expect him to become educated when
you shut the doors of your schools and colleges npon him, and de-
prive him of every opportunity to learn your language or become
acquainted with yonliterature? How can you exggct him to assimi-
late with gcmr people, or take an interest in your Government, when
you exclude him from the jury-box and will not allow him to take
any part in the administration of justice? What right have you to
expect him to assume the form and spirit of citizenship, and interest
himself in public affairs, when you declare by solemn act of Con-

that he shall never be naturalized

This violent attempt to prevent by Federal law the eivilization of
China from coming in contact with our own, and this crazy fear of
allowing Chinese labor to come in competition with American labor
betrays a weakness and cowardice not at all commendable, or in
kaepmf with our history or the spirit of our people.

_Bir, 1 do not believe, and I am not willing to mfmit, in the blazing
light of the victories of almost nineteen hundred years, under the
banner of the cross, that Christian civilization cannot stand in the
day of trial again.st the foolish mockeries and false gods of paganism.
I am not ready to concede that free, educated American labor must
crouch down and abandon the field when brought in competition
with the servile labor of Europe and Asia.

No, Mr. Speaker, let them come, and wherever and whenever these
two elvilizations, or these two classes of labor come together, you
will find the erescent will give way to the cross, and freedom will
trinmph ever slavery; and instead of destroying the votaries of this
false religion and degrading dogma, Christianity will enroll them
zl_rlon her supporters and use them to extend and strengthen her

ingdom,

As a nation we have always been taught, and have acted upon the

theory, that error is never gerous when truth and reason are left
free to combat it. I am therefore not alarmed for our eivilization,
and nnder humane and reasonable provisions of law and proper
municipal regulations limiting and restraining, when necessary, the
immigration of foreigners te our shores, I have no fears that our
laborers will suffer in consequence of being brought into competi-
tion with them either in California or anywhere else.

‘Will any man contend for a moment that American laborers have
been degraded or their condition made worse by the immense immi-
gration which has been poured in upon our shores for the past fifty
years from every nation en the (f;loba! Why, sir, ‘‘while the emi-

ant has bettered his own condition” and increased his happiness

¥y coming among us, he has increased the wages of the American
workman by his presence, and “has raised to a higher grade of social
life and wealth the American laborer whose place he has taken.”

While I do not claim that a large inflnx of Chinese would be
either desirable or profitable, yet I have no present fears regarding
them, and cannot consent to join in this hue and cry, got up by in-
terested and prejudiced persons, many of them no better the
Chinese, who would resort to any measure however wicked, unjunst,
and eruel to get rid of them.

I do not eclaim that they are paragons of virtue and morality, or
deny that they are, to some extent, afflicted with the failings and
vices of the rest of mankind, yet I do claim that they are an indus-
trious race, that they are economical, that they never beg, seldom

et drunk, are never lazy, and if we are to credit those who have

ived among them and ought to know, they are quiet, ble,
law-abiding, faithful to trusts, and are rarely, if ever, fonnd in a
court of justice either as a party in a civil suit or as respondent in a
criminal prosecution. These commendable things, if true, shonld
certainly be set down to their credit in the terrible reckoning yon
propose by this bill now to have with them.

I am utterly unable, Mr. Speaker, to understand the reasoning or
arguments of those %;mtlemen who oppose this bill in its present
form, but intimate that they would vote for it if the time of pro-
hibition was reduced from twenty to five or even ten years. I would
not vote for it if the time was reduced to one year, or even one hour,
because I believe the total prohibition of these people from our shores
for any length of time, however short, is not only unnecessary and
unealled for, but that it is a cowardly repudiation, in our dealings
with a weak nation, of a just and long-est.abljnhe(f lprinciple in our
Government, as well as a bold and open violation of the letter and
spirit of our solemn treaty obligations with the people of China.

It seems to me, then, that those gentlemen who base their opposi-
tion to this bill on the ground that the time is too long, and say the;
would vote for it if the time was reduced, abandon the whole field,
five away the whole case, and might as well vote for the bill asitis.

f we have the right under the terms of the treaty to prohibit this
immigration for one year, then we have for ten; and if for ten, then
for twenty, and so on forever. But the fact is, we have no right to
do it for a single moment even, and if some first-class European
power stood in the place of good-natured, peaceable China, we never
should have attempted it. Aside from the t question of human
1iber1(:f and personal right involved in the passage of this bill, I
wonld oppose it on the greund of public pelicy.

Down to fourteen years ago China had been for centuries as asealed
book to the rest of the world. . At that time Mr. Burlingame opened
the gates of that rich empire to the tradeand commerce of the world,
and since that our trade with that people has been both large and
profitable. Can any man doubt that the p: of this bill, so un-
just to China, such a bold open violation of the letter and spirit of
our treaty, will greatly injure if not entirely destroy that trade?
Such, it seems to me, must be the inevitable result; and inthelight
of this fact isnof this question worth considering, before we areled by
prejudice and blind hate to commit an act at once so unnecessary,
dishonest, and dangerous {

Sir, it seems to me that the people of California should be the last
people on earth to attempt to commit the Government to such a
dangerous and disgracef heres{:lg is contained in this bill. In
the haleyon days of her history, before “sand-lot orators” and red-
mouthed communists had obtained control of her government, Cali-
fornia was controlled by men who knew the difference between mob
violence and liberty protected by law. The stalwart pioneers who
had emigrated to her golden shores not only from every State in the
Union but from nearly every conntry on the globe knew the value
of human liberty and the inestimable blessings of free government.
Actunated by this great principle and imbued with this spirit they
declared in her organic law that ‘ We, the people of California,
Erateful to Almighty God for our freeziom, in order to secure its

lessings do establish this constitution.”

DECLARATION OF RIGHTS.

SECTION 1. All men are by nature free and independent, and have certain in-
alienable rights, among which are those of enjoying and defending life and 1 3
nc«amring_, possessing, and defending property, and pursuing and obtaining safety
am hup?mm

- - -
bona fide residents of
, enjoyment, and

- - -
8Ec. 17. Foreigners who are or who may hereafter b
this State shall enjoy the same rights in réspect to the p !
inheritance of property as u,aﬁvegborn citizens.
This was the déep and broad foundation upon which the State was
she stands at all.

built, and npon this she must forever stand
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In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, and to sum up my objections to this
bill, permit me to say that I am opposed to it—

Ch‘c’_iacanse it is in violation of the terms of the treaty of 1880, with
ina;

Because it is hostile to the spirit of our institutions;

Because it is in direct antagonism with the great principles of our
civilization ;

Because it is in contradiction of the policy we have always pur-
sued toward all other nations;

Because it is a bold and unwarrantable repudiation of our national
declarations on this subjeet ;

Because it is a false and unnecessary admission, in a public law, that
we have been wronﬁlfor two hundred and eighty years;

Because it is bnilding the same wall against Ciina which she kept
up ﬁa%mnst the"world for centuries, and which we helped England to
pull down;

Because it is a deadly blow at our growing commerce with one of
the richest kingdoms on the globe;

Because it is a palpable violation of the terms of the Republican
platform of 1880;

. Because foreign immigration more than anything else has built up
this country and given us prosperity and greatness;

Because 105,000 Chinamen, even if they are as bad as gentlemen
c}ni;ln, distributed among 50,000,000 Americans can give no just cause
of alarm.

Mr, Speaker, I am profoundly impressed with the importance of
the great principle involved in th.isg)ill.

In the consideration I have given it, I have not been influenced
by s)];ssion or prejudice.

I have endeavored to look at it from the high stand-point of national
honor and true statesmanship.

I am sure this bill ought not to pass, and that every man who votes
for it will in the end most deegg retiret. it.

I would protect our people from the evils growing out of foreign
imhgggmtion by the humane, just, and reasonable legislation I have
a ¥ sngﬁlxas , and beyond this I would welcome men from all
lands and climes. P

I would bring them in contact with our civilization, teach them
our language and laws, instruct them in our labors and industries,
educate them in our schools and colleges, let them feel the power
and influence of our holy religion, inspire them with our hopes and
patriotism, imbue them with our ambition, as fast as possible melt
and crystaflize them into our social life, and then sef upon their heads
the erowning glory of American citizenship.

If we pursue this policy in the future as we have in the past we
shall go on conquering and to-eonquer until barbarism shall disap-
pear, the cross supplant the idol, the teeming millions of the world
acknowledge our power, and the whole earth bow down before the
majestic genius of our civilization,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr.
Onnl]]:f%ﬁroﬁo%gnized.

Mr, LL. Will the gentleman from Indiana reserve ten
minutes of his time for me

Mr. ORTH. Iyield the gentleman from Minnesota ten minutesnow.

Mr., DUNNELL. I have sought an opportunity to address the
House during the week or ten gnys that this bill has been under
discussion, and fearing I may have no other opportunity to express
my views upon it, I embrace the present though not very inviting
opportunity.

cannot vote for the bill as it now reads, and now express the hope
that it will have amendments made to it before the final vote shall
be taken. I have no controversy to make with many of the gentle-
men who have addressed the House upon the bill, and do not.pmlpoae
in the ten minutes allowed me to discuss the various provisions of the
bill. I do not sympathize with some of the views which have been
?ﬁm here by gentlemen who have advocated the passage of this

1

I am without very great fear as to the influence of a few Mongol-
ians upon the civilization of the country, but believe that the eivil-
ization of the United States is not at all to be affected by the incur-
sions which may come to us from Asia or any other part of the world.
I assnme this position because of our national history. From the
very beginning we have been a nation eminently American and our
peculiarly distinetive character has not been at all damaged from the
very earliest dpariod of our history down to the present time. We
have retained our present nationH character throughout our entire
history, notwithstanding this annual and large influx of seemingly
incongruous elements coming into the body-politic.

I claim, Mr. Speaker, that this results not simply from our polit-
ical and civil institutions but also becaunse of our Christian civiliza-
tion. We are not afraid of these incoming elements, and I insist,
sir, 1hat we are more intensely republican to-day than we have ever
been in the history of the nation; American republicanism has
gained strength year by year, and at this very hour we are able to
receive into our embraces as a nation whatsoever may come to us.

I clearly admit that those men who come to us from Asia do not
come o us as the other elements have come, and also admit all that
may be said in this direction ; yet I donot think that a t nation of

fifty millions, with institutions broad and generous and liberal, meet-
ing the aspirations of every human breast, need, be particularly

alarmed about the incoming of a hundred thousand Mongolians. I
hardly with my colleague [Mr. WASHBURN] who spoke yes-
t-erda{l e spoke with force, with eloqluance, and with logie,
yet I hardly agree with him in his conclusions that American labor
18 just now put in peril by the immigration from Asia. When this
peril shall impend the laboring men of the country, then we will seek
a treaty under which we can%mnombly suspend, fully and forever.

But I rose to more in reference to the treaty which we have
with China. e all remember the congratulations which the nation
claimed for itself from the other nationsof the world when we opened
the walls of China, and when we made the progress we did in bring-
ing about the original Burlingame treaty. It was claimed that
America had achieved the t triumph of the age. We had opened
the walls of Japan, we opened the walls of China, and we had
brought about commercial relations with those great nations. We
made ourselves proud in our congratulations over our achievements
at that time.

After that treaty was ratified and went into operation we have
lately had another treaty made. And I say to the gentlemen from
California, and to every man who advocates the passage of this bill,
that I here reach my stone of stumbling. I will not here or else-
where find fault with gentlemen who have argued the passage of this
bill. I do mot propose to combat the views which they have pre-
sented, but when we come to the present existing treaty I find my
trouble. It hardly will do for a great nation liEe the Republic of
America to make a treaty with any nation and then trifle with its
terms and conditions. A nation gets nothinﬁof honor, gets nothim
ouf_‘ﬁlory in the family of nations when it in the slightest degree sh

ifle with its solemn stipulations.

In this late negotiation the people of the United States said to
China, * Enter into another treaty with us, and among other thin
%F'ee that we may suspend immigration of your people into the

nited States for a ‘reasonable’ period.” at is our declaration
to them. Whether we went too far or otherwise is not the question.
We solemnly declared to China, and at the same time we solemnl
declared to all the other treaty-making nations of the world that if
we did pmﬁose suspension that suspension should be reasonable.

Now, right here, I say again I find my difficulty in voting for this
bill. If the friends of this bill are wise and are willing to yield the
concessions which are demanded, they will consent to strike out the
word “ twenty ” and to insert the word “ ten.” When the friends of
the bill consent to that amendment, then my trouble ceases, and my
vote will be secured for the bill as thus amended.

Will the nations of the world say that a suspension of immigration
for twenty years is reasonable? Will not the world rather say that
twenty yearsis an unreasonable length of time for a suspension? As
some gentlemen have said, a suspension of twenty years is equiv-
alent to a sns{)ension for the life-time of a generation; that it oper-
ates as a total and complete suspension.

Fix the time of suspension at twenty years, and during that time
all the results of the past will be lost; we will lose not only the
commerce that would come to this nation from China, but we put
ourselves in the attitnde of trifling with the nation with whom we
have sought treaty stipulations.

In this city is the house where resides the Chinese minister. He
is an intelligent gentleman and worthily represents the ancient Em-
pire of China near the seat of our Government. If I should vote for
a suspension of twenty years, I could not ride past that house with-
out feeling that I had played a trick on that nation, and by my vote
had indorsed an action that the nation he represents had not agreed
to in the t_.rea.t{.

I have said that here and just here I find the ground of my oppo-
sition to this bill, A suspension of imi{;ration for twenty years
is unreasonable. By the statesmen of England, by the statesmen of
the world, a suspension of twenty years will not be deemed a rea-
sonable suspension. If unreasonable in the slightest degree, then
what have we gained for ourselves other than a national taint which
will do us infinite damage, not simply now, but throughout all the
years to come?

[Here the hammer fell.]

Mr. ORTH. Mr. Speaker, the principles involved in the bill now
under discussion are as important as any that can be brought to the
consideration of Congress or the atfention of the country.

The grave question is presented whether sufficient canse exists for
our Government and people to cast aside the cherished traditions of
our past history—to repeal, at least by implication, the laws which
by eommon consent, have been placed on our statute-book ; toinfringe
upon the spirit if not the letter of treaties most selemuly ratified
and to adopt a policy in direct opposition to the genius of our insti-
tutions ans the cherished princlpligs of the fathers.

Congress is now deliberating whether we shall forsake those prin-
ciples, turn our backs upen those traditions which adorn the most
brilliant pages of our tory, and take a backward step which if
followed to its logical sequence will, in my judgment, place us but
little in advance of the times known in his as the ‘“‘dark ages”
of the world. Let us not forget that this deliberation and proposed
action is taking place in the closing hours of the nineteenth century,
a century which stands out most pre-eminently in man’s history as
having witnessed more substantial reforms in human government,
as having conferred greater benefits and blessings on mankind e¢ol-
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lectively and individually, as having made more rapid and perma-
nent advancement in learning, in morals, in secience, in practical
human knowledge, in the elevation and improvement of mankind
than any other century or any half dozen centuries which have pre-
ceded it. And in all this grand march, in all these sublime achieve-
ments, the American Government and the American people have
nobly held the unchallenged leadership.

From the landing at Plymouth Rock, from the settlement at James-
town down thron, %.1 all our varied history, our people have placed
themselves on God’s word and announced their belief that He had
“made of one blood all nations of mei for to dwell on all the face
of the earth.” This is the foundation stone upon which onr £ﬂeﬂple
have erected the grandest structure of human government known
to man’s history. a0

The first political document promulgated by the feeble colonies in
vindication of their action formulated this faith into the declaration
that “ all men ave created equal,” “endowed with certain inalienable
rights, among which is” ‘the pursuit of happiness,” and from which
fcﬁlowcd as an inevitable corollary the doctrine of expatriation, which
is the right of man to go wheresoever his tastes, his judgment, or his
interests might lead him.

And yet we are gravely told in this debate that tlu.w's_ are mere
“‘gentiments,” opinions founded merely on passion or feeling. Our
entire history and the character and conduct of our people contra-
dict such an assnmption. The doctrine of * expatriation” or the
right of migration is coeval with our national existence, and for
w%:ic.h we never ceased to contend until it was eonceded by all na-
tions, and on the 27th day of July, 1868, we placed the following
declaration on our statute-book, namely :

‘Whereas the right of expatriation is a natural and inherent right of all le,
i‘ndlspensabla 1io the enjoyment of the rights of life, liberty, and the pursuit of

3 tig:g:i I:The recognition of this principle this Government has freely received
emigrants from all naﬁ?:ns, and invested them with the rights of citizenship.

It is rather a remarkable coineidence that on the very day follow-
ing the passage of the foregoing law, nawely, July 28, 1868, we formed
onr (Burlingame) treaty with China, and which contains this clause :

The United States of America and the Emperor of China cordially recognize the
inherent and inalienable right of man to change his home and allegiance, and also
the mutual advan of the free migration and emigration of their citizens and
subjects respectively from the one country to the other for purposes of euriosity,
of trade, or as permapent residents,

I ask again, is all this merely a “sentiment?” Our people have at
least shown a most laudable persistency in adhering to it until it
has become a part of our laws and our treaties, and is the practical
resnlt of the invitation we have given and the promise we have made
to all peoples: to come to our shores, without regard to race or re-
ligion, a.nE enjoy with us the benefits of free government.

Now it is proposed to strike down this prineiple, to restrict, to sus-
pend—yes, virtually to destroy this right of migration. Inthis view
of the question have I stated the case too strongly when I say that
the doctrine embraced in this bill is as important as any that can
engage our attention? By its passage you strike a blow at theright
of migration which might hereafter afiect the emigrant from other
lands than China. If we shall for some supposed grievance say to
the Chinese you shall not come, what is tﬁ]em to prevent, in the
frenzy of some fancied evil, the extension of this wall of exclusion to
other nations? I grant you, there is at present no apparent danger
of this being done gimt who can forecast the horoscope of the future,
with all its varied ]}h&sea of ambition, seif-interest, excitement, or
prejudice, which will then appeal for justification and precedent to
the law which we now pm}mso to enact and to the policy which its
enactment will inangurate

It is but recently, as we apply time to nations, that we desired to
bring ourselves into relations with the nations of the East, with China
and Japan, whose history and characteristics were to the outside
world a sealed book. It could, however, readily be conjectured that
the labor, the ingenuity, the productions of its teeming millions,
wonld be an important factor in the future commerce of the Pacific
Ocean, and bring untold wealth to the nations which should be so
fortunate as to control their trade and commerce.

After the acquisition of California and the rapid settlement of Ore-
gon it became apparent that the commerce of the Pacific would in
the near future rival that of the Atlantie; that it would naturally
belong to us, and that if we stretched out a friendly hand in honest
welcome it would come to our shores.

We extended the welcome, and on the 28th day of July, 1868, a
treaty was negotiated between the United States and China, which
among others, contains the following provisions, alike liberal and
hionorable to both nations, namely:

AnricLe V.

The United States of America and the Emmor of China cordially recognize
the inherent and inalienable right of man to change his home and allegiance, and
also the mutnal advantage of the free migration and emigration of their citizens
and subjects, respectively, from one country to the other, for the pu of curios-
ty, of trade, or as permanent residents. The high contracting parties, therefore,
Jjoin in r%mhatmg any other than an entirely voluntary emigration for these pur-
poses. ey eonsequently :Q.E:e to pass laws mnkimf t a penal offense for a cita-
zen of the United States or Chinese subject to take Chinese subjjects either to the
United States or to any other foreign mun%-y, or for a Chinese subject or citizen
wf the United States to take citizens of the United States to China or to any other

foreign conntry, without their free and voluntary consent respectively.

AgmicLE VL

Citizens of the United States visi or residing in China shall enjoy the samo
K:ivﬂegm immunities, or exemptions in respect to travel or residence as may there
enjovefi by the citizens or mphjecta of the most favored nation. And, recipro-
cally, Chi subjects visiting or residing in the United States shall enjoy Lhe
same privileges, immunities, and exemptions in respect to travel or residence as
ma; tgere be enjoyed by the citizens or subjects of the most favored nation. But
nothing herein contained shall be held to confer naturalization upon citizens of
the United States in China, nor npon the subjects of China in the United States.
ARTICLE VIL

Citizens of the United States shall a:\[n{ all the privileges of the public eduea-
tional institutions under the control of the Government of China ; and recipro-
cally Chinese subjects shall enjoy all the privil of the public educational insti-
tutions under the control of the Government of ithe United States which are enjoyed
in the respective countries by the citizens or subjects of the most favored nation,
The citizens of the United States may freely establish and maintain schools with-
in the Empire of China at those places where foreigners are by treaty permitted
to reside, and, reeiprocally, Chinese sulijects may enjoy the same privileges and im-
munities in the United States.

When said treaty was ratified the number of Chinese already in
this country did not exceed 60,000. The census of 1870, the year after,
showed the actual number then in this country to be 62,736, while
the number now in this country, as shown by the census of 1880, is
105,448, showing an increase of immigration in fen ‘yea.rs of only
42,712, Are these figures so alarming as to require of us this most
extraordinary legislation ? /

Taking the same ratio of decennial increase, how long in the distant
future will it be before their numbers in our country will seriously
threaten the existence of our institutions and our civilization ¥ And
yet, preposterous as is the assertion, it is s_erionnl; made by the advo-
catesofthis bill. A so-called “publicsenfiment,” however created or
for what purposes created, demanded a change if not an entire abro-

tion of that treaty, and during the last year, 1381, we urged its re-

ormation. The Chinese Government most reluctantly consented to
a modification, as follows, namely :
ArticLE L

Wheaever in the opinion of the Government of the United States the coming of
Chinese laborers to the United States, or their resid therein, affects or threat-
ens to affect the interests of that country, or to endanger the good order of the
said eountry or of any locality within the territory thereof, the Government of
China agrees that the Government of the United States may regulate, limit, or

nd such coming or residence, but may not absolutely prohibit it. The lim-
itation or jon sh r ble, and shall app mul}' to Chinese who
may go to the United States as laborers, other classes not being included in the
limitations. Legislation taken in regard to Chinese laborers will be of such a
character only as is n to enforce the regulation, limitation, or suspension

ol!;immigntion, and immigrants shall not be subject to personal maltreatment or
abuse.

AnrticLe IL
Chinese suhjects, whether proceeding to the United States as teach: rs, students,

merchants, or curiosity, together with their body and househcld servan
and Chinese laborers who are now in the United States, shall be allow ed to goan
come of their own free will and accord, and shall be accorded all the 1ights, privi-
lelgas, immunities, and exemptions which are accorded to the citizens and subjects
of the most favored nations.

AnTticLk IIL

If Chinese laborers, or Chinese of any other class, now either permanently or
temporarily residing in the territory of the United States, meet with ill treatment
at the hands of any other persons, the Government of the United States will exert
all its power to devise measures for their protection and to secure to them the same
rights, privileges, immunities, and exemptions as may be enjoyed by the citizens
or subjects of the most favored nation, and to which they are entitled by treaty.

ArTicLe IV.

The high tracti havi the fi in, s -
ever t‘;le ogoe:nmen tngme%nlgdngmamo;s ?egmmgo sv:ﬂl‘ifmnrealu whe{'u
accordance therewith such measures will be communicated to the Government of
China. If the measnres as enacted are found to work hardshipsupon the subjects
of China the Chinese minister at Washington may bring the matter to the notice
of the Secremy of State of the United States, who will consider the subject with
him; and the Chinese foreign office may also bring the matter to the notice of the
United States minister at Peking and consider the subject with him, to the end
that mutual and unqualified benefit may result.

It is by virtue of this modification of the treaty that it is sought
to pass this bill, and the reasons given for its passage are more mani-
fold than cogent. Let us examine them.

Among these are—

First. The great influx will endanger our institutions. I have

already given the number, both when the Burlingame treaty was
ratified and b{ethe census of 1880. Irepeat there is nothing alarmin,
in these numbers. There is one Chinaman for every five hnndreﬁ
Americans, and I submit it is not creditable to our manhood to as-
sert that the five hundred Americans are likely to be overcome by
the ‘“one heathen Chinee.” Then again it is well known that they
are by no means amigratory people, nor aggressive in their character.
For centuries thegr have occupied about the same territory, and never
disturbed that of their neighbors.
. Becondly. They do not speak our lan e. If we confined our
immigrants o the English-speaking nations of the world we should
not count them as we do now, by the thousands and tens of thousands
who annually seek our land.

Thirdly. They do not wear our kind of clothes. This is donbt-
less owing to the belief that their mode of dress is more becoming to
the human form than the style to which we are accnstomed. %ut
who among us felt like raising this objection to the hundreds of Men-
nonites who lately emigrated from Russia, settled in Kansas, and
still dress in the sheep-skin clothes so universally worn by the in-
habitants of the plains of Russia ¥ .
. Fourthly. They are pagans. The crowning glory of our policy lies
in the fact that it neither recognizes nor enforces any form of religion,
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but leaves that question to the individual conscience of every eiti-
zen. We have never excluded any immi t on account of his
religion or his want of religon. The Chrisfian and the Hebrew, the
Mohammedan and the heathen, all occupy the same platform of re-
ligious equality. We send our missionaries to convert the pagan in
China ; why repel him when he voluntarily places himself within
the reach of our Christian civilization ?

Fifthly. He takes no interest in our Government. Do you mean
y this that he does not immediately on his arrival repair to the
““gsand lots” of San Francisco and ngue the boisterons multi-
tude upon their special duty on electiondays? Thisobjection comes
with a poor when it is known that we refuse to give him an
interest in our Government or permit him to assume the rights and
responsibilities of citizenship. We deny to him therights which we
cheerfully accord to every other immigrant, and as if to emphasize
this denial the sixteenth section of this bill provides *‘ that hereafter
no State court or court of the United States shall admit Chinese
to citizenship; and all laws in conflict with this act are hereby

repealed.”
ixthly. He takes his money back to China and thus impoverishes
the country. Does he not leave in the country a dollar’s worth of

labor for every dollar he earries away? And if he works cheaply,
as is alleged, he leaves with us two dollars’ worth of work for the
dollar he takes home.

Seventhly. When he dies his bones are taken back to his native
country, 8 is rather a praiseworthy sentiment. But let me ask,
why do you wish to have his bones if you object to having his body
here ?

of this bill to which I

There are other reasons given for the p
ent they are equally

shall presently allude, toshow thatin my ju
untenable. In 1876 Congress, in obedience to the general desire for
a thoroungh investigation of this subject, appointed a joint commit-
tee of both Houses, of which the late lamented Senator Morton was
_ chairman, They repaired to the Pacific coast and entered npon a

most exhanstive examination of all facts bearing or tending to
throw light upon this much-talked-of Chinese question. The testi-
mony, taken from citizens of all shades of opinion, and from every
occupation in life, forms a volume of 1,253 pages, and is found among
the archives of Congress.

Although Senator Morton did not live to fully complete and pre-
sent his report to Congress, he had neverthelesspro, far enough
to give his ‘ views” upon the leading points which had engaged the
attention of the committee, and the anthenticity of these views admits
of no cavil or doubt. I shall briefly refer to these views, remarking
that they are eminently worthy the head and the heart of the dis-
tinguished statesman.

My colleague, [Mr. CALKINS,]in his remarks favoring the passage
of his bill, said :

While Senator Morton recognized the right of this Government to take such
steps as would prevent crime, panperism, and disease, as well as other things, his
conclusion was to attempt to exclude them alto, T, or 80 restrictimmi,
tion as would practically amount to exclusion, would be an innovation upon that
which we had regarded heretofore as one of the greatrights or pillars of our Gov-

ernment.
I am for this bill becanse it will restrain crime and prevent pauperism and dis-

easo.

I do not understand that the bill before the House is obnoxious to the points
made by Senator Morton.

In my judgment he has totally misapprehended the position of
Senator Morton if he sumea that his ** views” are at all in accord
with the provisions of this bill. The following extract from the
Morton report fully bears me out in my position:

As Ameri standing upon the great doctrine to which I have referred, and
secking to eduncate tho masses into their belief, and charged with the administra-
tion of the laws by which equal rights and protection s be extended to all
races and conditions, we cannot now safely take a new d re, which, in an-
other form, shall resurrect and re-establish those odious distinctions of race which
brought npon us the late civil war, and from which we fondly hoped that God in
his providence had delivered us forever. If the Chinese in California were white

le, being in all other respects what they are, I do not believe that the com-

ts and warfare made against them would have existed to any considerable
extent. Their difference in color, dress, manners, and religion have, in my judg-
ment, more to do with this hostility than their alleged vices or any actual injury
to the white people of California.

And the following extract serves to confirm what I have already
said as to the position of the late Senator:

In dealing with thia question, we should consider and act upon princi-
ples, and shounld hesitate before adopting a new policy which would be at variance
with the genins of our institutions, and enable the world to say that the prinei-
ples upon which we professed to establish our Government in the i g, and
upon which we took our place among nations, have yielded to considerations of
doubtful ieno{, in conflict with our general pr ions and ch ter. As
before sta our & th as & republic consists in our faithful adherence to the
doctrines upon which it was established, and to the eduneation of our people in
their truth, without regard to any temporary interest or condition.

Another reason given for their exclusion is that they are unhealthy
and likely to spread disease in any community in which they may
be located, and especially that the loathsome disease of small-pox
prevails constantly among them.

I beg to say that an examination of the ‘‘ testimony” reported b{
th:‘i‘oint committee fails entirely to corroborate these statements,
read the following from page 643 of said report :

Arthur B. Stout sworn and examined.

By Mr. BROOES :
Q. What is your business?
A, Iam a physician

RECORD—HOUSE.
ﬁ. }Iow]nn.%hava you resided in this State
. Since Fel 1840,
ilhvazoupm your profession since that time f
Yes, sir.
2. Have you held any office under the State connected with that ‘ession !
- Yes, gir; 1 am now a member of the State board of health. I have had no
:ﬂa:r official appointment, although I have been in the public hospital as physi
g. Where have you resided
. In Ban Francisco, constantly.
Q. Ha;w near was your oftice and residence to what is known as the Chinese
A. Right in the midst of it. .
g. %ou h'?i:t there before the Chinese came to that quarter?
. Yes, sir.
Q. During your residence there have you known of any disease, any pestilence,
oﬂfinaﬂng and spreading in there, or spreading from there? A
. No, sir; none.
g. The Chinese live in that quarter very closely, do they not?
~ A, closely, sometimes.
Q. How is it that you account for the fact that under these circumstances they
are ently so healthy 1
A. !E:mr frugal life gives them more immunity from disease. They eat only
what is n to live upon. They eat to live, and do not live to eat. They
Ell': clean iniuthahl}lfablth and they drin‘klno ml;iisky. bn.l have never seen a drunken
m 8. ey consequently ol n & be
< mof d ¥ : ¥ consedq ¥ tter resisting power to the
g. What is their habit in regard to ablutions 1
. They constantly wash themselves.
2. The whole person, or only the face and hands 1
. My observation of the mén is that they keep themselves clean. Their clothes
are clean. As mechanics or workmen they keep themselves very clean.
G What s Os smpboattie secetalt the Chinese and
L & com Ve mo ty amo o ese and the whites of this
city—the death-rate 1 Y s
- The death-rate is greater among the whites than among the Chinese.
Q. i“:lmt is the comparative mortality among adult Chinamen and adult white
peaple !
A. The amount is greater with adult white people.
. Have they bmldemiu in the Chinese quarter 1
. No, sir; the l-pox has been among them, as it has been amon%nthm'n, but
I think there has been less small-pox among them—I mean the ratio of population
allowrt_ad—tlkmf with the whtiotea 4 h;m you cant:aa to take up the question D{h amaili
x, I think I can exonera ] ese from charges against them o
g:ﬂng introduced it.

And the further charge made during this debate is that ‘¢ leprosy
exists among them all the time.” In reference to thisdisease and its
extent among them, Dr. Stout, in his testimony contained in said re-
port says, in response to the question, “ What has been your experi-
ence in reference to the Chinese leprosy 7”

I think that the hue and cry made about it is a farce. Leprosy is a disease of
very ancient origin. It had its existence under certain iar umstances of
eastern and east European nations. It has come from Europe when it has come
here, and that is exceedingly rare, ifat all. It is a disease t is rather passing
away. It is a disease of a past epoch, which can never return again owing to the
different chan %asof civilization and of life that have oce K

Leprosy will probably never exist again. It exists in the Sandwich Islands,
where it does not extend, partly becanse it is quarantined. It is considered an
incurable disease. I consider it a curable disease under the improved modes of
cure that we ess. I havenoideaof its contagiousness by quick contagion, as,
for instance, if you were to manipulate a person covered with leprosy you would
not take the leprosy ; although if you mn.nigulated A person witgn Mnilpox you
might take the smnﬁ_ -pox. Itis communicable, we may say, by slow degrees. If
yon were to sleep with a man for six months or a year, be in close contact, get the
scurf from the skin upon you, and breathe his breath for a long time, very likely
then yon m]lﬂ;t catch the leprosy ; but it is one of those chronic diseases which,
although in tw:; contagious, need excite no fear; and it is not near as horrible
as other diseases of the skin that we have, such as psoriasis and phthosis, two

which are certainly more disgusting and disagreeable than the leprosy.
I have seen the leprosy in the north of Italy. If you exclude a people I a
few cases of leprosy have occurred among them you would exclude the Italians,
because in Lumba:%y it is a recognized which prevails there all the time.

So also are the charges in reference to the question of Chinesa
!a.l?or s.nd'lts effect npon “:hitﬂ labor. The Chinaman lives cheaply,
is industrious and economical ; but instead of degrading white labor
his presence there tends to elevate it, for the simple reason, if none
other, that he seeks and performs a species of labor which the Amer-
ican does not seek nor has any desire to perform. Labor is not cheap
in t_he Pacifie, and no one havin%:llue respect for the laboring man
desires cheap labor anywhere. this most interesting question
Senator Morton was fully competent to speak, and this is his lan-
guage:

Looking at the question broadly, and at the effect which Chinese labor has ex-
erted in California, ranning thmu.gh a period of twenty-five years, I am strongly
of the opinion that but for the p of the Chi California would not now
have more than one-half or two-thirds of her present white population ; that Chi-
nese labor has opened up many avenues and new indunstries for white labor, made
many kinds of busineas possible, and laid the foundation of mannfacturing inter-
ests t bid fair to rise to enormons proportions ; that the presence of the Chinese,
bolding out the prospect for laborat ble rates, induced the transfer of large
amonnts of capital and immigration to California, and of large numbers of business
and enterprising men, thus makinig California the most inviting field for immi-

ts from every class of society, including laboring men; and, lastly, that the
boring men of California have ample employment and are better paid thanin
almost any other part of the country.

L * L3 - * * *

The testimony shows that the intellectual capacity of the Chinese is full
to that of white people. Their ability to acquire the m o arts, and
every process and form of workmanship, ranks very high, and was declared hi’
many of the witnesses to be above that of white people; and their general intel-
lectual power to understand mathematics, and t a:{ bject p ted to the
human understanding, to be quite equal to that of any other race.

- * - - - - -

The evidence established the fact that Chinese labor in California is as free as
any other. t‘};ha{):ll w“iﬁe‘i: free men and ui‘ﬁ té:l;nihrl:w:i thmm absolutely. In
many cases the rrow their passage-mon an agreement to repay
from their ngs in this coun with tnt.areati an agreement which, to
their credit be it said, they rarely to perform. Nearly all of them npon their

y equal
tojmitate
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arrival become members of one or the other of the 8ix Companies of San Francisco,
for which they pay an initiation fee, and through that they do their business, make
their contracts for labor, make remittances to China, deposit their money, and
make arran, ents for the return of their bones to China, should they dis. The;
are much given to eo tions and companies, and understand well PoOWer an
advantage of combination. They frequently work together in iations nunder
the direction of a head man, who keeps th and tr ts their busi-
ness. The most of the Chinese who come here are young men and boys.

These “views” and conclusions of Senator Morton are based upon
a thorough examination of the subject and substantiated by a large
mass of testimony collected by his committee, some of which I beg
leave to bring to the attention of the House and the country:

John II. Hill sworn and examined :

I came to California in July, 1850 ; have resided prinei
I have been East occa-siouall{ to visit my ehildren, but Sonoma County has been
my place of residence ; have a farmer in Sonoma County; cultivator of fruit
principally ; employ Chinese labor ; Ifind them, from ex?erienm. to be temperate,
industrions, honest, and good laborers, creating no trouble whatever; is a common
practice in Sonoma County to employ Chinese. I think in my neighborhood there
must be, perhaps, some five hun Chinamen employed. It isp dFaﬂ a-vine-
growing district. They are engaged largely in cultivating the grape for the farm-

T8

%. Conld you get white labor to do that work 1 .

. I do not think we could, I think it is one of the industrial resonrces of the
country that would have to be abandoned if it depended upon white labor. ere
are certain seasons of the year when a large accession to the number of
hands is required, when the crop is ripening, and I do not think white men could
be got on the spur of the moment to do the work.

Charles Wolcott Brooks, who visited China to study the people and their civili-
zation. Page 41, Congressional report :

Laboring Chinamen, when poor and in debt, live, save, and thrive on wages far
below our fubomm. because honesty is inculeated in their religion; but experience
has shown that after they are forehanded, they become more free in the distribu-
tion of their money, purohaainﬁ(froely what will most conduce to their comfort.
Human nature is sin 1y alike the world over. It is natural to nse the gains
our labor has broughf us. "As a people, they are neat, orderly, and skillful ; net
readily excelled in handicraft; frugal, industrious. teachable, patient, and intel-
ligent. They make execellent honse-servants, and may be trained to cook skill-
fully in any style. When tanght by French cooks it is difficult to excel them.
Wiih one explanation thnrunjﬂ}' understood, they will need no further instrue-
tion or correction. Theﬂ m:?( occasionally be sullen, but never stupid. Thl;ifharo
uot given to excessive hilarity, but are quiet, peaceful, and tent. eir
manipulation is careful, and often extraord
cotton-pickers ; never bungling ones.

Page 666, Congressional report:

Charles Crocker sworn and examined.

By Mr. BEE:
Q. How long have you been in this State?
A. 1 have been here twenty-six years.

2, ‘What has been your business 1 vl )
- Tor the last fifteen or sixteen }'cuts.I have 'ooaf building railroads.
- - -

Iy in S County.

inary. They w make dexterous

By the CHAIRMAN:
2. How long have you lived on this coast?
. Twenty-six years.
. You have been acquainted with the operations of the Chinese since their first
arrival here?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. State what, in your jud t, is their effect upon white labor, whether they
have the effect to deprive white men of employment, or have had that effect at any

time,

A. I think that they afford white men labor. I think that their presence here
affords to white men a more elevated class of labor. As I said before, if you should
drive these seventy-five thousand Chinamen off you would take seventy-five thou-
sand white men from an elevated class of work and put them down todo!
classof labor that the Chinamen are now doing, and instead of elevnting von would
degrade white labor to that extent. For any man to ride through California, from
one end of this State to the other, and see miles upon miles of uncultivated
land, and in the mountains millions of actes of timber, and the foot-hills wai
for some one to go and cultivate them, and then talk about there being too mu
labor here in the conntry is simply , in my estimation. There is labor for
all, and the fact that the Chinamen are here gives an (tTportum to white men to
go in and cultivate this land where they could not cultivate it ot!

Other arguments failing, the Repnblicans of the House are admon-
ished that they must support this bill because our late national
platform contains this provision, namely :

Since t't‘m authority to regulate 1§Tfi tion and intercourse between the United
2tat. Fa 1 +H e ti W

fy iétmc.mw‘iththa'ﬁnﬂad States and its
treaty-making power, the blican party, regarding the nnrestricted immigra-
tion of the Chinese as an e magnitude, invokes the exercise of these

of great
w train and limit the immi, on by the enactment of s umane,
nd m;:laﬂo provisions as will prm thg;. mﬁlnt. ek bow

Even admitting for the sake of the argument the binding effect
of everything which a political convention sees fit for the occasion
to insert in its party platform, this bill differs essentially from the
platform. Mark the concluding sentence which declares for an *‘ en-
actment of just, humane, and reasonable provisions.”

I am opposed fo the bill because it conflicts with the platform,
because it is neither “just, humane, nor reasonable.”

A word in conclusion. Iadmit that there are some evils connected
with Chinese immigration. If is not af all surprising that such do
exist, but in my judgment they are not so grievous, not so intoler-
able as is alleged. 1 will cheerfully support any “ just, humane, and
reasonable ” bill to remedy and remove those evils.

We have the anthority to ‘“‘regunlate” immigration; we have fre-
quently exercised this authority in reference fo European immigra-
tion, but we havedoneit justly, humanely, and reasonably. But we
have no authority, except “ the anthority of might,” to pass such a
bill as this. I oppose it becaunse it violates a solemn treaty of the
Government. To “suspend” immigration for twenty years amounts
to a prohibition, and this is exp y inhibited by tﬂe words of the
last treaty.

I will vote to exclude (as we have an undoubted right to do) all

servile or cooly labor; but I am opposed to this bill because it ex-
cludes ‘“ all Chinese laborers, whether skilled or unskilled,” however
moral and u'iright in all respects. Ishall vote against this bill unless
it is proper! ly amended, because I am opposed to all legislation
founded on ““race, color, or previous condition of servitnde.” We
have no such odious laws now upon our statute-book, and no vote of
mine shall ever be given to place any there.

Bring us a bill that is not founded on race or eolor ; one that will
protect our people from the influx of servile cooly labor; one that
will keep us from contact with disease or crime, or from a class of
immigrants whe are unfit or undesirable members of the body-politic,
and no one will give it a more hearty support than myself.

But this proposed legislation is based on race and color, is in der-
ogstion of justice and right, subverts the time-honored traditions
of the fathers, tramples alike upon treaties and statutes, strikes
at the fundamental principles of republicanism, and seeks to rob our
nation of the brightest 1jmwel& in its coronet of glory.

Mr.COBB. Thegentleman from California, Ginaml ROSECRANS, is
confined to his room by sickness. He has prepared some remarks
upon this bill and desires to have them printed in the Recorp. [
ask consent that they be so printed.

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. [See
Appendixig

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
SHERWIN] is recognized by the Chair as entitled to the floor.

Mr. PAGE. If the gentleman will yield to me I will move that
the House now adjourn, so that the next legislative day may be
commenced at twelve o’clock,

Mr. SHERWIN. I will yield for that purpose.

Mr. PAGE. I move that the House now adjourn.

The motion was to; and aceordinily (at eleven o'clock and
fifty minutes a. m., Thursday, March 23) the House adjourned.

PETITIONS, ETC.

The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows:

By Mr. BREWER : The petition of the State board of visitors of
Rutgers Scientific School, of New Jersey, praying for the establish-
ment of an educational fund, &c.—to the Committee on Education
and Labor.

By Mr. CORNELL: The petition of 30 citizens of Shandaken; of
Jacob H. Tremper, jr., and 30 others ; of J, Mathews and others, of
Olive; of Swart Brothers and others, of Kingston; of C. M. Merritt
and 20 others; of John 8. Bray and 30 others, citizens of Kingston ;
of 50 citizens of West Shokan; of citizens of Ulster County; of J.
M., Van Valkenburgh and others, of Lexington; of 25 citizens of
Schohaire County ; of 40 citizens of Lexington, Greene County; and
of 50 citizens of Hurley, in the State of New York, for a reduction
of the duty on sugar to a rate not exceeding 25 per cent. ad valorem—
severally to the Committee on Ways and Eteans.

By Mr. CURTIN: The petition of citizens of Du Bois, Pernsylvania,
praying Congress to take such action as will result in the speedy
trial of American citizens now confined in British jails—to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. DAVIDSON : The petition of 130 citizens of Apalachicola,
Florida, for an appropriation for the improvement of the harbor at
that place—to the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr. DEZENDORF': The petition of Benjamin P. Loyall, of
Norfolk, Virginia, to be paid the sum of $435.93 now standing to his
credit on the books of the Treasury Department for services ren-
dered in the United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Also, papers relating to the claim of Nathaniel Nash—to the Com-
mittee on War Claims.

Also, the petition of Joseph H. Rainey, praying to be reimbursed
for balance due him for actual and necessary expenses inecurred in
contested-election cases in the Forty-fo and Forty-fifth Con-

to the Committee on Elections,

By Mr. FISHER: The petition of ex-soldiers, now residing in
Huntingdon Connty, Pennsylvania, for the passage of the bill to
establish a soldiers’ home at Erie, Pennsylvania—to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

By Mr. GARRISON : The petition of the mayor, common couneil,
and eitizens of Fredericksburgh, Virginia, for an appropriation to con-
struct a road from said city to the national cemetery located near
that place—to the same committee.

By Mr. GIBSON : Memorialof merchants, planters, mechanics, and
laborers of Louisiana, in favor of the termination of the Hawaiian
treaty—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. HALL : The petition of William Waterhouse and others,
citizens of Barrington, New Hampshire, for the passage of a bill for
the suppression of polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. J. HAMMOND : Memorial of Jesse H. Jones and others,
in opposition to the adoption of the French metric system, praying
that it shall not be made legal in any Government transactions—te
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures.

By Mr. HARDENBERGH : Memorial of manufacturers of what is
known as weiss beer, in relation to a bill to regulate the tax on the
same—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr, HILL: The petition of nearly 3,000 citizens of Paterson,
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New Jersey, for an appropriation for the erection of a public build-
ing in eaid eity-—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.
%y Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of F. M. Wilcox and others, citi-
zens of Rochester, Oakland County, Michigan, against the passage
of the bill to anthorize the Commissioner of the General Land Office
to sell certain overflowed and nnsurveyed lands in Saint Clair County,
Michigan—to the Committee on the Public Lands. )

By Mr. KING : The petition of citizens of Vidalia, Louisiana, and
Natchez, Mississippi, fBg the improvement of the harbors of Vidalia
and Natchez, respectively—to the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr. LACEY: The petition of H. J. Day, A. A. MeConoughey, and
others, citizens of Marshall, Michigan, for legislation for the sup-
pression of polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MAGINNIS: Three petitions, signed by officers of the
United States Army, in relation to the restoration of officers who
have been dismissed by court-martial—severally to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

By Mr. MORSE : The petition of Joseph Frye and others, for the

ge of the French spoliation claims bill—to the Committee on

‘oreign Affairs.

By T[lr. MULDROW : The petition of J. Russell and others, citi-
zens of Zion, Lowndes County, Mississippi, for the restoration of
fractional currency—to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

Also, the petition of C. A. Sullivan, of Mississippi, for an appro-
priation for testing a patent for aerial navigation—to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

By Mr. NOLAN : Thepetition of Cebra Quackenbush and 30 others,
citizens of Albany, New York, for a reduction of the dnty on sugar
to a rate not exceeding 25 per cent. ad valorem—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. O'NEILL: The petition of the Vessel-Owners’ and Captaing’
Association of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, for an appropriation for
the improvement of the Delaware River—to the Committee on Com-
merce.

By Mr. POUND : The petition of George Woodhull and 229 others,
citizens of Marinette and vicinity, in the State of Wisconsin, pray-
ing Congress to adopt rigorous and efficient measures for the sup-
pression of polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. s

Also, the petition of citizens of Superior, Wisconsin, and certain
railway officials, for an adequate appropriation to improve the
Superior harbor—to the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr. TALBOTT: Papersrelating tothe claim of Leif & McKee—
to the Commitfee on Claims, f

By Mr. VANCE: The affidavit of Robert L. Fox, in relation to the
claim of James Washington Brank, late Second North Carolina
Mounted Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. WARD: The petition of the Vessel-Owners’ and Captains’
Association of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, relative to the improve-
ment of the Delaware River—to the Committee on Commerce.

The petition of Joshua Johnson was reported by Mr. HENDERSON

from the Committee on Military Affairs, under clause 2 of Rule XXTI,
and referred to the Committee on War Claims.

SENATE.
THURSDAY, March 23, 1882,

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BuLLock, D. D.
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION.

The PRESIDENT pro tempre laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance
with law, a full and complete inventory of all property be!on(ging to
the United States in the buildings, rooms, effices, and grounds occu-
pied by that Department and under its cimrge; which was ordered
to lie on the table and be printed.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of the Inde-

endent Order of Good Templars of Illinois, representing 15,000 mem-
Rers, praying for an amendment of the Constitution of the United
States to prohibit the manufacture and sale of all alcoholic bever-
agala through the national domain; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of Joseph Cossart and others,
citizens of Clark County, Arkansas, praying for an appropriation for
the improvement of the Ouachita River in that State; which was
referred to the Committee on Commerce.

Mr. FERRY presented a petition of citizens of Emmet and other
counties in Michigan, interested in vessel property, pr%_ying for an
appropriation for the sur\rfﬂ' and improvement of Cross Village Har-
bor, on the coast of Lake Michigan; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Commerce.

Mr. KELLOGG presented a memorial of the board of health of
Louisiana, in favor of theerection of a United States marine hospital
at New Orleans; which wasreferred to the Committee on Commerce.

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian
Temperance Union of Colorado, praying for an amendment of the
Constitution of the United States to prohibit the manufacture and
sale of all aleoholic beverages throughont thenational domain; which
was ordered to lie on the table,

Mr. BROWN. I present the petition of Hon. T. J. Simmons, judge
of the superior courts of the Macon circuit, Georgia, and a number
of other prominent citizens of Bibb County, Georgia, praying for
an adequate appropriation for the improvement of the harbor of
Savannah in that State; which I moveEbe referred to the Committee
on Commerce.

The motion was agreed to.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr. WINDOM, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom
were referred the bill (8. No. 799) in relation to the Venezuela awards
and the bill (8. No. 893) in ct to the Venezuela claims and awards,
submitted an adverse report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed,
and the bills were postponed indefinitely.

Mr. VANCE. I am directed by the Committee on the District of
Columbia, to whom were referred the bill (8. No. 1410) for the relief
of Albert T. Whiting, and the bill (8. No. 1373) for the relief of
Thomas Evans, to report a substitute for them. As they are both
for the same object, they are incorporated into one bill.

The bill (8. No. 1561) for the relief of Albert T. Whiting and
Thomas Evans was read twice by its title.

Mr. PLATT, from the Commiftee on Patents, to whom was referred
the hill (8. No. 1440) relating to the registration of trade-marks, re-
ported it without amendment.

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom
was referred the bill (8. No. 831) for the relief of Lientenant Edward
8. Farrow, United States Army, reported it with an amendment, and
submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed.

Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on Agriculture, to whom were
referred the bill (8. No. 302) to establish a department of agricult-
ure and commerce, and the bill (8. No. 958) to make the Agricultural
Department an Exeentive Department, and to enlarge itsduties and
powers, reported a bill (8. No. 1562) to constitute the Department of
Agriculture an Executive Department and enlarge its duties and
powers; which was read twice by its title.

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Agriculture, to whom was
referred the bill (8. No. 593) for the establishment of a burean of
animal industry, to prevent the exportation of diseased cattle and
the spread of infectious or contagious diseases among domestic ani-
mals, reported it without amendment.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. JOHNSTON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave
to introduce a bill (8. No. 1563) for the erection of a publie buildin
at Lynchburgh, Virginia ; which was read twice by its title, and, wit
the acecompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Public Build-
ings and Grounds.

e also asked and, by nunanimous consent, obtained leave to intro-
duce a bill (8. No. 1564) for the reliefof E. T. Pilkenton ; which was
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred
to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. FRYE asked and, by nnanimous eonsent, obtained leave to in-
troduce a bill (8. No. 1565) to provide for the formation and admis-
sion into the Union of the State of Washington ; which was read twice
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories.

Mr. MITCHELL asked and, by unanimous econsent, obtained leave
to introduce a bill (8. No. 1566) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob
Cramer; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa-
nying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr, PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to
introduce a bill (8. No. 1567) to provide for the compensation of
registers and receivers for selling Osage Indian lands; which was
ﬁad dﬂtwice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public

T

Mr. VAN WYCK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave
to introduce a bill (8. No. 1568) to establish a board of review of

msion and bounty land-warrant claims rejected under existing
aws, and to prevent fraud or injustice in the ting of pensions
or bounty land-warrants; which was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. ROLLINS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave
to introduce a bill (8. No. 1569) making an appropriation for con-
tinning the improvement of the channel of Cocheco River, in the
State of New Hampshire; which was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Commerce.

AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed
by him to the general deficieney bill ; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED.

On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, it was

Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of Eliza H. Powers be taken from
the files and referred to the Co ttee on Claims.
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