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States -vessels under the command of Flag-Oflicer D. C. Farragut; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

And then on motion of Mr. HOLMAN, (at :five o'clock and :fifty 
minutes p. ~.,)the House adjourned. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and other papers were laid on the Clerk's 
desk under the rule, and referred as follows : 

By Mr. ARMFIELD: The petition of J.D. Hunt and ot~ers, for 
an appropriation for educational purposes-to the Comnuttee on 
Education and Labor. 

By .Mr. ATKINS: Papers relating to the claim of W. C. Marsh
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRUMM: The petitions of G. W. Bartch, T. A: ~oster, 
aud 300 others citizens of Pennsylvania, for an · appropnatwn of 
money to Stat~s and Territories for educational purposes-to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS : Papers relating to the claim of the trustees 
of the Catholic church at Dalton, Georgia, and ofthe trusteesoft~e 
Presbyterian church at Marietta, Georgta-severally to the Comnut
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DEZENDORF :. The petition of .Margaret T. Higgins, for 
r~lief-to the same comnuttee. . 

By Mr. DINGLEY: The petition of W. A. Robinson and others, of 
Maine for the passage of the French spoliation claims bill-to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. . 

By Mr. ELLIS: Papers relating to the claim of James Ryback-to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: The petitions of citizens of the United 
States engaged in j.mporting and refining sugars, relative to the duty 
on suO'ar-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ERRETT: The petition of Carnegie B~others &. Co:, of 
Pitt~burgh, Pennsylva~a, for the passage of the bill for t~stmg rron 
and steel-to the Comnnttee on Manufactures. 

By Mr. HARMER: The petition of citizen of the United States, 
for the passage of bill (H. R. No. 22'2'2) relative to ~he duties on sugars 
deposited in bonded warehouses-to the ComiDlttee on Ways and 
~leans. . 

By Mr. LORD: The petition of J ?hn Casbry, for compensa~10n for 
services as custodian at the Detroit arsenal-to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: The petition of Prettyman Jones and 35 
others, for the passage of a bill to ~qualize bounties-to the Select 
Committee on the Payment of PensiOns, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. PEIRCE : The petition of P;ofessor ~illiam H. Ril~y ~nd 
150 others, citizens of Terre Haute, Indiana, askin~ the appropnat~on 
of money for educational purposes-to the Comnuttee on EducatiOn 
and Labor. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Papers relating to the claim of Abraham 
Bazinsky, of Alfred F. Brown, and of James Haws-severally to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of citize~s of the United States, 
relative to the duty on sugar-to the Comnnttee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. G. D. ROBINSON: The petition of Lucinda 0. Howard and 
others for the passage of the French spoliation clainls bill-to the 
Coi.ruDittee on Foreign Affairs. . 

By Mr. SHACKELFORD: ~he petition <!f ~itizens of. Onslow 
County, North Carolina, pra~g for appropn~tion for the Imp~ove
ment of navigation of New River, North Carolina-to the CoiDID.lttee 
on Commerce. · · 

By Mr. R. W. TOWNSHEND:. The pe~ition of citi;Z~ns of llli~ois, 
for the passage of the bill grantmg pensiOns to soldiers and sailors 
of the late war who were confined in confederate prisons-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OSCAR TURNER: The petition of Mrs. Sarah Futrell, :(or 
a pension-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLITS: The petition of Oscar Bliss and 42 others, of 
Rider PostNo.12, Grand Army of the Republic, of ~naweeCounty, 
Michigan, in relation to repeal of arrears-of-pensiOn act-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

SENATE. 
THURSDAY, April 27, 1882. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

MILEAGE OF ARMY OFFICERS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Ch¥r laid befor~ t~e S?nate 

yesterday a letter from the Secretary of War, transnnttmg, m re
sponse to a resolution of February~, 188'2, a report from the Pay
master-General and accompanying papers giving an itemized state
ment of how, by whom, and underwhatexigencytJ;le$200,000appro
priated for mileaO'e of officers for the fiscal year ending Jll;De 30, 1882, 
will be exhausted before the end of February, &c., which was re-

ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
As the Chair did not know that the bundle of papers now before 
him was attached to the communication, he asks that the motion to 
print be reconsidered, and that the matter be referred to the Com
mittee on Printing. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I make that motion. 
The PRESIDENT pro ternpore. There being no objection, the order 

to print will be reconsidered, and the papers will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. The Journal will be corrected in that re
spect. 

Mr. BECK subsequently said: Acommunicationhas been received 
from the Secretary of War, I understand, of which I was not advised 
until this moment, relative to mileage, and a bag of books or papers 
has been sent here with it. 

The PRESIDENT p1'0 ternp01·e. The order toprint has bee~ recon
sidered, and the papers have been referred :first to.the Comllllttee on 
Printing to determine whether they should be pnnted. 

Mr. BECK. I do not desire the printing of such a large amount 
of documents or papers. 

The PRESIDENT pro temp01·e. The matter is referred to the Com
mittee on Printing now. 

Mr. BECK. I should like an early report for the printing of an 
abstract, because it seems to me there was no occasion to send a bag 
of paper of that sort here, when that Department has plenty of clerks 
not very busy, and plenty of officers who might perhaps be better 
employed than they are. I do not understand why they could not 
have sent an abstract of the papers. 

Mr. EDMlThTDS. But it is probable, I will say to my friend from 
Kentucky, that the Secretary of War felt that he was obeying a 
requirement or a direction of ·the Senate in sending everything he 
had. 

Mr. BECK. Perhaps he did. I merely mean to say that the only 
object I have had in view is to get at the facts to see whether the 
large deficiency was created for legitimate mileage or not. I have 
had nothing else in view. 

Mr. ANTHONY. . If the Senator from Kentucky would be kind 
enough toindicate theportionofthe papers which he desires tohave 
printed, it would aid the Committee on Printing very much. 

Mr. BECK. There is a mail-bag full, I nnders~and, whi.ch I ~ke 
it for granted are vouchers merely. What I desrre to do IS to give 
the Army all they need, but if they are going to send officers down 
to Yorktown, and if they are going to have grand dress parades all 
over the country and invite officers all about and pay th~m mileage 
and then come here with a deficiency of $52,000, having spent the 
whole 200,000 ~e allowed them in eight mo~ths ~nstead of. twe~ve, 
I think they m1ght tell ~s how they spent It, :V.Ithout. g01~g mto 
great detail as to where It went. It was a l~gitimate mqurry and 
not intended to embarrass anybody; but I desrred to get at the facts. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator make a motion 
in regard to the matterf 

Mr. BECK. No, sir ; I do not really know what it is; let it go to 
the Committee on Appropriations. I call the attention of the chair
man of the Committee on Printing to the matter. · 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary ean show the Sena
tor the bag of documents which has been referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

Mr. BECK. It is absurd to send a bag like that here. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was referred to the Committ~e 

on Printing in order to decide what should be printed. The Chair 
supposes there is no other way. That is what ought to be done. 

Mr. BECK. I have no doubt that it is a sortofthreattoshowthe 
amount of idle printing that we ~re required to do, .and it is !'ent h~~e, 
as an evidence of that fact. I simply asked for a smgle, plam, legiti
mate fact that a hundred lines can give. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I feel it to be a duty toward the Secretary of 
War to say that I do not agree with the Senator from Kentucky, and 
that I do not think he is justified in saying that the Secretary of' 
War intends it as a threat or intimation or anything else, but only 
a justifiable and lawful obedience to the direction of the Senate of 
the United States to send this information. If' the Senate calls for 
universal information he must send it if he is an upri~ht officer. He 
has sent it, and it is not his fault that it is much or little. Perhaps 
the baO' ought to have been silk, or something of that kind. 

Mr. :INGALLS. In view of the imputation made by the Senator 
from Kentucky, it seems to me to be reasonable that the resolution of 
the Senate should be read, that we may know whether the action of 
the Secretary has been in obedience to it or not. !fit appears on the 
:files I should like to have it read by the Chief Clerk. 

Mr. BECK. So would I. 
Mr. ANTHONY. The Secretary of War does not print tho docu

ments; he sends the papers here by our order, and we print them or 
not, as we see .fit. He is not responsible for the expense of printing. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senate has already referred the matter o:f 
printing to the Committee on Printing; and that was the proper 
thing to do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 
The Acting Secretary read the following resolution, adopted by the

Senate February 28, 1882: 
~ereas the Secretary of War h .as officially advised Congress in the estimate&. 

for deficiencies that the $200,000 appropriated for "mileage to officers of the Army" 
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for the fiscal year ending .r une30, 1882, 11 will be exhausted before the end ofFebru· 
ary," and tlui.t " much inconvenience may be caused by the inability of the (this) 
Department to reimburse officers for expenses incurred while travelin~under orders 
after that date," and asks an appropriation ot' $52,000 to meet thedefictency: There
fore, 

Resoloed, That the Seeretar:v of War be, and he is hereby, directed to furnish to 
the Senate as soon as practicable an itemized statementofhow, by whom, and under 
what exi~ency or orders the $200,000 aforesaid has been expended in eight months, 
and whether the est.imate of$52,000 will be sufficient for the remaining four months, 
.atafu1;:t his reasons for assuming that $52,000 will suffice to complete the service for 
the fiscal year. 

Mr. BECK. I do not think that resolution calls for any such volu
minous bag of papers as was sent to us. I merelywanted the esti
mates, the orders given, and how the money was expended. I sup
posed an itemized statement in a single column would answer every 
purpose. I do not mean to reflect on the Secretary of \Var or any
body else. I mean to call the attention of the Committee on Print
ing, not to print that bag of documents, but merely to print enough 
to enable us to know how the money has been expended and the 
reasons why it was so expended, which can be done in a very few 
minutes, I suppose, instead of sending us a mail-bag full of miscella
neous documents. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You do not know what is in the bag. They 
may be the very itemized statements the Senator desired. 

Mr. BECK. I hope the Committee on Printing will look into it 
<Jarefully, and give us the information at the least possible expense. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator will notice that his resolution calls 
for an itemized account. If he had simply asked the Secretary of 
War to give a general statement of the extra expenditure , of the un
usual causes for the expenditures, then what he suggests would have 
.answered, but he calls for exactly what I suppose the Secretary of 
War sent, an itemized account of the expenditure of 200,000. 

Mr. INGALLS. What does the bag contain T 
Mr. HAWLEY. What I suppose to be an itemized account, which 

-the Senator called for. 
Mr. INGALLS. The matter ha<l better be postponed until we know 

what the hag contains. 
Mr. HAWLEY. As stated by my colleague on the committee, [Mr. 

ANTHoNY,] it does not follow that we arefoing to print all that mat
-ter. It may be examined by the clerk o the Committe on Printing 
in two hours so as to give all the information requisite. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the resolution also calla for the orders 
under which the expenditures were made. I have no doubt if we 
were to investi~ate the bag of documents we should find that it con
-tains all the oraera with reference to mileage accounts. 

Mr. BECK: I have no doubt that it contains all the vouchers 
_given by the officers, and that they are all regular. I have no idea that 
the money was stolen by anyone, or that anybody was gettingmore 
than he had a right to receive, under the appropriation; but what I 
wanted was simply what the resolution shows on its face, an ab
stract of the orders to show where the officers were sent, what they 
were doing, what duty they were performing, so as to enable us to 
.see whether this money was spent in executing the necessary orders 
oQf the Army or whether it was spent in junketing. If it was so 
spent, then I propose before new appropriations are made to seek to 
limit the right of that Department to make such expenditures. I 
believe, for .example, and I may be wrong, that 20,000 or $30,000 of 
that mouey was spent by officers to go to Yorktown for the Centen
nial celebration. I deny the right of the Secretary of War to send 
his officers tth.ere at pnblic expense. If I am wrong in that, t.hen I 
.am so far wrong. If, in other words, the orders under which the 
money was spent were in connection with Army affairs, all right; if 
not, then let us see if we cannot prevent a repetition of that condi
tion ofthin(J's. 

That is ~I want, andaaiuglepageortwowouldgive it all. I had 
no idea that a bag of books would come here, and I am amazed that 
we are asked to print any such ma s of papers. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT p1·o tempore laid before the Senate a letter from 
the Secretary()fWar., transmitting a communication from James B. 
Eads, a member of the Mississippi River commis ion, dissenting from 
portions of the report of that commission; which, on motion of Mr. 
CoCXImLL, was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

!FOURTEENTH STREET EXTENSION, WASHINGTOX. 

The PRESIDENT pro t-empore. · The Chair lays before the Senate a 
.collliilU.JJ..ication from the commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, in response to a resolution of April 14, information 
~oncernin(J' the .action taken by them for widening the extension of 
Fourteenth street, with plana and estimated cost of the proposed im
J>rovement. The communication will be referred to the committee 
oQn the District of Columbia, and be printed. There are plats accom-· 
panying the communication. Shall the plats be printed f 
~.EDMUNDS. No; that is pretty costly business. I think they 

had better not be printed, without some investigation. 
Mr. INGALLS. The printing of the plats is essential to the correct 

understanding of the report of the commissioners and to the prepara
tion of an intelligent public document. The plats accompany the 
-statement and ought to be printed. I understand they can be repro
duced at a very small expense. 

Mr. EDl\-IUNDS. I do not object to it. Probably they may be. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The plat will be printed also, there 
being no objection. 

PETITIOXS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. DAWES. I present the petition of John Miller & Co. and a 
large number of other firms and merchants in Massachusetts, in sup
port of House bill No. 5656, providing that all distilled whisky in 
bond on the date of its final pa sage shall remain in bond for au in
definite period, instead of being subject to withdrawal within three 
years. I understand that the bill has been reported. If ~ am mis
taken, I ask that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Committee 
on l!'inance, and the petition will be referred to that cotllllllttee. 

1\fr. SLATER presented the petition of H. H. Wheeler, of Wasco 
County, Oregon., praying compensation for carrying the mails be
tween The Dalles, Oregon, and Canyon City, Oregon, during the 
years 1864, 1865, and 1866; which was referred to the Committee on 
Po t-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MORGAN presented a petition of citizens of Colbert County, 
Alabama, praying for an appropriation to be distributed to the com
mon schools of the States a.nd Territories on the basis of "illiteracy ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

1\fr. HALE presented a .petition of citiz.ena of Machias, Maine, 
praying that au increase of pension be granted to Lieutenant James 
P. F. Toby, late of Company B, Thirty-first Regiment Maine Volun
teers; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

REPORTS OF COl\fMITTEES. 

:Mr. ROLLINS, from tlie Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 28n) to provide for the 
extension of the Capitol, North 0 Street a.J?.d South Washington 
Railway, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. COKE. I am instructed by the Committee on Cemmerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1609) making an appropriatiou 
for continuing work on the jetties in Charleston Harbor, to report 
it without amendment. I ask, in view of the importance of the bill 
and the urgency for its immediate pas age, that it be acted upon now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I must a.sk that it be printed and go over. We 
can take it up to-morrow morning. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope the Senator from Vermont will not put the 
bill upon the Calendar. It is au extremely important matter, and a 
very urgent one. 

1\fr. INGALLS. To what does it relate 7 
Mr. BUTLER. It makes an appropriation of 150,000 in advance 

of the appropriations to be realized from the rivel"' and harbor bill 
for the jetties in Charleston Harbor, upon the ur~ent request of the 
Engineer's Department. Of course the appropnation to be made 
for that work in the river and harbor bill will be charged with this 
appropriation. That we expect. We only want it to be available 
immediately inasmuch a.s the contract under which the partie have 
been working is about to expire, and the Engineer Department are 
of the opinion that if they do not have money to go on the Govern
ment will lose very seriously and the work will be very seriously 
jeopardized. The bill simply makes an appropriation of 150,000 in 
advance of the money to be realized under the river a1id harbor bill. 

Mr. ED~IDNDS. A delay of twenty-four hours will not hurt it 
much in order that the bill may be printed, and we have time to 
look at the report of the engineers. I shall not object to the bill 
being taken up out of order to-morrow, so far as I am concerned . 

Mr. BUTLER. I have no objection to that in the world. I did 
not want the bill to go to the Calendar and away down at the bot
tom of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal
endar. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

1\fr. SHERMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1797) to regulate the coinage of the stand
ard silver dollar; which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to hear the bill read at length. 
The bill was read the second time at length, and referred t.o the 

Committee on Finance, as follows: 
Be it enacted, &c., That so much of the a-ct pa sed February 28, 1878, entitled 1 '.A.n 

act to authorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its legal
tender chara-cter," as directs the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase from time 
to time silver bullion, at the market price thereof, not less than two million dol
lars' worth per month, and to cause the same to be coined monthly into standard 
silver dollars, be, an• the same is hereby, repealed, and the Secretary of the Treas
ury is hereby authorized and directed to purchase, from time to fune, silver bullion 
a.t the market J?rice thereof, and to cause the same to be coined into such dollars 
only when in his opinion a further coinage of said dollars is demanded for public 
use and convenience; and a sum sufficient to carry out the provisions of this aot 
is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro
priated. 

1\fr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1798) to quiet titles to lands in Missouri 
entered under the graduation act; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FERRY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1799) for the relief of Oliver H. Greenfield; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on. 
Claims. 
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He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in

-troduce a bill (S. No. 1800) for the relief of :Mary .A.. Lee; w~ch was 
Tead twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Clanns. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in
-troduce a bill (S. No. 1801) for the relief of Patrick Ca.sey; ":"hich was 
'1'ead twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
j utroduce a bill (S. No. 1802) to allow all homestead settlers who 
have entered only eighty acres of land to homestead eighty addi
-tional acres; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
·Committee on Public Lands. 

He also asked and, by unanim!>us conse~t, obtained leav-e to .in
-troduce a bill (S. No.1803) granting a penswn toP. B. Perry; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on P en
.sions. 

CHILI-PERUVIA.....~ Th"'VESTIGATIO:K. 

:Mr. BLAIR. I ask leave to offer the following privileged re olu
-tion, and I ask for its immediate consideration: 

Resolved, That Hn."RY W. BLAIR, a member of t~e Senate, h.a;~e leave~ t_estify 
"b'Jfore the Committee of the House of Representatives on Foreign Affarrs m the 
•Chill-Peruvian investigation now being made by that committee. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed t o. 

APACHE I~"TJ>IA..~ OUTRAGE. 

Mr. CALL. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its pres
-ent consideration: 

Resolved That the murders and outra$es lately committed on citizens of the 
United St~tes in .Arizona by the Apache .llldians demand that the entire military 
power of the United States shall be used, if necessary, for the punishment of the 
:perpetrators of these outrages and for the protection aud security of our people 
mfu~~ . 

. 1\ir. INGALLS. Let the resolution be printed. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to the resolution. Let it go over. 
Mr. CALL. Mr. President--
Mr. EDMUNDS. We passed a law, I will say in explaining my 

-objection, a few years ago, in spite of my opposition and that of my 
Republican friends, which it was thought by some prevented the 
President from nsinO' the Army for any such purpose. I do not say 
that it did but I think we had better consider a little before we try 
t o pnss a r~ olution which may fly in the face of the law. 

Mr. CALL. I ask that the resolution lie on the table, and I will 
.eall it up for consideration to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed and 
lie on the table. 

HILL' S TARIFFS OF 'fUE WORLD. 

~Ir. 1\IORGA..!.~ submitted the following concm·rent resolution; 
which was read : 

R esolved by the Senate, (the House of Representati ves concurring,) That 2, 000 cop~es 
of The Tarift's of the World and Analyses Thereof, prepared by Charles S. Hill, 
:and published by D. Appleton & Co., ofNewYork, bepurchasedatthepublishers' 
rate of $5 per copy to be distributed as follows : 300 for the use of the Senate, 
1 200 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 500 to be used at the 
.discretion of the Secretary of State for the benefit of the collilula.r and diplomatic 
service of the United States. 

:Mr. MORGAN. I move that the resolution, with the accompany
in...,. papers be referred to the Committee on Finance, because it is a 
subject th~y ought to consider, and afterward it can go to the Com
mittee on Printing. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE IlOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by M.r. McPHERSoN, 
its Clerk announced that the House had concurred in the amend
ments of' the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 4680) to repeal discrimi
nating duties on tea and coffee, the products of the possessions of the 
Netherlands. 

The message also announced that the Honse had passed the bill 
(S. No. 1598) to authorize the .Secretary of War to d~mate to the 
Ladies' Soldiers' Monument Somety of Portsmouth, Ohio, four con
-demned cannon. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol
lowing bills; in which it requested the. C?~currence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 570) to extend the liffilts of the port of New Or
leans; 

A bill (H. R. No. 707) to amend section 4233 of the Revised Stat
u tes of the United States, in relation to danger signals; 

A bill (H. R. No. 869) for the relief of Thomas J. Wha.tton; and 
A bill (H. R. No. 5387) proyjding for the pay of Rear-Admiral 

Roger N. Stembel. 
Eli."T.OLLED BILLS SIG:KED. 

The messao-e also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
. igned the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempm·e: -

A bill (H. R. No. 813) to amend section 5254, title 63, Revised 
.Statutes ofthe United States, concerning the use of piers and cribs 
in the Mississippi River ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1712) for the relief of Chaplain 1\I. J . Kelly and 
...o tl.J ers. 

XIII--210 

ORDER OF BUSL'IffiSS. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to consider the 
resolution I had the honor to submit yesterday touching the special 
rule of the Senate known as the Anthony rule. 

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator allow me to say a word ! 
Mr. EDltfU:NDS. Certainly. 
Mr. BECK. I thought yesterday morning, when I had the bill (S. 

No. 976) to punish the unlawful certification of checks by officers of 
national banks taken up, and had all the documents published in 
the RECORD this morning, it measUrably made it the unfinished 
business for this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo1·e. The Chair would state to the 
Senat.or from Kentucky that there is this provision in the Anthony 
rule: 

That at the conclusion of the morning business for each uy, nnle s, upon mo
tion, the Senate shall at any time otherwise order, the Senat~ will proceed to the 
consideratipn of the Calendar of bills and resolut~ons. 

The words are "unless the Senate shall otherwise order," and the 
Senator from Vermont asks that the matter to which he has referred 
be taken up. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will state to the Senator from Kentucky that 
in order to relieve ourselvesfrom the embarrassment we were under 
yesterday as to the meaning of the Anthony rule, I wish to take that 
subject up and get the conclusion of the Senate upon a proposed 
amendment, which I think will satisfy everybody. 

Mr. BECK. I beg the Senator's pardon. I was not aware that he 
wished to can that matt.er up. The papers relating to the bill to 
which I refer are printed in the RECORD this mmming, and I should 
like t.o get the action of the Senate upon it. 

The PRESIDENT p1·o t(fTTipm·e. Ifthere benofurtherroutinemorn
ing business, the morning hour is closed, and the Senator from Ver
mont ha..s the floor . 

THE .ANTHO~'Y RQLE. 

Mr. EDMUI\""DS. I move to take up the resolution I offered yes
terday in relation to the Anthony rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is before the Senate, 
there being no objection. It will be read. 

The resolution was l'ead, as follows : 
Resolved, That the special rule of the Senate for the consideration of matters on 

the Calendar under linrited debate be, and the same is hefeby, abolished. 

·Mr. EDMUNDS. I offered the resolution in that form in order in 
the shortest way to get the question in a shape in which the Senate 
could consider it to-day. I now move to amend the resolution by 
striking out the word" abolished" and inserting-

Amended by adding thereto the following words : 
"But if the Senate shall proceed with the consideration of any matter, not

withstanding an objection. the foregoing provisions touching debat~ shall not 
apply, but the subjeot shall be proceeded with under the standing rules of the 
Senate." 

Mr. HOAR. I should like, then, to be permitted to withdraw my 
resolution; the Senator has expressed so much better what I desire 
to express in mine. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I deshe to ask a question for information in 
regard to the proposed amendment. I understand the Chair to have 
decided that immediately upon the conclusion. of the routine morn
ing business, under the Anthony rule the Senate may proceed on 
motion to take up any other bill, and that business proceeds then 
without the limitation of debate. I think that was the ruling made 
by the Chairtheotherday. ["No," "No."] Gentlemenaroundme 
say that was not the interpretation. 

~fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is under that ruling that the 
resolution to amend or repeal the Anthony rule is now taken up. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I understand the Chair to have decided that 
imniediately after the conclusion of the routine morning business 
the Anthony rule goes into operation, but the Senate may on motion 
take up any bill or resolution and proceed with its discussion under 
the five-minute rule, before proceeding with the Calendar under the 
rule. 

'.fhePRESIDENT protempo1·e. No, notunderthefive-minute rule. 
Mr. PENDLETON. Without the limitation of the five-minute rule 

at that time Y 
The PRESIDEJ\"'T pm temppre. ·without the five-minute rule. 
Mr. PENDLETON. Then, after the Senate shall have begun to 

put into operation the .Anthony rule, if an objection is interposed 
a.nd the bill is taken up, the Chair decided yesterday that the de batt) 
then proceeds under the limitations of debate; and now the Senator 
from Vermont desires that the rule shall stand in full effect except 
that in the event the objection is overruled the limit upon debat& 
shall not apply. \Ve shall then be able, as I understand it, before 
the Anthony rule goes into effect, to take up by a majority of the 
Senate auy bill or resolution and proceed without limitation; and 
if afterward, when in r egular order upon the Cnlendar, any bill is 
reached under the Anthony mle, then if the Senate, notwithstand
ing objection, determines to proceed with it, it proceeds under the 
ordinary rules of debate and without limitation, giving the Senata 
en tiro charge, therefore, of its own business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That states the ca e . 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempo1'e. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the resolution of the Senator from Vermont. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I may as well now, to save time again, ask 

leave to withdraw the appeal I took from the decision of the Chair 
yesterday, because this supersedes the matter. 

1\Ir. INGALL . I should like to have the rnle as amended read. 
The PRESIDENT 1Jro tempore. The rule will bereadasnowmodi-

fied. . 
The Acting Secretary read the rule as modified, as follows : 

.Ruolved, That at the conclusion of the morning business for each day, unless, 
upon motion, the Senate shall at any time otherwise order, the Senate will proceed 
to the consideration of the Calendar of Bills and Resolutions, and continue such con
sideration until two o'clock; and bills and resolutions that are not objected to 
shall be taken up in their order, and each Senator shall be entitled to speak once 
and for :five minutes only upon any question; and the objection may bo interposed 
at any stage of the proceedings unless upon motion the Senate shall otherwise 
order; an<f this order shall commence immediately after the call for "concurrent 
and other resolutions, " and shall take precedence of the unfinished business and 
other special orders. But if the Senate shall proceed with the consideration of 
any matter notwithstanding an objection, the foregoing provisions touching debate 
shiill not apply, but the subject shall be proceeded with under the standing rules 
of the Senate . 

CERTIFICATIO:N OF BAi.~K CHECKS. 
The PRESIDENT p1·o te1npm·e. The first ca e in order on the Cal

endar is the bill (S. No. 976) to punish the unlawful certification of 
checks by officers ofnational banks, which the Senator from Ken
tUcky [1\Ir. BECK] calls up for consideration. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will state to the Senator from Kentucky that 
the Senator from Delawaret [Mr. BAYARD,] who is not in his seat 
thls morning, is desirous of being beard upon the bill, and I suggest 
to him that 1t go over without prejudice until the return of the Sen
ator from Delaware. 

Mr. BECK. I was not aware of that. I understood that the Sen
ator from Delaware did not care to be heard upon it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He informed me that he was anxious to be heard 
upon it. Possibly the Senator may have some more recent infor
mation. 

The PRESIDENT pl'o tempore. What is the pleasure of the Sena
tor from Kentucky in regard to the billY 'Vill he call it up now 

Mr. BECK. I desire to call it up. I have been waiting more 
than two weeks, first upon one Senator and then upon another. The 
Senate can do as they like about it. . 

?til-. ALDRICH. I do not think that the bill ought to be consid
ered under the Anthony rule. In its form as reported by the Com
mittee on Finance it is unobjectionable, but in the form suggested 
by the Senator from Kentucky it is liable to serious objection. It 
seems to me that it would be impossible for the Senate to consider 
the bill under a five-minute rule. So I hope the Senator will consent 
that the bill may go over and be taken up at some time by a vote 
of the Senate. 

:Mr. BECK. Yesterday I laid before the Senate the laws, orders, 
and reports upon which the bill is based, and the Senator from 
Rhode Island also laid some papers before the Senate, all of which 
are in the REcoRD this morning. They show upon their face the exact 
facts. I do not think there can be any troubleindiscussing the bill 
under the fi>e-minute rnleor any other rnle . . The only amendment 
of which the Senator complains is that I seek to strike out of the 
amendment of the committee the word "fictitious" before the word 
"obligation" and the word "pretended" before the word '' collat
eral." That is all that would create any debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
ask that the bill be passed over without prejudice until the Senator 
from Delaware returns 'l 

Mr. BECK. I would rather not have it passed over at all, if I can 
possibly help it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island that 
under the modi£ cation of the Anthony rule which has been adopted 
this morning all he has to do is to object to the consideration of the 
bill. The Senator from Kentucky can then move to take it up, and 
if the majority agree with him, the five-minute rule is abrogated and 
debate is unlimited. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was aware of that fact, but I disliked to sug
gest that course. I made the suggestion I did in the hope that some 
arrangement might be made by which the bill conld be taken up in 
some other way except by a displacement of business under the An
thony rule. The amendment to which the Senator has alluded 
changes the entire nature of the bill from an unobjectionable bill as 
it came ft·om the committee to what seems to me to be a very objec
tionable bill, affecting the entire banking interests of the country in 
a very serious way. I hope the gentleman will consent to have the 
bill go over. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to proceed with the bill, and if objection is 
made I shall endeavor to ask the Senate to consider it. It is a very 
important bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then, in order to put the amended rule in opera
tion, I object to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BECK. I move to proceed to the consideration of the bill, the 
objection notwithstanding. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is right. That is what I wanted done. 

lli. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Kentucky will not press 
· the bill until the Senator from Delaware 1·eturns; which will be in 
a day or two. I think the Senator from Kansas will withdraw his. 
objection, and there will be no objection made to the consideration 
of the bill early next week. I think the Senator from Delaware 
wonld like to be here when the bill is considered, and he will only 
be absent for a day or two. 

Mr. BECK. I waited some time for the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH] to_ g-et his papers ready. Then I waited for the Sen
ator from qhio, [.Mr. SHEIDIA...~,] who was absent. We shall never 
get the whole Committee on Finance here, in my opinion, at one 
time. It is a bill that anybody can understand on one side or the 
other. It is merely to enforce the law of the land; no more, no less. 
.A. bill pa sed the House of Representatives unanimously ten years 
ago word for word like this measure. The Comptroller of the Cur
rency certified that the passage of that bill even by the House had 
for years prevented this illegal action by officers of banks. He 
reported in 1879 that the whole proceedings were illegal. The Sec
retary of the Treal'!ury says that such a law ought to pass in some 
form; that there is no check; that the open certification of checks 
is a plain, palpable violation of the law, and he was amazed to find 
nobody was punished under it. 

Mr. ALLISON. But the Senator from Kentucky will remember, 
if he will allow me one moment, that his amendment is the bone of 
contention. 

The PRESIDENT pro tentpore. This debate is out of order on both 
sides. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know it is. 
The PRESIDENT pro tentpm·e. Senators cannot argue the meri~ 

of the bill on a motion to proceed to its consideration. 
Mr. BECK. .A.ll the papers are in the RECORD this morning. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate is proceeding under 

the Anthony rnle, and the debate is against the rule. 
Mr. ALLISON. I was only endeavoring to persuade the Senato~ 

to postpone the bill. 
The PRESIDENT p1·o tempore. Will the Senator from Kentucky 

agree to have the bill postponed Y 
Mr. BECK. No, sir, I will not; I desire a vote now on taking it up. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky, not

•vithstanding the objection of the Senator from Kansas, moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

1\Ir. SHERMAN. In the absence of the Senator from Delaware I 
do not think we ought to take the bill up, although I am perfectly 
willing to do so at any other time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempm·e. The Senator from Kentucky has 
been appealed to on that point, the Chair will inform the Senator 
from Ohio. That matt.er has been discussed for five minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would not like to take up the bill in the ab
sence of the Senator from Delaware. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempm·e. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Kentucky [:Mr. BECK] to proceed to the considera
tion of the bill. 

Mr. BECK. I call for the yea.S and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. McMILLAN. Will not this supersede the Calendar f 
The PRESIDENT pro tempm·e. It will, if taken up, supersede 

everything. The call will proceed. 
The Principal Le~islative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. HARRIS, (when Mr. JACKSON's name was called.) My col

league [1\Ir. JACKSO~] is absent from the city. He is paired with 
the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. McDILL.] 

The roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. McDILL, (after having voted in the negative.) I desire t() 

withdraw my vote. I am parreu with the Senator from Tennesseet 
[Mr. JACKSO:N.] 

Mr. ALLISON, (after having voted in the negative.) I am paired 
on political questions with the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. BROWN, J 
but I voted "nay" with a view of waiting for the return of the Sen
ator from Delaware, [Mr. BAYARD.] If it is a political question I 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator can vote if he likes. The Senator fr·om 
Delaware, when I assured him time and again that I was waiting 
for the Senator from Ohio and then another, said he cared nothing 
about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw my vote. 
:Mr. BUTLER, (after having voted in the affirmative.) I am paired 

with the Senator from Penpsylvania, [:Mr. CAMERON.] I did not 
recollect it at the time. I feel bound to withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT p1·o tempore. 'rhe Chair would have supposed 
there was no politics in this question, but it seems to have been 
made a political question by the Senator from Iowa [1\Ir. l\IcDILL} 
withdrawing his vote and two or three others following his example. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not think there is any politics in this ques
tion, yet the Senate has divided almost, if not entirely, by party lines. 

The PRESIDENT p1·o tempm·e. So it appears. 
Mr. HARRIS. .A.nd if I was the Senator from South Carolina I 

would not vote, and I think the Senator from Iowa does the righ~ 
thing in not voting. 

:Mr. BUTLER. I expect I had better withdraw my vote. 

-
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote of the Senator from South 

Carolina is withdrawn. 
Mr. RANSOM, (after having voted in the affirmative.) I am paired, 

Mr. President, as you know, with your collea~ne, [Mr. LOGA.l.~,] on 
party questions. I do not so regard this, an<l. I cast my vote with
out reference to my opinions on the bill itself, simply to let the Sen
ator from Kentucky get up his bill. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. ANTHONY, (afterhavingvotedin the negative.) I am paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] on political ques
tions. I did not regard this as a political question, and so voted, 
but I see it has the Senate divided pretty much by party lines. I 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am paired on political questions with the Sen
ator from Maryland, [Mr. GoRMAN,] but after consultation with his 
colleague, not deeming this a political question, I have voted. 

The result was announced-yeas 26, nays 27 ; as follows : 

Beck, 
Call, 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 
Davis of W.Va., 
Fair, 
Farley, 

Aldrich, 
Blair, 
Cameron of Wis., 
Chilcott, 
Con~;er, 
DaVIs of Tilinois, 
Dawes, 

Garland, 
George, 
Groome, 
Grover, 
Hampton, 
Hams, 
Ingalls, 

YEAS-26. 
Jonas, 
McPherson, · 
Maxey, 
Morp;an, 
Pendleton, 
Plumb, 
Pugh, 

NAYS-27. 

La~illa'n Me · , 
Mahone, 
Miller of Cal .. 

Edmunds, 
Frye, 
Ha1e, 
Harrison, 
Hawley, 
Hill of Colorado, 
Hoar, 

Miller of N.Y., 
Morrill, 
Platt. 

ABSENT-23. ' 
Allison, Cameronof Pa., Jones of Florida., 
Anthony, Ferry, Jones of Nevada, 
Bayard, Gorman, Kellogg, 
Brown, Hill of Georgia, Lamar, 
Butler, Jackson, Logan, 
Camden, Johnston, McDill, 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

L. 1t1ADISON DAY. 

Saulsbury, 
Slater, 
Vance, 
Vest, 
Walker. 

Rollins 
Sawy~. 
Sewell, 
Sherman, 
VanWyck, 
Windom. 

Mitchell, 
Ransom, 
Saunders, 
Voorhees, 
Williams. 

Mr. JONAS. The bill (S. No. 73) for the relief of L. Madison Day 
was passed over without prejudice the day before yesterday. I ask 
for its consideration now. 

Mr. INGALLS. I object to the consideration of that bill. The 
Senator can move to take it up. 

Mr. JONAS. The bill was up for consideration a .few days a(J'o 
and was laid over on the objection of the Senator from Missouri (Mr. 
CocKRELL] that ke desired to refresh his memory and prepare him
self for the discussion of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo1'e. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
CoNGER] objected also, the Chair thinks. ..r 

Mr. CONGER. I did not object. I reported the bill myself. 
Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Louisiana can move to take it up. 
Mr. JONAS. I move to take up the bill notwithstanding the 

objection. -
Mr. SHERMAN. That postp6lles the whole Calendar. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempm·e. The Senator from Kansas objects 

to the consideration of the bill called up by the Senator from Louis
iana, and the Senator from Lonisiana moves, notwithstanding: the 
objection, that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. JONAS. I withdraw the motion. 
The PRESIDENT pro temp01·e. The first ca-se on the Calendar will 

be c:illed. 
DR. A. SIDNEY TEBBS. 

The bill (S. Nu. 296) for the relief of Dr. A. Sidney Tebbs was 
announced as first in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. GARLAND. That is the case to the consideration of which 
objection was made yesterday. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was objected to yesterday by the Senator from 
Vermont, [:Mr. EDMUNDS.] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EDMUNDS] withdrew his appeal from the decision of the Chair and 
objected to the consideration of this bill, and the Senator from Ar
kansas [Mr. GARLAND] moved to take it up notwithstanding the 
objection. The yeas and nays were called for on ~hat motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I appeal to the Senator from Arkansas and other 
Senators whether it is advisable for us to constantlythwarttheopera
tion of the Anthony rule by attempting to take up bills out of their 
oeded 

Mr. GARLAND. My motion is in order. 
Mr. SHERMAN. It is in order now, because the rule has been 

amended so that a single objection puts it over, unless the Senate for 
the day abandons the .Anthony rule. I hope we shall go on regu
larly. I shall vote against taking up every bill that is objected to 
until we go on under the .Anthony rule and dispose of those cases on 
the Calendar which are not objected to. 

Mr. GARLAND. That is the Senator's privilege, but this motion 
was made yesterday, and stands now. I am conte.lil.t to have the Sen
ate vo:te upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
ED::\IU.NDS] called for the yeas and nays yesterday. The Secretary 
informs the Chair that they were not ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I call for them again. 
rhe yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative 

Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. BUTLER, (when his name was called.) I am· paired on all 

political que tions with the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CAM
ERON.] I presume this is one, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name wae called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia, [Mr. H~~~ though he generously allowed 
me to vote when I pleased. I t · in this case he would prefer to 
have the pair operate, and therefore I shall refrain from voting. 

Mr. HARRIS, (whenMr.JACKSON's name was called.) Iaunounce 
once for all the pair between my colleague [Mr. JACKSO~] and the 
Senator from Iowa, [Mr. McDILL.] My colleague, if he were here, 
would vote ''yea." 

Mr. RANSOM, (when Mr. LOGAN'S name was called.) I am paired 
with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGAN] on all party questions. 
The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] is paired with the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. BROWN] on all party questions. The Senator 
from Illinois and the Senator from Georgia are both absent. The 
pairs have been transferred so that those two Senators are paired on 
this question. 

Mr. SAULSBURY, (when his name was called.) If this is apolit
ical question, I am paired with the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. 
FERRY.] 

Mr. SAWYER, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES] on this bill. If he were here, 
I should vote'' nay." 

The roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. ALLISON. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. 

BROWN,] but, as was stated by the Senator from North Carolina, 
that pair has been transferred to the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. 
LOGAN.] I therefore feel at liberty to vote, and vote "nay." 

Mr. ALDRICH, ( afte::r having voted in the negative.) As this seems 
to be a political question I withdraw my vote. I am paired with the 
Senator from Maryland, [Mr. GoR~IAN.] 

The result was announced-yeas 28, nays 22; as follows: 
YEAS-28. 

Beck, Farley, Ingalls, 
Call, Garland, Jonas, 
Cameron of Wis., George, McPherson, 
Cockrell, Groome, Maxey, 
Coke, Grover, l!orltan, 
Davis ofW. Va., Ham:pton, Pen eton, 
Fair, Hams, Plumb, 

NAYS-22. 
Allison , Edmunds, McMillan, 
Blair, Hale, Mahone, 
Chilcott, Harrison, Miller of Cal., 
Conger, Rawley, Miller ofN. Y., 
DaVIs of Tilinois, Hoar, Morrill, 
Dawes, Lapham, Piatt, 

ABSENT-26. 
.Aldrich, Ferry, Jones of Florida, 
Anthony, Frye, Jones of Nevada, 
Bayard, Gorman, Kellogg, 
Brown, Hill of Colorado, Lamar, 
Butler, Hill of Georgia, Logan, 
Camden, Jackson, McDill, 
Cameron ofPa., Johnston, Mitchell, 

Pugh, 
Ra.Iisom, 
Sewell, 
Slater, 
Vance, 
Vest, 
Walker. 

Rollins, 
Saunders, 
Sherman, 
Windom. 

Saulsbury, 
Sawyer, 
VaB Wyck, 
Voorhees, 
Williams. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration ofthe bill (S. No.296) for the 
reliefofDr. A. Sidney Tebbs. 

The bill was read. 
The bill wa-s reported from the Committee on Military .Affairs with 

an amendment, to strikeout all after the enacting clause and insert: 
That section 1218 ofthe Revised Statutes of the United States be, and the same 

is hereby, repealed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I a-sk for the reading of that section which it is 
proposed to repeal. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows : 
SEc. 1218. No person who had served in any capacity in the military, naval or 

civil service of the so-called Confederate States, or of e1ther of the States in insur
rection during the late rebellion, shall be avpointed to any position in theArmyof 
the United States. 

Jtlr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I move, as this bill is now under
stood, to make this radical change in the laws, and as three or four 
bills on this subject are pending m the Committee on the Judiciary 
covering not only this point but various others that enter inte this 
question, to refer the bill to the Committee on the Judiciary in order 
that the whole subject may be treated of together. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is m9ved that the bill be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GARLAND. Ordinarily I should not object to the motion made 
by the Senator from Vermont; but if the Senate will consider the 
condition of affairs in reference to this question1 I_ think it will at 
once see the necessity of taking some general definite action on the 
subject. I have not looked to refresh my mind, but I do noi! think 
there has been a session of Congress since I have been in the Senate 
that we hav~ not relieved Rome person from disability under this sec-
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tion of the statute ; and whene>er the question comes up in that 
shape it is Rnggested by some Senator that we had better pass a gen
era,! bill. Heretofore I ha>e made an effort to have a general bill 
passed repealing thi section. This is the second time that this effort 
has been made, and made each time in response to a suggestion that 
we had better pass a general bill and not do this work piecemeal. 

I do not know tbat any committee can throw any light on the sub
ject, because of the fact that we have legislated from session to ses
sion in reference to special cases. We relieved at the last session, 
or the session before the last, Mr. Heiskell, of Maryland, from the 
difficulties and trou.bles of this very section. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What was the name, may I ask the Senator f 
Mr. GARL.Al\T]), J. Monroe Heiskell. When that bill came from 

the Committee on Military Affairs a suggestion was macle by the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDl\HTh.I)S] that we had better do this 
work as an entirety and not legislate by piecemeal for special cases. 
Concurring in that suggestion, I offered an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute, identical almost with the proposition now reported. 
That remained to be considered before the committee, and at the 
urgent solicitation of the then Senator from Maryland, l\1r. Whyte, 
I did not insist on the amendment, and the original bill was passed 
for the relief of Mr. Heiskell. Then came a bill exactly of the same 
character, and I made the same motion to amend that by repealina 
section 1218, which we do repeal to some extent at least, in each 
one of these special bills. It certainly seems to me that it is time, 
and we have sufficient ad vice upon it, to legislate generally on the 
subject. And if any Senator knows of any one unworthy, who should 
not be embraced in the relief, that would make a different case. 
But we have not failed yet to relieve any person applying. So if 
we are going to relieve by name in individual cases, I think we...might 
as well adopt a general bill and repeal the statute at once. · 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the Senator from Arkansas is un
doubtedly correct in his idea that all legislation ought to be made 
as general as possible. Individual legislation is too often favoritism, 
infl.uenceJ contrivance, arrangement, and log-rolling-all that is evil 
in a law-making and law-abiding community, undoubtedly. This 
section of the statutes, therefore, that he proposes to repeal comes 
directly into consideration. · 

In 1866,. after a somewhat serious period in our history the Con
gress of the United States declared that people who had been en
gaged in attempting to O\erthrow the Government should not be 
employed in the Army of the United States. '!'hat was in the light 
of an experience which had shown that from West Point and Annap
olis where officers had peen educated and trained at the expense of 
their country for its service, they had taken the earliest available 
oppQ).'tunity t() turn their skill and knowledge to the destruction of 
the Government that had reared them and taught them in its most 
honorable and trusty service. That was 1·ather a bitter experience. 
I am not proposing to go into a discussion of the political considera
tions that led to it; but it is bitter for any country that is a country 
t o have the men, in whatever part of it they may live, whom it has 
reared to defencl its flag, desert it and undertake to overthrow it. 
It matters not how good the motive may be of the man who feels it 
his duty to do it, for I do not wish to excite any bitterness in this 
debate; but for the country that feels it, as we still have a country 
that did feel it, it is rather a heavy and a bitter experience. .Ac
cordingly the United Stat-es having in despite of these desertions 
from the Army, these leavings of it-I do not mean desertion in the 
sense in which the term is ordinarily understood-been able to pre
serve the existence of the country through the officers and the sol
diers who did adhere to what they had sworn to stand by and defend, 
Congress provided that those who were engaged in the rebellion 
should notre-enter the Army of the United States. 

Now repeal this section, and it is within the competence of the 
President of the United States andofthe Senate, a vacancy occurring, 
to appoint :Mr. Jefferson Davis (and I only speak of him as the repre
sentative man of this great distmbance) to be a brigadier-general 
aml commander-in~chief, if the1·e were a vacancy suitably occurring, 
of the Army ofthe United States. It may be that Mr. Davis would 
now pro>e perfectly true to the flag, and that no temptation of a new 
rebellion could seduce him into leaving it and setting up another· 
but what sort of ' a lesson would such a spectacle be to the future! 
'Vhat~ sort' of an instruction would it hold out to people who are to 
be taught to love their country and to stick to it through thick and 
thin, if they were to see hereafter that the only hazard and risk in 
going into a rebellion against your country is the chance of being 
kept out of the fat places and good offices that you left before, just 
long enough to have your political friends or somebody else get an 
opening and put you back again T 

I t.hinkthat the rebellion being over, and over for good, it is bet
ter to 11reserve some everlasting monument that there was a right 
side and a wrong side. to it. Arid I think inasmuch as the Govern
ment of the United States turned out to be on the right side and to 
preserve itself, it is well to teach all future generations that the 
moment the struggle was over we did not forget that there was any 
distinction in the right and the wrong of that contest. I do not 
think you can preserve a republican government or any other in 
any other way; and I say that without any reflection upon the in
tlividua.l motives or careers of persons who ma.y have been on the 
other sido. But there cannot be two right side to such a question; 

and as the Government turned out to be on the right side, I think 
it better that this perpetual statute-book should hold some unex
tinguished memorial that we knew the difference between one side 
and the other. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, the section referred to,1218, in effect 
declares that no person who held an office, civil, military, or na>al, 
in the late Confederate States, shall be qualified to hold a position in 
the Army of the United States. The Military Committee have on 
mature deliberation deemed it to be wise t.o repeal that section. It 
was properly committed to that committee because the person 
named in that section were proposing to receive an office and were 
to recei>e it in the Army alone, and it was presumed that the Mili
tary Committee ou~ht to have something to say in respect to the 
character of men wno should go into the Army. 

I have no bitterness in regard to this matter. I have no bitterness 
whatever toward any man in the North who in good faith, honestly 
believing that he was ri~ht, pursued the right as he understood it; 
and I cannot follow the ~:Senator from Vermont in that portion of his 
argument or appeal or whatever you may think proper to call it. 
There are some relics of the war left on the statute-book which in 
my judgment had better not be there. One is the absurdity that the 
Senator from Vermont, who I have no doubt was truly loyal and 
patriotic to the Federal Government as any man in the Union, is 
bound to take an oath that he was remarkably loyal, extraordinarily 
true to the flag of the Union, when I do not pretend to have been so, 
and I am excused from taking that oath which he is required to take. 
That occurs to me to be a supremely ridiculous statute. 

The war has been over for seventeen years, and a man who served 
in the confederate army orin the civil employment of the confederacy 
in any capacity whatever or in its navy is declared by this statute 
to have committed the tmpardonable sin. " Stand by thyself, come 
not near to me; for I am holier than thou." I do not like that sort 
of sentiment. I do not believe in it. I do not t.hink I am any holier 
than the gentlemen who saw proper to support bravely and truly the 
flag which they believe to represent the Union. I do not believe in 
that kind ofthin~. It is putting the brand of Cain uponeveryman 
who ever served m the confederate army or navy or in civil ser>jce 
of the confederacy during the war, in so far as holding a position in 
the Army of the United States is concerned. It goes no further. He 
can be a Senator, he can be a Representative, he can sit in Cabinet 
council, and hold the most important positions conneeted with the 
conduct of this Government; he may be the law officer of the Govern
ment, and give his statements in regard to the laws which are to 
control the entire countl.·y; that is all rig-ht. He may contrel the 
postal affairs ofthi counb·y; that is allngbt. He is competent to 
be President of the United States under the law, or to preside over 
the Senate, or to hold any po ·ition· whate>er save a position in the 
Army. 

I remember a ca e which came up ft·om my own State, sent here by 
General Mackenzie, and I think he is a reasonably loyal man. He 
is certainly so regarded. A. bill was introduced and referred uy the 
Senate to the Committee on Military Affairs. Its examination dis
closed that a young man who had entered the confederate army when 
sixtee:(l. or seventeen years old, and served through the war, :1equired 
a fondness for military life, and entered into the United States Army 
in the cavalry. On account of his soldierly demeanor he was pro
moted first to be a corporal and then to be a sergeant. Then it was 
ascertained that tha.t was in direct conflict with this section 1218, 
and he had to be reduced to the ranks because he could not hold a 
position in the Army. He was competent, he was qualified to stand 
on guard; he was competent and qualified to wear the uniform of a 
soldier, but he was not competent to be a non-commissioned officer; 
in other words, he could go into the Army, and however good a sol
dier he might be, however true to the flag he represented, he was not 
entitled to have that promotion which is the pride of everyman, pri
vate or officer, in the .Army who is worthy to wear the uniform of the 
Army of the United States. 

It occurs to me that that is unwise, and, as was said the other day 
by the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. BEcK,] you might take a page 
who served in one of the Legislatures, and under this section he 
would be disqualified from holding any position in the Army. This 
bill confers no appointment upon anybody, but it simply says to the 
President of the United States, if upon a full investigation and a 
hearing of the character of a citizen of the United States, who pays 
his taxes and who isasliableto be called into service as anybody else, 
if the President believes that man to be qualified for a position h e 
shall have the right to put him there, notwithstanding this section 
1218. That seems to me to be a fair and just view of the case. 
If this discrimination is to be kept up to the end of all ti.me, no 

man who served in the civil employment of the confederacy, as the 
honorable Senator from Arkansas on my left [Mr. GARLAND] did, or 
who served in the military service, as a good many of us did, or in 
the confederate navy, can hold the most humble position in the .Army. 
If that is to be the sentiment, if it is to be held out to the world that 
we are so untrue, so disloyal, so much to be feared by the Govern
ment that we cannot be intrusted in any position, then let us know 
it, let us understand it, ·be fair about it, be candid about it, and let 
us understand where our people stand in regard to this matter. 

I cannot understand that character of speech which tells us,·"We 
do. not want to bring up these old things; we do not want to say 

I 
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anything to arouse feeling," and yet do it and refuse to repeal a ec
tiou of the law which in its very nature has that effect. 

1\Ir. BECK. Allusion has been made by the Senator from Arkansas 
to the fact that unless we dispose of this matter in this way there is 
very little opportuni~y or prospect of.r~ceivinfa any report in regard 
to It from the CmilmJttee on the JudiCiary. have endeavored for 
a long time to have this section repealed, because of its flagrant in
justice and inherentmeannes . I hold in my hand three Senate bills, 
one datecl December 11, 1878, introduced by me, to repeal section 
1218 of the Revi e.d Statutes, simply quoting the act it seeks to repeal. 
It was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. Another was 
introduced by me on the 21st of March, 1879, which was read twice 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, in the same words, 
and again on the first day of this session, on the 5th day of Decem
ber, 1881, I introduced a bill to repeal this section, which was again 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. None of these bills have 
ever been heard of. I introduced bills, as the Senator from Arkansas 
very properly remarked, persistently, and I intend as long as I am 
here to continue to introduce them, one to remove the political dis
abilities of all men, another to repeal the iron-clad oath, which Gen
eral Grant urged should be done, and in his messages to the Senate 
denounced more than once as an outrage on American civilization, 
and bills, as I have said, to repeal seetion.1218 of the Revised Stat
utes whereby the young men of the South are sought to be branded 
forever, laws which are, as the Senator from Vermont said, to be 
maintained as a perpetual monument of the rebellion. 

\Vhy, sir, this is the poorest and most miserable piece of prejudice 
and injustice that remains on the statute-book. No young man is now 
authorized or allowed even to present him elf before the President of 
the United States to ask for any position in the Army of the United 
States" who has served in any capacity in the military, naval, or 
civil service of the so-called Confeuerate State , or of either of the 
States in insurrection during the late rebellion." 

Let me state a case that occurred under my own observation. 
My attention was shaqJly called to it, because I went to the Secre
tary of War with as intelligent a young man as I ever saw, from near 
Clarksville, Tennessee, some three years ago, who had as high qual
ifications as any person could well have; yet he could not be recom
mended nor his case considered, because he had served as a page in 
the Tennessee Legialature when he was a small boy, knowing at 
the time no more ofthe action of the body that he was serving than 
any page on this floor knows of our proceedings; he had been guilty 
of no act of rebellion, but he happened to be the son of a poor man, 
whose father could not send him off to college and educate him, as 
the sons of many Senators around me doubtless were, during the 
time he was working to make a living. He had tog t him employ
ment in the civil service of the State of Tennes ee as a page in the 
Legislaturei· yet, forsooth, he sta,nds to-day forbidden by our law 
even to app y for a pla.ce in. the Army of the United States. What 
a burlesque it is that such a law should remain in force, in order to 
maintain and retain an everlasting monument of the rebellion. 
Sha,Jl we keep that discrimination up against boys, for there is no 
man who was old enough totakeanyprominentpart in thewarwho 
is not over age to-day to apply for any po ition in the Army of the 
United State , or that the Senate woul1l be likely to confu·m if he 
~Should a,pply t 

The statutes now provide that the common soldiers when enlisteu 
must be between sixteen and thirty-five. I do net suppose any lieu
tenant would be appointed who was over that age. A man cannot 
be made a lieutenant, I am told, after he is thirty-five. There is no 
man who was over seventeen years when the wa1· ended who could by 
any possibility be appointed; none of them could have held any posi
tion in the confederate army or navy; all older than that are ineli
gible, so tha.t the only vengeance Congre~s can work and the only 
everlasting monument it can raise to perpetuate the vindictiveness of 
the spirit of the men who raise it is to erect it over the poor boys who 
were compelled to take service eitheT under the Confederate States 
or under some State within the cenfederacy. 

'Vhy, sir, I suppose there are many Senators here who had boys of 
twelve or fourteen during the war who did not place them in any 
service, and they are eligible to positions in the Army. They held 
no office; they were not pages; they were not doing menial work ; 
there was no other work durin~ those years of the war except in the 
service of the Government. I think Southern men will all tell you there 
was no money to be earned, except either under the Confederate 
States or under some State connected with the confederacy. Private 
employment was out of the question. Every human being who could 
work, even down to the small boy, was either engaged in making 
powder, or manufacturing blankets, or doing something or waiting 
on somebody connected with the Army or with some of the States 
t-hat were engaged in the war, and these a,re the only classes of per
sons section 1218 reaches. This fact, therefore, stands upon the 

' statute-book to-day that, while the sons of Senators here who were 
educated without having to take employment, the sons of the men 
of wealth, the sons ofthe leading officers ofthe army and navy of the 
confederacy, the sons of the great politicians of the Southern States, 
all are eligible to Army positions, all can f>O to the President and 
perhaps get many gentlemen on the other s1de to go with them and 
recommend them for positions in the Army of the United States, anti 
very properly. I am not finding fault with that. The sons of these 

distinguished gentlemen are beyond question n.s true men as any in 
all the country. I uo not want to raise an evedasting monnment 
even ove1· them; but you only reach by this section and yon ouly 
perpetuate by this section a disability upon the boys who wexe com
pelled to work for a living, wLo e fathers may have been conscripted, 
whose families might have been 1K'IIrving but for the little pittance 
they could earn by their labm rlnrin~tho years of strife; andnow, 
forsooth, they ana they alone are to oe excluded from e'Veu present
ing themselves and asking for a position in the Army of the United 
States. That statement of th case i a true one, and it is shameful; 
yes, disgraceful, that such a section shoulu longer remain as a part 
ofthe laws of the United State. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Mr. Pre ident, I reported this bill to the Senate 
from the Committee on Military Affair , and I uesire to state the 
history of the case. 

The original bill wa one for the relief of Dr. Tebbs. The same 
bill was pa sed with very great unanimity by the Senate at the last 
session of Congress and was lo t in the House simply because it could 
not be taken up. Again this year the bill was brought up and re
ported favorably, and when it came before the Senate the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] put his amendment upon it and the 
Senate recommitted it to the Committee on Military Affairs. That 
committee after consideration reported back the substitute of the 
Senator from Arkansas favombly, and that is now before the Senate 
for consideration. 

I need not say that I have no personal interest in the repeal of this 
section. It is scarcely possible that I should ever be called upon to 
enter service in another war, but I do think that the statute as it 
now stands on the book is a reflection upon our legislation. I think 
it is a relic of the war legislation. I think it shoul.d be repealed, 
becausA now, while some young men who were in the confederate 
army can enlist, aU(l many have enlisted in the United States Army. 
they are precluded by the statute from any mode of acquirin~ pro
motion, though they may have been the most gallant soldiers m the 
service. I think, therefore, that it is eminently propeT that we 
should wipe that law now from the statute-book. 

:Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator from South Carolina allow me 
to intenupt him for a moment for a suggestion f 

Mr. HAMPTON. Certainly. 
Mr. HARRISON. The suggestion I desire to make to him is this: 

I have followed with some minntene s the case of Dr. Tebbs as stated 
by him before the Military Committee. If I recollect aright, it was 
the case of a young man who, when only fifteen years of age, went 
into the confederate service. Now, I suggest to the Senator that he 
allow the amendment of the committee to be disagreed to and pass 
the bill as it originally stood, and then let the subject which we are 
debating now, the proposition for a G_eneral modification or repeal of 
this law, to go back to the :Military committee. 

For one I am in favor of amending at least the section which has 
been referred to. I do not think the subject had as careful considera
tion in the Military Committee as it ought to have had, and if the 
Senator will consent to allow the general subject go baek we can 
pass the original bill. It may be, I think it is probable, that there 
should be some exceptions in this repeal. But by passing the partic
ular bill which was originally introduced and referring the general 
subject to the :Military Committee we shall ~et early action upon it 
and have it in a position in which any limitations or restrictions 
which ought to be imposed upon the repeal can be presented. I hope 
the Senator will consent to that disposition of the question. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I have no authority to a~ree to any such prop
osition. I was merely the organ of the committee in p1·esenting the 
report, and the substitute was offered by the Senator from Arkansas, 
[Mr. GARLA.."'ID. J Of cour e it is competent for the Senate to make 
any disposition of the subject it pleases; but I can do nothing at 
gil, 

I was about to say that I regretted very much to hear the remarks 
of the Senator from Vermont. His reading of history certainly makes 
him know that in the old nations they never erected monuments to 
any one for triumphs in civil wars, and I was sorry to hear him say 
that he wanted a class of his fellow-citizens to stand as a monument 
forever of our unhappy war. Nor do I agree with him in assuming 
to myself· what he has attempted to do-pronounce emphatically 
who was right and who was wrong. My convictions were as sin
cere as his, and I ].lope as hone t; but I will recall to him an instance 
that happened during the war and commend it to his consideration. 
There was an old gentleman who had two sons, one in the Federal 
and one in the confederate service. In the providence of God they 
were both brought home to him dead at one time. He buried them 
side by side, and the only epitaph he put on their tombs was : "God 
alone knows who was right." 

Ur. EDMUNDS. ~1r. President, very likely the Senator from South 
Carolina is correct in his illustration. God alone knows who is right 
now. But men who have responsibilities must decide for themselve-s 
and their own actions who is .right, for that is what God has made 
us for, a.s far as I understand it; and I have yet to learn that this Gov
ernment stood as a common parent of warring States, children, in
different a feeling for both side , and when both sides came back the 
Government was to say" God forgive us all, nobody knows who was 
right." I had the impression tb.at one or the other of the children, 
to use the illustration, was making war on his father and his mother 
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and his creator, and under the Constitution his superior, and there
fore there must be a right side and a wrong side. 

To be sure the God of battles could only tell which wail right and 
which was wrong, and the God ofbattles did tell; and the thing that 
astonishe8 me is that my good friends on the other side continually 
insist upon forcing us to say something or to unsay somethin~ that 
obliges us to admit that after all there was not any difference m the 
sides but that the winning side was just as wrong as the side that 
lost, and that nobody can tell which way the thing ough.tto have been 
determined after all. I cannot agree to that propos1t10n. I do not 
think the Senator would have agreed to it if the stars and bars were 
now floating over the Capitol, instead of the Stars and Stripes; there 
would then have been a winning side and a side that would build its 
perpetual memorials of its success, not of personal disgrace to any
body-for I do not say that at all-but of the triumph of a govern
ment that was to preserve in its statutes somewhere and always that 
one great truth of the success of a goveTll.IIlent under a constitution 
in its own preservation. 

It is not the person of this individual who eeks to be an officer, or 
of any Senator, or of any man anywhere, that I have anything to do 
with; but. I ~a~ot get it out of my mind that the future w~lfare of 
this country IS m a larO'e measure dependent upon our adhermg now 
to the idea that the Government did achieve the success that it 
achieved, and that it achieved it upon the principles that it pro
ceeded upon then, liberty and equality, and that are represented 
in the amendments of the Constitution that grew out of this success, 
and in the measures of legislation to enforce those amendments that 
Congress passed. And yet I am not able even to forget as to men 
these measures that we have taken and to forget the distinction be
tween classes in this ~ountry, because year by year and month by 
month there is one party in this Chamber and in another to which I 
cannot allude, that whenever it has the power forces upon us and 
upon the President of the United States as it did three or four years 
ago measures to repeal and undo everything in the statutes of the 
United States that have grown out of success over the rebellion and 
these changes in the Constitution, putting upon appropriation bills 
riders and threats to the President of the United States that the Gov
ernment should stop unless every act of Congress tlk'lt defended civil 
rights, unless every act of Congress that defended political rights 
that the Constitution clearly gave, should be wiped out. Still Sen
ators stand up and say how vindictive it is for gentlemen on this side 
of the Chamber to speak on these matters. If you do not wish these 
matters spoken of, leave these laws that under your Constitution 
have been passed to preserve and protect the liberty that the war 
and the Constitution have now achievetl intact and alone, and do 
not bring forward every chance you have measures to wipe them off 
one by one or altogether, as you did three Qr four years ago, and 
when we resist say "Oh, you are vindictive about the rebellion; 
yo~ do not allow us at last to win by voting here what we could 
not win with all our bravery by the sword, and undo everything 
that has been done." 

There is the difference, Mr. President, it is the difference not of 
personal recollections or dislikes at all. Senators know that; they 
know that there is not the slightest personal prejudice or hostility 
on the part of any Senator on this side of the Chamber toward any 
gentleman who was in the rebellion or who sympathized with it~ 
They know, if they think for a moment, that all we stand for is the 
doctrine that this Government did succeed upon principles of liberty, 
that it amended its Constitution accordingly, and passed laws to se
cure that liberty under that Constitution, and that when they are 
assailed we mean to defend them if we can. That is all. Is that vin
dictive! Is that nnfairf I3 that unkindf It is not, Mr. Presi
dent. It is not, unless we undo everything and send down to pos
terity the word to all our children that after all f,his Union is nothing 
but what it was claimed to be by those who went into the rebellion, 
an aggregation of independ~nt States who may separate when they 
will, and in respect to the citizens of whom even now, under the 
Constitution, the Congress of the United States has no right to pass 
laws for the preservat10n of their con titutional rights. 

I am ready to face a question of that kind now and at all times; 
and my friend from South Carolina and my friend from Kentucky 
will not misunderstand me, I am sure, in what I am now saying. 

I do not wish to take up your time, sir, upon a topic of this sort. 
I think, as I have moved, that as this measure opened these broad 
questions not only on this bill but on half a dozen others that are 
under consideration by the committee of which the Senator from 
Arkansas as well as myself is a member, it would be wiser to send 
this measure there for consideration, and I can tell the Senator from 
Arkansas that so far as I am concerned-and I think I can speak for 
all my political brethren-we shall be quite ready to meet the whole 
subject at any time that is agreeable to him. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I would make a suggestion which I think will 
obviate some of the difficulties of the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. 
EDMUNDS,] and perhaps meet those of the Senator from Indiana, 
[Mr. liA.RRISON.) The latter seemed to intimate just now that there 
was a possibility that, if this statute is repealed, some of those who 
have ueen educated at West Point or Annapolis might be restored to 
the Arniy. I, for one, am perfectly willing that a proviso shall be put 
in with regard to that. If it Rhould be Offered from- the Other Side, 
J should have no objection to that. 

Mr. MAXEY. I suggest to the Senator from South Carolina that, 
whatever may be his own individual opinion, that is not the action of 
the committee, and, as one member of the committee, I should regard 
it a unjust. 

1tir. HAMPTON. I only speak :my individual opinion, and not that 
of the committee, of course. I should have no objection to that, be
cause those persons are all beyond the age for appointment to the 
Army. 

I hope the Senator from Vermont will understand that I attribu
ted no vindietive feelinll' to him. I thought that he was actuated, 
and very often is here, by rather a chrome habit of objecting. He 
remembers perhaps the poem of the great lyric poet of Vermont: 

Our vow is recorded, our banner unfurled ; 
In the name of V crmont, we defy all the world. 

[ Laught.er.] 
Mr. VEST. Mr. President-
ThePRESIDENTprotempore. The Chairwould state to the Sena

tor from Missouri that it is within a minute or two of two o'clock. 
If he wants to speak longer, the bill had better go over until to
morrow. 

Mr. VEST. I do not want to detain the Senate. I simply want 
to say, as one of the class that comes within the ban of the law that 
is proposed to be repealed, f8r I served in the military and civil 
service of the late confederacy, that I do not believe, and I am glad 
to say that I do not believe that the Senator from Vermont LMr. 
EDl\IU:?\'DS] voi<'.es the sentiment of the American people upon this 
question. I am glad to believe, sir, that the people of the United 
States, the great body of them, are anxious to obliterate every mark 
and monument of the late war between the States or between the 
Government and certain States. I do not believe that the people of 
the United States in this age and with our civilization desire to erect 
any monument of that occurrence. Recent events have shown, if 
they show anything, that the great body of the people of this coun
try, north, south, east, and west, desire, above all things, material 
advancement and material prosperity without ~oing back to the 
obsolete ideas of sectional hate and sectional strife. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont says that the Govern
ment must keep before the people the evidences of its triumphs, that 
the Governmentmustpreservethefruitsofthe war. Does that Sen
ator mean to say that this statute is necessary to preserve the fruits 
of the war to keep before the people the successes of the United 
States in that warT Your flag, our flag, waves in triumph in every 
township of this broad Union. From one end of the Union to the 
other not one man, woman, or child disputes the national supremacy. 
Your taxes are collected; your national name is respected. Sir, do 
the people need anything else to recollect that war except the graves 
of our common dead and the common gallantry of the soldiers of 
both sections! Will any Senator on the other side ofthis Chamber 
tell me that this statute, conceived in the bitterness of the strife that 
came just after the war when men's pa~sion were aflame, as sword 
and bayonet had been a:tJ.a,me throughout the land, is necessary for 
any purpose except to voice and express the hate that ought to have 
died with the success of the national Government! Now, I say to 
the Senator--

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Two o'clock has arrived. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I hepe the Senator will be allowed to proceed. 
The PRESIDENT JJ,TO te?npore. If there be unanimous eonsent, the 

Senator from Missouri may proceed. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no objection. 
l\Ir. HAWLEY. The regular orderwill be resumed at the close of 

the Senator's remarks . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly, unless the Senate order 

otherwise. 
Mr. VEST. Now I will say to the Senato.rfrom Vermont, for one, 

speaking for myself, why I object to this statute. 
When we were received back into the Union-although I believe 

the dogma of the Republican party is that we were never out: of the 
Union-we came back upon t.he express terms of equality before the 
law, or else a fraud was prac~ced upon the country and upon its 
history. You meet us to-day as coequals here, representing ROV
ereign States. I ask the Senator from Vermont, if a war shoulu be 
flagrant now with a foreign nation, would you accept our bloou aud 
our arms in defense of this country or not T I ask now the Senate 
of the United States to say would you expect or would you desire or 
would you even permit the confederates that fought you in the late 
war to fight for the country to which they have sworn allegiance or 
not Y If you would, then you should not exclude from the Army an u 
Navy of the United States those whose blood and whose arms aro 
ready for the defense of our common country. 

Sir, I do not propose to mince words in regard to this subject now, 
but I say to the Senator from Vermont that it is useless for him to 
tell me that he believes my professions of loyalty to this country 
when he heaps upon my brow the ban of proscription and of hate. H 
is useless for the Senator to say that he has no Jlersonal feeling of 
unkindness to any Senator on this side ofthe Chamber, when in the 
same breath he says," You are not the equals of the other citizens of 
the United States; although you say that yon are loyal to the Gov
ernment, we are not willing to trust you." 

As I said once before on the arrcru·a~es of pensions bill when pend
ing in the Senate, I ask and those wno were with me ask nothing 
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from this Government except the simple concession that we were 
honest in our devotion to the confederate cause and honest when we 
'Swear that we accept all the legitimate results of defeat ; and to those 
who risked all and lost all, every just and generous mind should 
-concede that much. 

Sir, to-day the people of the United States want peace, not in terms, 
but peace in fact. They want the material prosperity of the cotmtry 
advanced. They want the past put behind them, except in so far as 
it may bind the Union closer between the sections by demonstrating 
in that great war the gallantry of the common American name and 
the common American lineage. The Senator asks why revive this 
question Y Sir, we simply ask for the legitimate consequences of 
w.hat the Senator and his colleagues say when they profess to believe 
that we are worthy to represent sovereign States upon this floor as 
Senators of the United States. What inconsistency is it when we 
.are admitted here, and our brain, such as it is, is given to the public 
service, and yet we are told that our hearts, our blood, our arms are 
unfit for the military or naval service of our common country Y 

That is the reason why we object to this statute. I object to it 
because while the profession is that we are believed to be sincere in 
-our professions of loyalty to the Union, this statute says in so many 
word8t, "You are unfit to be trusted in the common defense of 'this 
whole Union of which you profess to be loyal citizens." 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time for the consideration of 
the unfinished business has arrived. The Chair will, however, take 
.occasion to lay before thEYSenate some House bills for reference. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED; 

The following bills from the House ofRepresentatives were severally 
·read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Com
merce: 

A bill (H. R. No. 570) to extend the limits of the port of New Or
leans; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 707)to amend section 4233oftheRevised Statutes 
.of the United States, in relation to danger signals. 

The bill (H. R. No. 869) for the relief of Thomas J. Wharton was 
,read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. No. 5387) providing for the pay·of Rear-Admiral 
Roger N. Stembel was read twice by i,ts title, and referred to the 
-Committee on Naval Affairs. 

CHTh""ESE IMillGRATIO~. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 5804) 
-to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempm·e. The question is on the amendment 
.of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUlo."'DS] to section 15. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw that amendment, as I was under a 
misapprehension when I offered it. I thought that the section stood 
:in the bill, but I understand it was stricken out in Committee of the 
Whole, and therefore I withdraw the amendment so as to leave the 
question pending on agreeing to the amendment made in Committee 
-of the Whole striking out that section . 

. Mr. ALLISON. Was the skilled-labor section agreed t.o in Com
mittee of the Whole T 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Just the reverse; it was disagreed 
to. The fourteenth section was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is very remarkable. 
The PRESIDENT p1·o ternpore. The section in regard to skilled 

labor was stricken out by a vote of 29 to 28. 
Mr. MORRILL. I now move a reinsertion of the fourteenth sec

-tion. 
The PRESIDENT p1'o tempore. An amendment of the Committee 

•On Foreign Relations was 1o strike out the fifteenth section, and that 
was agreed to in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ~IORR~L. I move to strike out the fourteenth section. 
The PRESIDENT pro tcmp01·e. The question now is, Will the Sen

.ate concur in the amendment of the Committee of the Whole strik
·ing out the fifteenth section T 

:Mr. EDMUNDS. The amendment of the committee ha·ving been 
-to strike out the fifteenth section T 

The PRESIDENT p1·o tcmpm·e. Yes, sir; that was agreed to. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The question is on concurring in the amendment 

anade as in Committee of the Whole striking out section 15 Y 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ye , sir. 
lli. EDMUNDS. That is the way I understand it, and therefore 

I withdraw the amendment I offered to section 15, because tha.t sec
tion is already stricken out. 

The PRESLDENT pro tempore. The vote is to be taken on that 
-question. 

Mr. HOAR. The Committee of the Whole have merely proposed 
to the Senate to strike tha.t out. The section is still in the bill. In 
the Senate it has not been stricken out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was stricken out in committee, and if we 
.agree to what the Committee of the Whole has done, it is out. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Senate 

concur with the Committee of the Whole in striking out section 15. 
Mr. HOAR. Au amendment to the section is still in order. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. But if the Senat.e will agree to the amendment 

made in committee there will be nothing to amend~ and if the Sen-

ate doe not agree to the amendment striking it out, I can then move 
my amendment. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I intended this morning to call up another mat
ter; but this bill seems to be of considerable importance, and I give 
way for this bill until it is disposed of. 

Mr. FARLEY. .Mr. President, I was addre sing the Senate yes
terday in reference to the amendment that had been reported by the 
committee in regard to skilled and unskilled labor. I had occasion 
to remark that the interpretation given by some Senators who had 
spoken upon that question, and by the Pre ident of the United States, 
and by the Chinese minister, was that that provision in the bill was 
in violation of the terms of the treaty. Now, sir, I am not disposed 
to take up the time of the Senate in discussing the proposition as to 
whether that amendment ought to be adopted by the Senate or not, 
further than to say that the general sentiment on the part of those 
on our side of this question, tho e who are in favor of this bill is that 
unless that provision is retained in the bill, which has been proposed 
to be striken out by the Committee on Foreign Relations, the bill 
will be rendered ineffective for the purposes for which it was intro
duced. I confes , taking the whole history of the legislation upon 
this subject, that the party upon whose votes depends the passage 
of this bill ha>e had very little to do with the preparatio1l of this 
legislation. In other words, this side of the Chamber, the members 
of the Democratic party on this side of the Chamber, who have been 
unanimous in their support of this measure, have not been called 
into private council to examine or prepare the legislation that was 
supposed to be necessary in the passage of a law on this subject. 

I have been disposed from the outset, I am disposed now, to en
tirely ignore and lay aside all party considerations in order to obtain 
this relief which our people so much need. I have not been governed 
in my action in support of this bill by any party consideration. I 
have advocated the passage of this·measnre because I believe that 
the best interests of the people of the Pacific coast would be sub
served by some legislation that would prohibit the further immigra
tion of this element that we complain of as being a cure to our best 
interests. I, for one, am disposed to ignore party considerations so · 
far a.s this bill is concerned. But notwithstanding it was a well
known fact that upon this side of the Chamber, so far as this body is 
concerned, depended the success of this measure, we were not even 
called into private consultation to determine the character of the bill , 
that might be introduced here; the matter seems to have been con
ducted in a close corporation; and I am free to confess that there are 
many defects in this bill, which at this time perhaps it is too late to 
remedy. On this side of the Chamber there are four Democratic Sen
atorsfrom the Pacific States1 neither one of whom has even been con
sulted as to the character ot the bill or its provisions . 

Mr. WINDOM. I should like to ask the Senator a question, with 
his permission. 

Mr. FARLEY. Certainly. 
Mr. WINDOM. Did not the chairman of the Committee on For

eign Rela~ions specially invite the Senator to come and be heard on 
that subject T 

1\1r. FARLEY. I was about to come to that. 
1\1r. Wll.WOJ\f. Did not the Senator appear before the committee 

and express his news T I am surprised at the statement of the Sen
ator that no one had been consulted. 

1\f.r. FARLEY. This will explain what I meant by saying what I 
did: I didrece1ve a letter from the chairman of the Committee on For
eign Relations to appear before that committee upon-what Y There 
were two bills presented which were before that committee for con
sideration. One was the bill introduced by my colleague before the. 
veto me sage had been passed upon, which was in fact a notice-not 
intended so by my colleague; I am not calling in question his good 
motives-to those on the opposite side of the Chamber who were op
posinO' the bill and who were disposed to advocate and stand by the 
Presid'ent's veto that another bill would be introduced before a vote 
had been taken on the vetoed bill in this body to determine whether 
or not we could pass it o>er the veto. 

After the vote had been taken here, and the veto of the President 
had been sustained, I introduced a bill asking for a limitation of 
fifteen years on the immigration of Chinese. 1\Iy colleague had in
troduced a bill for ten years. Although there was nothing said in 
the message of the President that indicated that he would sign any 
bill fixing any number of years as the period of limitanon contained 
in it, yet I supposed information mi~ht have been received by those 
who pretend to know that such a bill would meet the approbation 
of the President. I have no authority for so stating, but that bill 
introduced by my colleague has never been reported back to the 
Senate. A similar bill was introduced in the other branch of Con
gress, and was put through that body in a manner that gave to those . 
upon whom depended its success a chance. to say, if they had been 
so disposed, " We have not had an opportunity even to give the rea
sons why we support this bill, or why we opposed certain provisions 
of it; therefore, if the bill shall turn out to be defective, if it shall 
fail of its object, if it shall fail to accomplish that which we desire 
it shall accomplish, upon the heads of those who have taken it into 
tb.is close corporation to determine its character let the responsi
bility rest." 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Will my colleague yield to me for a 
moment! 
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~.FARLEY. Certainly. 
Mr. :MILLER, of California. If the Senator sees any defects in 

ihi.s bill, will it not be his duty to move amendments to cure those 
defectsT 

Mr. FARLEY. I am aware of that right which I have. 
Mr. MILLER, of California. If the Senator fails to move any 

amendments and the bill should be inoperative or defective, I think 
he will be liable to responsibility equal to that of anybody else. 

Mr. FARLEY. In. answer to the suggestion of my colleague, I 
want to say that this bill seems to have been considered by the Com
mittee on Foreign Relations, which is composed of very able Sena
tors, and they have given it investigation m such a way that no one 
on this side of the Chamber has had an opportunity to consider it, 
unless he was on the committee, beyond a general review of the bill. 
It is now perhaps too late to secure amendments that might be in
troduced to make the bill in better condition than it is. 

The honorable Senator from :Minneota, who is chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, has suggested that I was called be
fore that committee. I understood that I was called there for the 
purpose of presenting my views in regard to the two bills that were 
then pending before that committee. I did go before the committee 
in response to the invitation given by the chairman of the commit
tee. The morning that I was there, there was no quorum present, 
and no transaction took place; no consideration of either of the bills 
was taken by the committee, because there was no quorum of the 
committee present. I received no further notice, and therefore did 
not a~ain appear before the committee. I learned afterward that 
the b1ll was going to be pressed through the House by the gentle
man who had assumed or taken control of it, and I saw by the news
paper reports from the Pacific coast that ·an honorable gentleman in 
the other branch of Congress [Mr. PAGE] made his report on this 
bill, and his colleagues from the State of California, two Democrats 
and one Republican, were not consulted or talked with at all about 
its provisions, and were not permitted to say one word in reference 
to its character. 

Mr. WINDOM. I want to say, ifthe Senator will allow me, a single 
word. The committee traveled out of its usual course in this matter, 
in order to give to the Senator, who was understood to have a great 
deal of information on this subject, full opportunity to be heard. I 
wrote him a general invitation to appear before the committee to 
give us his views, and to inform the committee as he might think 
be t; and certainly the committee would have been glad to have 
b~ard anything be desired to say. We did hear all that the Sen
ator presented that day; and having once invited him to express 
1ris entiments, (and committees do not usually send around to in
quire the views of Senators, having traveled out of the usual line of 
duty,) it seems to me the Senator can hardly complain that he had 
not full opportunity to be beard before that committee. 

Mr. FARLEY. I am not complaining of any want of courtesy on 
the part of the committee. I hope the Senator from Minnesota, if 
he so understood me, will take what I ay in reference to that mat
ter as being true . 

. Mr. 'VINDOM. Certainly. 
Mr. FARLEY. I received that courtesy which the Senator has 
n~gested, and I am not particularly complaining of any other propo

sition, except this, that 1 took up the Pacific coast papers, some of 
them, a very small part of them, in which I find di patches from 
Washington stating that the1·e is a disposition on the part of the 
Democrats here to retard and prevent legislation upon this subject. 
How those dispatches found their way into the press of the Pacific 
coast States I am unable to say. It is a well-known fact, and known 
to my colleague, that no Democrat on this side of the Chamber has 
done any act or attempt~d to do anything that looked like retard
ing action on this measure. On the contrary, on the Democratic 
votes in the Senate depends the succe s of this measure. I simply 
say this in answer to these small attempts on the part of a portion, 
and a very small portion, and not a. very highly respectable portion 
of the public press on the Pacific coast to make party capital out 
ofthis question. 

Mr. President, I appeal for the support of my statement to the 
.three Democratic Senators from the Pacific coast, who are here and 
have sustained action in the legislation proposed on this question. 
The two Senators from Oregon, the honorable Senator from Nevacla, 
[Mr. FAIR,] and myself have never been in any private consultation 
with either one of our colleague from the Pacific coast to be advised 
with as to what legislation was actually necessary on this subject. 

While, as I said a moment ago, I do not attach to my colleague 
any improper motive, I simply say that the action of my colleague in 
introducing the bill before there was a final vote had upon the vetoed 
measure, while not so intended, in fact had the effect to mortify those 
who were dispo ed to sustain the veto of the President that another 
bill bad already been introduced which might be changed to give 
them entire satisfaction if the veto shou1d be sustained. 

Now,Icometothequestionofskilledlabor, andiwishtonoticesome 
remarks of the honorable Senator from Ohio, [Mr. SHERMAN,] whom 
I do not see in his seat, made when an effort was made to refer the 
Dill yetoed by the President to the Committee on Foreign Relations 
f•r consideration. 'Vhat object the honorable Senator could have 
had inmakingthatmotion I was unable to perceive. I am yet unable 

o perceive the object, unless it was for the pnrpose of preventing a 

vote in this body upon that question- to prevent votes from O'oincr 
upon the record showing how gentlemen stood in reference tg that 
vetoed bill-when there was another bill then pending, and that 
would have been the excuse, I doubt not, of the Committee on For
eign Relations for not reporting the vetoed bill had it ever gotten 
into the folds of that committee. I noticed that the honora.ble Sen
ator from Ohio, in speaking of skilled labor, used thi lan(J'ua(l'e in 
his speech made on the 5th of April, found in the CoxaR: SIOX.\L 
RECORD, page 2609 : -
He~ is a. treao/ yielde~ to us by.China for our benefit, ~ot for their -they do

not claim anything from It-by which they agree that the rmportation of Chino 
laborers shall be suspended for a. time in this country. 

Yielded to us by the Chinese I They had nothing to gain by it! 
The honorable Senator forgot to take into consideration that thero 
was also a commercial treaty entered into between the two O'OVern
ments at that time, by which we agreed so far as we could a~ce to
suppress the opium trade. There was a benefit that the Chinese 
Government claimed to have received; and both treaties that were 
entered into by the two governments were reciprocal and beneficial 
to both parties, as was supposed by those who entered into the treaties. 

Then said the honorable Senator in that same speech : 
Then you make the word ''laborers" em brace a class of people that in no country 

in the world are classed by the term "laborers." 
Let us see. 
A merchant who mannfaetures and ells his own wares, a m.echanio, a. black· 

smith, the shoemaker at his last who manufactures shoes that he sells himself, tb& 
~~=~~~~~~ ~b~}Iamin Franklin, who makes hat to sell, are included in. 

The Chine e minister, who objected to the passage of this bill
and his objections were made known to the President, and they seemed 
to be of so much importance in the view of the executive depart
ment that the objections made by the Chinese minister were embod
ied in the President's veto me sage-goes to the extent of aying that 
the laundry business, the cigar business, the shoemaking, the tailor
ing, the blacksmithing, and all that kind of work i not to be 
considered as common labor but skilled labor. Now, I say that if" 
that definition i not given by the provisions of this bill as to what 
skilled labor i or what is intended by the provi ions of the bill, w 
might as well have no bill at all, because every Chinaman that may 
be shipped to California or to Oregon or Nevada will come as a 
killed laborer. That will be the result of it. Therefore I say that 

the amendment reported by the committee to a very great e:xten 
would destroy the effect of this bill. That section was propo ed by 
the honorable Senator from Oregon, [Mr. GROVER,] and it passed 
and was one of the provisions of the bill that bas been heretofore 
vetoed by the President. It is in the bill of the Honse, but the com
mittee propose to strike it out. 

The honorable Senator from Ohio goes on after r ferring to this 
cia of laborer , the blacksmith, the shoemaker, the hatter, tho 
tailor, and says : 

I ask if that i a. fair con trnction of the treaty 'I IR it right Y I ,ay it li! not, 
and that some provision ought to be made which would enable Chinamen-

! call attention to the language of the honorable Senator upon this. 
question, and I shall a k the people of the State I have the honor in 
part to repre ent and the people of the entire Pacific State to pay 
attention to the language used by that honorable Senator in favor 
of referring thi bill to the Committee on Foreign Relations-

! ask if that is a fair construction of the treaty L'3 it ri"ht 'I I say it is not, 
and that some provision ought to be made which would enabfe Chinamen who are
skilled men to come; Chinamen who have a family and have a. home and children, 
educated as many of them are, and we 1...--now that ome of them are educated as. 
highly as the most refined in om favored land. 'Vhy hould the:r be excluded Y 
'Vhen they wish t{) come here a.'> skilled artisans and laborers~ wonderfully skilled 
in certain branches of manufacture, and contribute their laoor and mingle with 
others, why should they not come 1 .All the rea-sons against CO()ly immigration 
cease when you speak of the e men. The immigrant that we want to exclude
aJ'e those men who have no wives, children, or homes, who are mere pauper 
laborers, who are worse than pauper laborers, who are contract laborers, coolies, 
a class of men who tend to degrade all labor, who can live so cheaply that no man~ 
white or black, can compete with them. That is the mischief to be guardoo 
against; that is the object to be sought; but now, because we ha>e by the kind
ness of the Chineso Government-

By the magnanimity of the Chine e Government !-
made a treaty which enables us to limit the importation of laborers into this coun
try, we declare that all Chinese hall be con idered laborers except, forsooth, tho e 
described in the thirteenth cction of the bill. 
If the main portion of that language should be inserted into a. bilL 

allowing the entrance of the classes of people mention cl by the hon
orable Senator from Ohio and the classes mentioned in the memo
randum which the Chinese minister sent to the President and which 
was made a part of his veto me age, then I say we had a well havo 
no law at all. The objections made by the Chine e mini ter in this 
memorandum which wa. · a part of the President's vet.o me sage were: 

II. The inclusion of " skilled labor 11 in the bill is an addition to the words and 
intent of the treaty. It will operate with harshness upon a class of Chinese mer· 
chants entitled to admis ion t{) the United State under tbe terms of the treaty. 
The hoe merchants and cigar merchant.~ of China manufacture the goods they sen 
at their places of business, and to shut out the " skilled labor" they need would 
practically hut them out as well, since it would prevent them from carrying on. 
their busine. s in this country. The laundryman who keeps his shop and has a. 
small capital with which to prosecute hi~ trade cannot in any just sense be included 
in the class of " laborers, 11 an.d the merchant tailor comes in the sa.me category. 

The htunrlrymen, as I said yesterday in the few remarks I submit
ted to th 'nate are a classofpeople again twhom the mostbitter-
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prejudices exist in our State.. Th_ey have mo_nopolized th_e laundry 
business in the Stat~ of California. There 18 much feelmg on the 
part of tho e who have been driven from that employment on which 
depended the sup:port of themselves and their famili~s. ~ass through 
any city or a,ny village throughout the State of Califorrua1 and_ I ap
prehend it is so in Oregon and Nevada but more so m Califorrua be
cause we have· more Chinamen, and yon will :find the laundry notice 
on all their little huts-" Washing." The men and women, mostly 
poor widows having families dependent upon them for support, who 
were formerly in that business h:tve been driven out of employment 
so far as . that branch of labor is concerned by the invasion of the 
Chinese. 

Mr. President, I apprehend that it is hardly necessary to say any
thing ftuther upon that point. I come now to the ten-year clause 
of this bill. I introduced a bill immediately after the veto of the 
President, fixin~ the limitation at fi:£t:een years. I hav~ no ~ispo
sition, nor do I mtend by any act of mme, to prevent leg1slati<?n o:n 
this subject. I am informed, I do not know that the authonty 18 
o-ood that the President would not sign a twelve or a fifteen or a 
~ixte'en year bill, but that he would sign a ten-year bill. I do not 
know who has authority to say that, but I have heard the rumor 
that the President would sign a ten-year bill, but would not sign a 
fifteen-year bill. I introduced the fifteen-year bill in good faith, be
lieving that as it had been intimated that the idea of the President 
was that the twenty years' limitation was too long, and ten years 
would meet with his approbation, a division would be advisable. 
In other words, as we say out West, we migh~ split the difference 
... vith him, and give him a fifteen-year bill instead of a ten-year bill; 
but after introducing that bill, finding that my colleague and others 
were persistent in their ten-year bill, I have not pressed the fifteen
year bill, nor do I intend to d<? o now. I intend to yie~d ~ha~ poin_t, 
believing, however, as I do believe, that the ten years' hnntation will 
be inadequate to accomplish the objects that we seek by reason of 
passing a limitation i:U reference. to Chinese _immigration. It wi!l 
leave it an open que t10n, a question to be awtated from now until 
the expiration of the ten year , upon the Pacific coast, and it will 
mere or less find it way into partisan politics. It will be so not 
only on the Pacific coast, but I want to as nre my friends on this side 
of the mountains that it will be so here. I notice large meetings of 
people in Philadelphia, in Chicago, in New York, and other portions 
of the tates on this side of the :Uocky Mountains, that are express
int<r their sentiments on this ubject, who do not de ire to see this 
ch~ap labor brought into onr country to come in competition with 
tho e who are already struggling for a maintenance for themselves 
and their families. Even in the old State of Massachusetts, I :find 
to-day iu picking up the newspapers, and for the last two or three 
weeks, accounts of strikes among the common laborer who are en
gaged in the manufacturing bu iness in orne portions of that State. 
You find them in other States. Why t Because of the very low rate 
of wages there paid for their ervice , and the inadequacy of the 
amount which they receive to upportthemselves and their families 
in their every-day life. 

I had occasion yesterday to refer to the character of the Chinese, 
and it came in the line of my thought at the time to refer to a colony 
that had been sent up to Massachusetts orne years ago to engage in 
the business of manufacturing shoes. The senior Senator from Mas
sachusetts, [.Mr. DAWES,] whom I do not now see in his seat, under
took to give me the history in reference to that colonization. I 
stated that they were the cause of riots even in that staid old Com
monwealth. TheSenatorsaidthatlwasmistaken; thatlwastotally 
ignomnt as to the cause of their going there and the cause of their 
leavin~. He afterward attempted to enlighten me upon that sub
ject. I had not the immediate data before me, but I a sert now-! 
see the junior Senator from tha,t State in his seat-that the presence 
of those Chinese in the State of :Massachusetts, the object of their 
coming there being known to the people of the town where they 
were to be employed, had the effect to congregate around the depot 
where they landed a crowd of people, and that stones were u ed 
against those Chinamen, and they had to be protected by the police 
in marchinG' them to their quarters. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from California will permit me to say-
Mr. FARLEY. I want any information I can get. If I am incor

rect I wi h to be corrected. 
Mr. HOAR. I do not k-now what the Senator refers to. Very 

likely the presence of this oriental colony attracted a crowd, such as 
would be attracted by B:trnum's museum, and such as I think would 
be attracted by the presence of that very distinguished gentleman, 
the Senator from California him elf, whom our people would be curi
ous to hear--

.Mr. FARLEY. Would they be likely to throw stones at me! 
:Mr. HOAR. I was about to make an observation on that point. 

Whether any boys in the crowd may have thrown stones at those 
Chinese I do not know; but that any injury was inflicted upon them, 
that there was anything in the nature of such mobs as were described 
in the testimony of the witnesses before the Congressional committee 
having attacked them in California, I utterly deny. They went 
~ceably and quietly to their wo:~;k, they remained at their work, 
visited freely by all classes of citizens. They came and went undis
turbed, unmolested, perfectly protected by law for years in that 
manufacturing village, and I do know that there was-not a tithe or 

a hundredth part of the violence used toward them which I have
known used more than once by Democratic ruffians against Repub
lican torchlight processions in our manufacturing villages in heated. 
political campaign . And in saying that I do not wish to be under
stood in the least as imputing to the De~ocracyin my State any more
than to any other claS~? of citizens any remarkable or undue violence 
or outrage. In Englaml and in Ireland everybody knows that at 
almost every heated contested election the mob on one side or the
other will indulge in some violence and outrage of this kind. It has 
happened in my own S'tate more than once. While I do not know 
whether it be true or be not true that from the crowd which assem
bled from motives of curiosity to see the e Chinese men stones were
thrown, I do know, I think--

Mr. FARLEY. That they were not Y Is that what you mean Y 
Mr. HOAR. The Senator perhaps had• better wait and hear what 

I was about to say. 
Mr. FARLEY. I will wait. 
Mr. HOAR. I do know that there was nothing which could prop

erly be described as a mob, mob violence, or endangering those peo
ple, or as amounting to a very serious and important molestation. 

Mr. FARLEY. Were not the police called into requisition to see 
that the Chinamen were m:trched to their quarters f 

Mr. HOAR. I do not know whether they were or not. I think it 
very likely. 

Mr. FARLEY. If it wa necessary to call out the police to see
that the e people were safely e corted to their place of abode, there 
would seem to have been some serious molestation to them. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the honorable Senator from Cal-
ifornia a question. · 

Mr. FARLEY. The Senator must excu e me. I asked him a ques
tion. 

Mr. HOAR. Well. 
Mr. FARLEY. Now he turns around and wishes to ask me one. 

That is the difficulty with a great many of us, I admit. I refuse to
answer the Senator's question until he answers mine. 

Mr. HOAR. I think I have answered the Senator's question. I 
do not know whether that particular thing be true or not .. 

Mr. FARLEY. The question I put to the Senator was this: Was. 
there not apprehension of danger ; and if there was no appre'-en-
sion why call the police into r~qnisition t . 

Mr. HOAR. I dare say it may have been doue; I do not know. I 
never have heard that the police were called out or were not called 
out, and I cannot answer; but I am willing, if the Senator has any 
information to that effect, to assume it to be the case. Now, the 
question I want to ask the Senator from California is this, if he will 
permit me to a-sk him- -

Mr. l<.,ARLEY. With pleasure. 
Mr. HOAR. Does he want the truth about this matter, or does he 

want to get a perverted statement f 
Mr. FARLEY. I want the truth. 
Mr. HOAR. Now, does the Senator from California want to know 

himself the fact which he is asking about f If he does, I can tell h4n it 
was j nst this: when these strange people :first arrived from the ends oi 
the earth, there was a crowd assembled at the depot in a thickly 
settled manufacturing village in Massachusetts, and out of that 
crowd orne two or three boys may have thrown some stones, so that 
the police attended them to the place where they were to live. Does 
the Senator want to stop at that, or is he willing also to state to his. 
people and put into his speech the fact which I affirm of my knowl
edge, and affirm with my colleague who has just come in, now sitting
by my side, towhomlmightmoreproperlyhaveleftthiscolloquy, that 
those men dwelt in that oown thereafter for yea,rs as undisturbed, as 
unmolested, as safe, as much respected as any other citizens of the 
place in all their legal rights, earning their wages, raisin~ their wages, 
and staying in their employment until such time as tney could do 
better elsewhere f Now, will the Senator be kind enough to put that 
into his speech 1 

Mr. FARLEY. It is not necessary for me to put it there. The
Senator bas qut it there. Why should I go on and put it there nowf 

Mr. HOAR. Will he be kind enough to take it into his compre
hensionf 

Mr. FARLEY. I will t1·y as far as I am able to comprehend it, but 
the Senator has put it into my speech, and therefare it will be un
uece sary for me to do so. 

The Senator asks me if I wish to know the truth. I have gotten 
from that Senator and from his colleague their statements, and I must 
accept what they say as being true. I suppose they were both pre-sent 
and know. what took place at that time. That being the case their 
statement will stand with me; but if there are records that show a 
different state of facts, while I still would be disposed to take the 
word of either one of those Senators upon any question, the records. 
perhaps would need to be explained away. 

Mr. DA 'VES. If the Senaoor has any records I should like to see
them. 

Mr. FARLEY. I have not myself. I understand that there are 
records which show that when those people landed at the depot a 
mob of persons, learning what they had been brought there for, to
enter into the business of manufacturing shoes, which would be in 
competition with those who were engaged in that employment, a-s
sembled around the depot, and that the Chinamen were stoned and. 

• 
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-the police were called into requisition to protect them; but the hon
Qraulo Senator from Massachusetts says that was a mistake. 

1\Ir. HOAR. No, sir, I did not say so. 
Mr. FARLEY. What did you say f 
Mr. HOAR. I asked the Senator if he would not take into his 

-comprehension what I said. 
~Ir. FARLEY. The Senator says so many thing and sometimes 

.contradictory( as I suppose is the case with myself) that it is hard 
to comprehend him. 

1\Ir. HOAR. What I said was exactly this :'that that crowd very 
probably may have collected from motives of curiosity, but I can 
neither affirm nor deny--

Mr. FARLEY. Then it is an open question. 
~Ir. HOAR. Let me finish my sentence. I can neither affirm nor 

deny whether some boys or mischievous persons in that crowd threw 
stones and whether the police came and conducted these people; 
but I am prepared to affirm that if that happened (which I neither 
.affirm nor deny) there was no riot equal in extent or in danger to 
what frequently occurs in regard to the political processions of one 
party at the hands of the other party in ordinary excited campaigns. 
It was .a stone-throwin~ of the most trifling character. It did not 
~ndanger the men; it did not affect their moving about those streets 
in as much safety as my honored colleague who lived in that town 
formerly would have moved if he had continued to live there. That 
is what I said. 

Mr. FARLEY. Having got to the point that stones were thrown, 
mow we will leave it at that point. · 

~Ir. HOAR. I only s11id in regard to that that I did not know 
whether they were or not. Now, what does the Senator from Cali
fornia mean by saying that he has got to the point where stones were 
thrownf 

Mr. FARLEY. The Senator says that perhaps stones were thrown. 
Mr. HOAR. I said I did not know. 
Mr. FARLEY. Then the Senator does not know but that anum

ber were thrown, and that the Chinamen were in great danger. 
:Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator mean to affirm from my saying that 

I did not know what happened, and then taking what I said might 
have occurred, that I said it did happen f 

Mr. FARLEY. You said you were not there f 
~Ir. HOAR. Yes. ' 
Mr. FARLEY. You said stones were perhaps thrown t 
Mr. HOAR. I do not propose to pursue a colloquy with the Sen

.ator in that style. 
Mr. FARLEY. The statement amounts to this, thatthehonorable 

Senator knows nothing about what took place there. He says they 
lived there afterward. Let that be so. Supposetheydid. !under
stand the reason of their being there in peace was that they were 
receiving the same rate €If wages that white persons were receiving, 
.and, therefore, there was no occasion for the mob to rise. But I 
should not have referred--

Mr. DA. WES. 'Vill the Senator allow me a word f 
Mr. FARLEY. Certainly. 
Mr. DA. WES. I was not in when this discussion arose. I resided 

in the town where this took place till within a few years, and I now 
l'eside within twenty miles of it, and the trains run a dozen times a 
day between my own residence and that place. The gentleman who 
employed those Chinamen was a 11ersonal friend or mine and my 
near neighbor for twenty years; he is now my personal friend, and 
was here in Wa-shington when this discussion arose in the Honse, 
and when for the first time in my life I saw upon the REcoRD that a 
Representative stated that there was a riot when these Chinamen 
.arrived there. The first time I ever heard of it was when I saw in 
the RECORD of the next day that statement by a Representative 
from Kentucky. The Representative from that district, my succes
sor, was not present in the House at the time, but in a few days 
afterward he corrected that statement. When the bill was up here 
originally the Senator frem California made eome allusion to it, and 
I corrected it then. Yesterday I told the Senator, so as I am aware, 
all I knew about the story. 

Mr. FARLEY. I have not referred to what the Senator said. 
lli. DA. WES. I will state it, then, myself. The Chinamen came 

to North .Adams under these circumstances: a shoe manufacturer 
there who employed a large number of men, a good many of them, 
a large proportion of them, a controlling proportion of them, be
ing precisely that kind of men in reference to whom the Senator 
expressed apprehension here yesterday that they would commit vio
lence in San Francisco, against whose violence the best people were 
struggling to maintain the peace very properly in San Francisco, 
men who go by the name, among shoe manufacturers, of Crispina. 
They had combined and prescribed terms to this manufacturer, upon 
which alone he was permitted to manufacture shoes, whom )le should 
employ, and whom he should not employ, and how long he should 
work them. After taking some advice-! will not say how much; 
I knew what his purpose was myself-he went to San Francisco and 
engaged some fifty Chinamen, made a personal engagement with 
each individual Chinaman to come to North Adams and take the 
place of those men. Those men were not aware of what his business 
there was, nor was anybody in North A.(lams; and nouody in North 
Adams that I know of ever had seen a Chinaman before. When they 
~rrived at the depot all manner of curiosity seized the people of the 

town, and they rushed down to the depot in crowd . When the 
Crispin , who had undertaken to prescribe the terms. upon which, 
and upon which alone, this manufacturer could hereafter manufact
ure shoes, were aware of what the Chinamen came for, they were 
angry, just as a certain clas of people are intensely angry in San 
Francisco to-day, and they used violent language all :uound there; 
and I can tell the Senator that I heard that one or two of them threw 
a stone into the crowd, but the police-the ordinary· police who are 
about the town and about their business-interfered, and there was 
not the slightest trouble after that. The Chinamen went in peace 
through the streets, a sight the people had never seen before, to 
their quarters, and went about their work, attracting great crowds 
day after day from different parts of the county to see these China
men work. There never wa , with the exception of perhaps a stone 
or two that I told the Senator of, the slightest violence used toward 
those people. They adapted themselves with wonderful facility to 
the new work to which they came. The Crispin idea that they could 
dictate terms faded out in Massachusetts. These fifty Chinamen 
were indirectly a great blessing to the other laboring-men in Massa
chusetts and to the capitalists who employ labor in Ma achusetts. 
The time came when, by their adaptation to work, they were able 
to produce as much as any other workmen, and they demanded an 
equivalent for it, and then competition in labor had to settle the 
question. It was either competition in skill or competition in com
pensation, one or the other, that determined who should be hired. 
They were hired on the same terms ; they worked on the same terms; 
they continued on the same terms; they accomplished the same 
results as others, and the foreigners who came from the east, and 
the foreigners who came from the west, the Europeans and the 
.Asiatics-

Mr. FARLEY. I did not yield for a speech, but the Senator may 
go on. 

Mr. DA. WES. If the Senator does not like to have this kind of a 
speech, be it so. These workmen understood that there was a public 
sentiment that was stronger than anything else, that upheld every 
man, wherever he was born, in the right to compensation for his 
labor, and to the application of that compensation as he pleased; 
and that was the end of the experiment. 

~Ir. VEST. May I ask the Senator from Massachusetts a ques
tion? 

r,rr. FARLEY. If Senators will not take up all my time, I can soon 
get through . 

Mr. DA. WES. I was called out of a conference committee to listen 
to ihe Senator's repetition of that violence in the town that I lived 
in so long, and I felt it my duty to vindicate history. 

1\Ir. FARLEY. .All right. 
Mr. VEST. Of course I know nothing about it personally; but I 

call the Senator's attention to the fact that the New York Tribune, 
which was then a leading Republican paper as it is to-day, contem
poraneously with the occurrence at North .Adams, towhichherefers, 
made the statement, as will be seen by reference to its files, that 
Mr. Sampson, the employer of these Chinese, seventy-five in num
ber-the Senator spoke of th~m as :fifty-was compelled for weeks, 
if not for months, to employ a guard on the premises to protect them 
from violence, to put up reflectors so that no one could approach 
the buildings without . being seen by night, and that he expressed 
his determination, and published it, to spend $50,000, if necessary, 
to have these Chinese stay in Massachnsett . 

Mr. DA. WES. Have you the files Y 
1\Ir. VEST. Yes, sir. 
lli. DA. WES. Suppose you put that statement in the RECORD . 
Mr. VEST. This is taken from the New York Tribune of June 18, 

1870: 
Mr. Sampson determined to sink $50,000, if necessary, in carrying the thlng 

through. He doubles his night-watch, illnmina.tes the grounds about liis bnildinD' 
by powerfnl reflectors, laughs at the threats of the Crispins, and is confident o't 
success as of the rising of tlle sun to· morrow. 

In this same connection, in order to vindicate the truth or to 
demonstrate the falsehood of history, I call the Senator's attention 
to the further fact that in the New York Hera.ld of June 26,1870, are 
the proceedings of a public meeting, said to have been composed of 
4,000 citizens of North .Adams, Massachusetts, in which resolutions 
of a. very violent and inflammatory character were passed against 
the importation of Chinese to that community or that State, and that 
1\Ir. Henry Wilson, then a Senator of' the United States from Massa
chusetts, afterward Vice-President, introduced about the same time 
in the Senate a bill prohibiting the importation or the immigration 
of Chinese to the State of Massachusetts or to the United St:ttes. 
This hi tory, whether false or veracious I know not, goes on further 
to say that at the meeting referred to-

Mr. Troup made an enthusiastic speech aud suggested the sending of an intlu· 
entia! man to Washingt{)n to urge Congres man DAWES to look after their inter
ests and hasten the consideration of Wilson's bill. 

\Vhether the messenger ru:ri ved or not is within the consciousness 
of my friend from :Massachusett ; but such i the history and I put 
it in for what it i worth. 

:Mr. DA. WES. Mr. President--
~Ir. ED~IUNDS. I ask Senators to give way in order that I may 

request the Chair to lay before the Senate a message from the Presi-
dent of the Unjteu States. · 
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Mr. VARLEY. Wait until I got through. 
Mr. ED.MlTh'DS. It is a to violation of law in .Arizoua. 
Th PRE !DENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from California 

giv way 
Mr. F.AllLEY. I yield. 

AFFAIR L~ .ARIZOX.A. 

Th PRE. IDENT Jn·o tempore. The Chair lay before the Senate 
a IDC! ·arr from the Pre ident of tho United tates, which will bo 
read. 

The Acting ecretary read as follow c : 

TtJ t1uJ. o a~ and IIou e of lleprcsentativC8: 
Dv r ·ent information receiv d from official and other sources, I nm ad vi ed that 

an alnrmin~. t to of disorder continue. to exi!lt within the Territory of Al'izona, 
and that lawl snes ha nlread.v gained such he. d there a to require a resort to 
extraordinary m ans to rcpre s it. 

TlJA g;overnor of the Territory, unllcr date of the 31st ultimo, roports that vio
l nr and anarchy prevail, particularly in Cochise County and along the Mexican 
bord~r; that roubery, muruer, and r sistance tQ law have becon1c o common as 
to ct>a:o can ·~_g nrpri e1 and that tho lleople are greatly intimidated and losing 
contiu!·nc in me protection of tho law. I transmit his communication he1·ewith, 
and cnllep cial attention theretQ. 

In telegram from the General of the Army, dnted at Tucson, Arizona, on the 
11th in tant, herewith trnn mitted, that officer stat~ that he ht>ar of lawle ~ness 
and dJ rde:ra which em well att01 t d, and that the civil officers have not uf
fici ~t foroo to make arrest and hold tho prisoner for trial, or puni h them when 
CODVlct d. 

Much orthis disorder is caused by armed bamh of de. peradoc . 1."1lown a~ cow
boyll, b 'whom depr elations are not onl:v committetl within the Territory, but, it 
j11 alle~oo. p'Feclatory incursions ma.do tliercfron1 into :Mexico. In my mPssago to 
Congr s nt tho beginning of the p're ont se~sion, I called attrntion to the oriRt· 
enc oftb bands, and snggo ted that tho setiinj:!: on foot within onr own toni
tory of brigandage and armed marauding "'""P ditions against frirndly nations and 
tb ir itiz n bomadepnnishable a an ott'enso against the United t).tatcs. 

I rt;ne'Ythis suggestion: to efl'ectnallvrepre s the lawle ne. prcva~lingwithin 
the l:erntorl, a. prompt execution of tho proce s of the courts and v1g01'0us en
fore m nt o the laws af1ain t offen1lers are neooed. This tho civil authorities 
tbere are unable to do w1tbout tho aid of other mean nntl force3 than they <'an 
now avail them el~e of. Tom ot the pre. ent emergencie the go,ernor ask' that 
pro~bion be made to Congrec to l'nable him to employ and maintain t mpor. rily 
o. volunteer mililia. force to aitl tho civil authoritiPs, the ml'mhf'r<~ of which forc<1 
to l1 im-.e 't d with tho am powers and authority a are conf~rred by tho laws of 
the Temtory npon peace officers thereof. 

On the ground of economy, as wellM offectivenoRs, however, it oppcars to me to 
be mor adnsable to permit tho co-operation with the civil authorities of a part of 
tb Army a a pos e comitatus. n lieving that thi , in addition to uch use of tho 
.Axmy aa may be made under tho powers already confen d h:v section 5298 of the 
lte\"l !l 'tatnte. , would be adequate to ecure ilie accom11li 1iment of tllo en!ls in 
vi , I a"ain call the attention of Congre:;s to the expediency of o amending 

. ction 15 of the act of June 18, 1878, chapter 263 , as to allow the military forces to 
be employe<l a.<1 a po e comitatus to :ll ist the civil authoriti s within a Territory 
to x ·ut th l w therein. This u e of the Army. as I have in my former me · 

g ob: rved, would not seem to b within the allogoo evil arrainst which that 
le!!i ation was aimed. 

CHESTER A. A.RTHUTI. 
E:u:cunn M.A.x Io_-, .April ~o. 1 82. 

Th PRESIDE~7 pro tempore. Is it the pleasure of the Senate that 
th accompanyin~ paper be readY . 

Mr. EDllUNDS. No, ir; let them all be printed nnd referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The me . a~e and papCI· wer referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary and order d to be printed. 

PRE IDEXTIAL .A.PPROV AL • 

A me :' nge from the rresident of the United tateA, by Mr. 0. L. 
PRCDE_ ~, oue of his ecretaries, announced that the Presiuent ha(l 
ye t rday approved and igne(l the following acts : 

An act (S. No. 26) to amend ction 2326 of the Revi eu tatutes, 
in regard to mineral land , and for other purpo e · 

An act (S. No. 361) for a public building at Fra.~fort, Kentucky; 
.and 

An net (S. No. 1677) to mnenu the act donating public land to the 
everal ~ tates and Territories which may })rO\-ide colleges for the 

'Leni'fit of agricultur and the mechanic art . 

~IE AGE FRO.! THE HOCSE. 

A me. · ago from the IIou e of Representative , by :Mr. McPnEn ox, 
i~ Clerk, announced that tbe Hou e agreed to tho report of the com
nntte of conference on the di a!!Teeing ""'ote of tho two Houses on 
the l!ill (H. R. No. 1049) to prom~to the efficiency of the Life-Saving 
Ser'\"lt and to encourage tho aving of life from shipwl'eck. 

CITC\"E~ E 1!\DIIGR.ATIO. ~. 

The Senate re umed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. G804) 
to execnt certain treatJ~ stipulations relatin rr to Chinese. 

Mr. PATILEY. Mr. Pre ·idcnt, I do not int~nd to tako up the time 
of th' •' nate for more than a verv few moments lonrrer, and! hardly 
ue mit ~eces. ary to do o, for I clo not know that f can throw any 
further light on the }1roposition I have been uitiCUb ·ing than I have 
alr~ady attempted to pr cnt. 
. '\ ry strange argumentR havo b<•en made on the floor of the Seuate 
lll .ciercnce to thi · propose<l le•:riF;lation. I fiuu the honorable en
ato from Ma:- aclmsett , both of them. aml the di tin(l'uishe<l en
ntOI. from Conuecticut [Mr. liAWLEY] 'u. s ·rtino· doctrine that if 
<·a!TH:11 ?Ut according to their views, AO as to Jlr~T"ent legislation on 
thustmLJect1 won_lu force on us the evils that would noce.., :uily flow 
f~om>a c.o,utmnatJOn of tho immi~ration of tho~e people not only to 
t . I. ac1hc coa 't but to other portion of the United States In illY 
oplnJon tho ·e evils would be almo t incalculahle. Look at the very 

case citeu, and admitted so far as the two Senators from Mn.ssacbu
sett aro concerned, though neither of them was pre ent. Take the 
newspaper reports, which were read by the honorable Senator from 
Mis onri, the Tribune and the Herald reports of tho e meetings. The 
point ha suggesteu itself to mo that if it took seventy-five men for 
a month or hvo months to guard aud protect tho e })eople at North 
AdamR, ,...-oulU it not require the Army of the United Stn,tes to protect 
the people in Bo ton again. t :.t proportionate number there f . 

Mr. DA. WES. There i no such statement as that. Sevonty-fi ve 
men! 

Mr. !<,ARLEY. The Senator from Mi ·souri referred to arc olution 
pa, setl. 

Mr. D.A. \VE . About seventy-five men in a town of 4,000. 
M]:. FAHLEY. It required that many policemen to protect sev

enty-five Chine e. How many men would it take to protect 1001000 
iu the city of Doston f 

Mr. HOAR. How many men would it take to protect a class in 
school 

Mr. FARLEY. I do not know the number. 
Mr. HOAH. I am afraid it would be hard on the rna ter of the 

district srhool.'. 
~Ir. FARLEY. I do not know what the Senator means by class. 

The Senator from Ma.ssachu 'Ott are in the habit of referring to 
clasRe, . The l'Uator used an expre.' ion which called forth what I 
have hau to ..,ay in reference to North Adams, speaking of sand-lotters 
and the llanp;er of violence in California,. 'Vhy, sir, I want to say 
to the el:lator from I\la achusetts that this question of agitation 
and tlanger to the Cllinese is not confined to what he terms sand
lotter . . 

The honorable enator a few moments ago took occasion to refer 
to the throwing of stones, and aitl that at Republican processions 
stone were thrown by Democratic ruffians. I want to say to that 
honoral)le enator that I nppo e there are ruffian in the Democratic 
~arty, but I think when you come to number the ruffian yon will 
find a many in the Republican party a you will find in the Demo
cratic party. That is not an expre ion which I would have u ed, 
but it ha · been used; it i' b fore the country; let it go for what it 
is worth. 

The cry in oppo~ition to this legi lation, that it i instigated by the 
rough elements of California, is without foundation. \Ve have rol!gh 
element there as you ha\e everywhere else, but that is not the ele
ment that prompts this legi lation; it is not the element that is now 
seeking relief at the hands of Congres. . It i the producing element 
of that country, the manufacturers, the merchant , the farmers, the 
every-day l:luo;rers, the very men who make capital and make wealth, 
that are the very fotmdation of wealth. The common laborers are 
the men who are complaiuing again:stthi · i.J.nmigration. Why should 
they be termed" anu-lotter i" I know there were men in that or
ganization who were looked upou a n clas of agitator, that were 
bad men, but in that very organization there were a number of good 
men. There were some ba<l element in it, I admit, but you did find 
some of tho be t cla s of citizen who, fe ling that they were suffer
ing wrong at the hanus of the Government without protection of 
law, entered into that organization for the purpo e of relieving them
selves from tho difficulties and embarras ment by which they were 
sunounded. The manufacturers an!l layer.· of brick and tho build
er of buililings were member8 of what wa ·calletl the and-lot or
ganization, auu orne of them are a good men, a I said a moment 
ago, ~ you will fiml in any other portion of the United State of 
Amenca. 

The rea on why I refciTecl at all to the North Adams matter wa 
to show tha.t even in Ma achu ·ett you were not fxee from riot. I 
did it in an wer to the continuous charge that thi kincl of legisla
tion is only desireu by that cla of men h."llown as sand-lotters and 
common agitators in the State of California. I thought that had 
been effi ctually answerecl when it wa announced in the Senate in 
the debate on the pa arre of the bill which was vetoed by the Presi
dent, hy the tatement that out of 161,000 vot(' polled in the State 
154,000 vote declared openly a:pin t further Chinese immig-ration. 
Yet were they all ''sand-lotters"!'" Are the people of California to 
be termed a lot of ruffians, Democratic rnftianlj, who would tone 
Republican torch-light proce ·on , according to the idea of the hon
orable enator from :Ma, achu ett 

Tho honorable enator from Connecticut, [U1·. HA WLF.Y,] in his 
remarks yesterday, which I hoped to haT"e found in the REconD thi 
morning, took occasion to refer to thi propo eel legi lation in the 
mo t dctractory manner. He asked day before yesterday that 
we proceeu to the consideration of thi ltJea 'ure in ilence and in 
mouruinO'. Yesterday he referred to the character ofthe legi lation 
a being that of the dark age , going back thirt;r ;rear to ~ick up a 
statuto \Yhich was then 1)a seu and quoting that as being a ample 
of le~i lation of which this wa a piece, and said that that was en
actetl iu the dark ages. It Will' a statute pa etl thirty-odtl years 
ago in accoru:.mcewitha.provi.ion ofthe Con titution of the United 

tate., n. tatute which had be n T"otccl for by Daniel W"eh tcr aml 
the great tate men of that uay, andy t the honorable en a tor from 
Connecticut held up that statute a one that wonltl b tit for the 
dark a(res. He drew a picture of tho ·e ''ho were violatiurr tho ]a,,
and trfmpliug npon tho Constitution, and undertook to sY10w that 
this character of legi lation woul<l be read in tho futuro t:>itle by side 
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-with that legi.lation which he termed to have been paRsC'd in the 
dark age . 

~!r. Pre ident, if the e are the sentiment of tho Eastern 11eople1 
tho ooner the \Ve.-.tern p opleknowit the better for them ·elve. No 
pe01)lo can a:tfor<l to sufl'cr tho c>ili that wo aro offering by rea on 
of thi immigration without the appeals which their rcpresenta.iiv s 
are making for them in the Congrc s of tho Unit d • tates. Wear 
a law-al>iding people on that toast. \Ve have never violate<l the law 
a a whole. There are ver. ons th ro who violate the law, n. el. e
wherC', but the better cla of people tan<l by tho law and by the 
Con titution of the country. uch as. :mlt. upon legislation of thi 
kind ar calculated to irritate and agitate tho public mind through
out the country, particularly where the evil exi ts of which we are 
to-day complaining. 

I do not know that I have anything further to say in referenc11 to 
tbi matter. I am amdous to have tbis le~islation enactc1l as soon 
at~ pos. ible. I do not know what the Pre ident oftl1o United St:1tm1 
,..,.ill tlo ; I do not uppo e anybody else does; but if he will sign thi 

t n-yPar. ' bill I am willing to take it. I hall not b tho can of 
defeating any legislation here that will have the effect. to bring a bout 
th re.·ultwhich we cek. Ibelievothat the ten-year limitation is too 
·hort a. time; I lwlio>e it ought to l)e put at twenty years. One of 
th commi...,sioner. whou ~otiatedthistreatywithChinaha publicly 
stated, and it is pnl,Jh;hc<l in tl10pre · of tho country, that while tho 
negotiations were being carried on by the Chincso <liplomateR the 
uncler.· tanding ,,·as that the liruitntion ·honhl be thirty or thirty
thr ycari'i. That is what one of the commis. iouer appointe1l fo1· 
the purpo ·e of negotiating- this treaty ays. Another connuis ·ioncr 
<lifl'ers with him in r fer nco to that statement of fact. Ircfortotbe 
tatemcnt of .dr. John}'. wift, of California, a gentleman who wai'i 

appointell one of the commi Kioner for the purpo e of negotiating 
th treaty. in which he ay that tho Chill · people woultl not hav 
complaine(l. notwithstuntling tho prot t of tho Chinese minister 
which tho Pre idont of th Unit d Stat <'nt to tho "enate in hi 
Yeto me age, if tl1o limitation had been fifty y ar ; that he fully 
l'xpecte<l it to b not lc than thirty years. Yet the Pre ident of tho 
Unite1l State., perhnp not knowing the views of th commi~:doncr, 
took the view , I suppo e, of the Chine. o minister to justify tho veto 
wh;ch he 'nt to thi hotl;\T· 

;:\!r. YE, T. Here i tho statement. 
~Ir. r'AHLEY. The honorahlo 'cnator from l\Ii · ouri has ha.ndml 

m the statement wldch was made by l\lr. wift, one of the c,ommis
~ioncl'H, which I will rl':ul: 

Tb 'all-

The ;)lorning Call, of .:au Frauci. ·co, a le:uliug paper of that city
The Call puulishe an interview with John F. wift, o --treaty: commi.. ionor to 

f'hina, wl10 Ray , r gaTding tll twl'nty year ' u peru ion clause of the Chine. o bill, 
1Lat ilie commi. ion rs of both rountri s contcmplatc<l a. con idcrably lon~(>rpl'riOil 
wb n uit; ·u fling the term11 of tho tr<·ary. Tho (;bin commis ionors und r>~t{)otl 
CY n bctt r than we dicl tl1o proi.Jl m oi the comp tit ion in labor, an<lworo willin~ 
to agr ·e to a mean~ of relief. Tllo time of su11pen ion wa tborou~bly di. ClUlsed, 
ILDd it wa np;r d that, RUIIJl<'ll ion of thirty-three Yf'art'l, or ono generation, woul<l 
b nee . ary to rem tly tb evil complain eel of. "1 full, hope1l that a snApPn ion 
woul<l hav be n prop . l'tl for thirty nar . Tb Chin ·e Govornmrnt would not 
have <·cmsidered the faith of tb b: fy impaired if it had b on for fifty ycru· or 
more. " 

,_ nch i the language of one of tho connni ·sioncl'l:l who uegotiat •<l 
1hls treat , but it m ·that the tah·mcnt of the Chine minister 
hatl it~ influence. I do not say that it conh·olled tho notion of the 
Pre ·idcnt of the Unitecl t, to , for I am very far from de. iring to ay 
anything that cou.hl be con i<lered improper about the Pre iucut. 1 
am not one of tho · who are disvo ell ton .. ail the President, becam;o 
it is ll.is right to veto a bill, and he may havo acted, and I am will
ing to concede that h did act, accor<liu~; to his views of 1>ropricty, 
but I thiuk he actc<l und r a, ml~taken idea. I think it was a mi -
fortuno to the country, :1 mi fortune to the entire people, that tho 
veto wa ever made of th twenty-year 'limitation bill. lle that a 
it may, we hav tom et the exig •ncic that now pre ent them elve 
before t ' , That b ing tho ca ·c, I hall a k my friend , I hall ask 
ov ry 'enator here, to vote for tho t n-ycars' olll without any ad.U.i
tionu.l time. 1 believe that we ought to pru o. fiftecn-y ar' bill; 
but rather than jcopardiz any legi lation on this subject Iwillcon
,. nt, and now a k ev ry enator who has been in favor of pa ing 
any bill her to vot for the bill a it now tan<l , uule other alter:. 
ations can be made which will improve the hill in many other l'O
"'Jit>Ct . 

I inHi ·t and hope that when the vote come to be taken upon the 
<·lau e which wa~; ori(J'inally put in tho first bill by the honorable 
, ' nator from Oregon, [Mr. GROVER,] the J)rovision defining kill 1l 
nn<l unskilled laborerH, it will not be trickon out, and tho.t the 
amendment Ilropo d by tho committee triking it out will not bo 
concurred in. 

:M.1·. DA WE . :\lr. Pre ·ident, I ·tato1l ye~~r<lay wh:tt I repeat to
day, that I did not intend to trouble the Senat upon this bill. I 
had .·uhmitt d th rca. on why I could not upport tho bill when it 
wa 11 p b fore, and I wa willing to re t th ro and leave the measur , 
if it mu t pa ·,without any embarra, ment coru· quont upon any
•Liug lruight ay. I am on my feet only b cau. o of what ecm to 
mo to b a very ·u:ange effort to involv · portion of tho people of 
Ma~chu. tts in that wiltl and what app~ar to mo to bo mad 
" cu •mcnt again t the CWne..:o laborer ont of which ba como this 
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le~it;lation. Hacl thP..re been no alln ion to tho c p oplc, I hould 
not have said a word. 

To my surprise, and in mv a bs ncCI, tho whole matter i · rcn we<l 
again to-day. I desire nothing but the troth in the en e, but I U.c
sn·o the truth to go upon the r •conl as far as my own "tate i <'On
cerncll; I tl<'sire it not ouly for my State, but· for my neig-hbor-l, with 
whom I hnve livell a great many year~, and 'vho woul1t jn~tl~· hold 
me accountahloifi at. here e1nictly nnd heartl thcm;:;lan<h"'retln the 
havo be n to-uay. 

I do not know but that the ._enatorrs from California null )Ii.. nri, 
haviug what I have now bofore rue, may Lave be: u to. omo -ttnt 
jnstific<l in Rome of their H'marks, but I como bacl· to l'<'itcrnt th 
Rtatcment that tho eharg made is wholl ,Y without foundation· th t 
there wa in fact no more than what I have . tato1l om·t. het to-<l:Iy
ancl that what the enators from thos ~tate; have nppo · tl su -
tninccl tbe allegation i~, when you come to look at cvcu 1 hat, an ntter 
fail me. It. i baActl upon two stateme-nts rcprouuce<l her from u w -
paper , tho New Yol'k J>npC'rs of tlw time. Tludir. t of them i hat 
is sa.icl to lHI a lette1· fi·om North A1l:nnR to the Xcw Yorl- Tribune of 
that day. 'Vho the let.tcr-writer h; <loPs not appear. Wh ther h 
' a s nt there to procluc ·omc ,·en ·ation that " ·ouhl _ e ·l tllo ac
connt. iu th Ma~;;;aclmsettR paper of this no••el proceetlin~ UO(', not 
appear. I a . . nmc that tho p;<'ntleman who U!'!l'el thi nrti<'lc• in .n'()
port or tl1e hill in the othPr brnuch ha . . eler.te1l out of the lt•ttertho 
ver • wor ·t phra. o he coul1l finu; all(l it i. thb: 

}.fr. 1 tUUpHOD Ul'tl'rmiDCil to Hink $;)0,000, if DCCC lll')", in 'llM'';in • tb thin:! 
tbrou~eh. lie double lli>1 nigbt-wuloh, illuminatf'. tho grountl. abont hi buildin~ 
l>y powl'rful reflectors, langhs at tllo tbr at.~ of tho CrbpinH, antl b ('Ontltkn ot' 
succf'ss as ofthe rising of tho nn to-monow. 

That doc. not relato nn~· Yiolcnc<', not enough to di. 'tnrb a lL•af. 
It relates that Mr. ampson thought the threats of the CrLpin that 
tlwy. wot~ld do him e-;omo injury justified. him i~ tak~1o- u_nnsnal Jlrf'
cautwn, Jnst a when th m haYo been lDCen~hary fn't•. m tho com
munity a man feels jn ·tilled in llonbling tllo watch of hi 11rivat 
prop rt.v. It does not show that the sli~htest piece of....-iolcnc w 
inilicted or the hair of tt man' h 'ad lli:tnri.Jecl. It doC\ .. ho thnt lli. 
Rampson waR very calm and very confident, as confident of ucc . 
as he wa of the rising of th tm to-morrow. That i all that it 
relate., xcept the fact that these Cri. pin , w rc put out of eruploT
mcnt after having dictat 'll iJH~ only t£'rm npon Which thi;· runnn
facturer conlcl proceoll, themHPlve having only :t n•. idene in thiJ 
couutr;y h • virtno of that goncrou. indulgence which they lailt•tl to 
appreCiato when thC\y mP.t a foreignc1· from another hon•. 'fltnt i 
all tlwre is to that. Thl'n thno i.'! an editorial in th ~ ·ew York 
Trilmue. Lord ·:n·e us from l'clitorials either in thor ·c., York Trihunt' 
or ihc Herald. The uext e_·tract is from au editorial in th ... ·e · 
York Tribmw. The Pili tor 1 do uot think kn •w an,· lllor • ubout it 
than I do. Thi'l iH tho .·mu-total of that c<Utorial: • 

Tb tlc•mon!>tration of tho Crispin. , who o strike 1111 romp 1100. mam'lf11l't 
to import the.. cb ap rooly lal,or rs, wns criou!l at fit'l<t, hut h vin~ u\\ imll~d to 
tuuo thrt•ats, will r 11ult in notb inrr ol:, •. 

Jt wn a ,.;crion clemonstrn.tion. [ nuder ·toocl alwa · · that th T 
,vtr' a I!OOil clcal rnJlleu, an<l that althoun-h there wor no aud-Io· 
npon whil'lt they eouhl ~ather and harangue tho people, th~:v wero 
·criou:-~, awl thc:re ucv 'l' wa a more riou ·Hight takC'n of thiir a 
of improving la.hor in Ma achn etts than that ight pr nt l b • 
sov •nty-th- fr emcn, not bouncl by any ord r or · •c1 t a ·ocia.tion, 
willing- to work where they eoul<l g t the mo. t and for mplo ers 
wl10 would pay them th mo t. It wa. t •· rionM qnL' tiou at tho 
time, but it did not iuvolvc an · viol nee. The editorial "'Oe on 
further to ay : 

We A.r glnll to ba.vo thi OXTJ l'iment triNl, bnt we 1lou't like to c · r1·o dell_ ~ew 
En,:rlanll made the ·ccne as long as unpopulat d. nuju ·t a ricluli trict IU\' ~· 
ing for laborers. 

Tha.t.is not any vex·y strou~ cvirleucc of vieleucc iu North Acla.m 
a 1 nmlcrshtn1l tcstintOll;)'. 1 am 11ot a good han1l at weighing tL ti
mony, but as I nnclorstand it, to tho h st of my abilit~·, thi tate
mont of theN w York Tribuu • the wor t that th y conld find iu tho 
whole ditorial, is that when tite Crispin aw th. t their pla& were 
b in(J' dcfi.•nted they wer orion bout it; and while the "ew York 
Trib~o waH glad tho e perim nt w trie<l it wa. orry it wn not 
tried where luborcrH wore more nP. de1l. 'l'h nth gentlt•m n who 
u e this in th other brnncl1 :mel who is calletl in hno to ahl th' 
matt r goeA on further an!l toll tho lion e what ho might do. Ho 
docs not tell what ho <loe. 1lo, bnt what he micrbt clo, nnll I wnnt to 
r a<l what h says he micrht llo: 

I mi~ht nl o b. ve ~iven the d ·tall<i of an inili~ootion m •etin" held on June~. 
1870, at North Adam>~-

! wi. h he had-
in which, nR I find from tb X 'W Yorl· Herald of Juno :!G, three or four thon~~anu 
p ople were a "emul d allll to whom fiery an1l inflammatory p 'l ·be 't> dullv· 
ox·cu. 

Th men women, a.ncl children, all tulll, in thn.t villagl' a ' about 
fonr thou :~nd. Ther is not a hall there that willholdono thon. and. 

.Mr. VE T. They might have hel<l the meeting ont of doon-·. 
Mr. DAWE . Tho Senator from 1i ·souri is equal to tht' o ~en. ion; 

they might have helU it out of doors. Dut this is th trouble: 
.Among others "Mr. Troup maclo an cnthn iMtio 11pe h aml . TIJr!! tt><l the 

~Wnding of an influential man to Wn hington to Ul')!O Congr runn 1>.1. • to look 
after their int re t anr.l ha'!tcu tbe consid.eration of 'vu~on's bill." -

I 



1882. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- SENATE. 3357 
That man Troup is a new characte1·. I never heard of him before. 

No such man lives in that town. How he came there I do not know. 
'There is no one in the community that I ever heard of by that name. 
'The distinguished Senator from Loui iana [Mr. JONAS] came to my 
-rescue a moment ago and stated that Mr. Troup was adistingnishecl 
-Green back speaker from Connecticut or so mew here else. 

:Mr. ED~IUNDS. And he ha.s troops of friends. [Laughter.] 
Mr. D.A. WES. Hehastroopsoffriends, my friend from Vermont on 

myright says. Henevergotas far as Washington. Ifhed~dhenever 
introduced himself to me, and I never heard of that meeting before. 
"That is about equal to Falstaff's army, and about as efficient an army, 
.and abont as respectable an army, allow me to say. . 

Mr. WHson did introduce a hill in the Senate to make the importa
tion of inimigrants under labor contracts unlawful. That is the bill 
which ultimately, as I understa-nd it, became the law punishing the 
-cooly trade. That did not have anything to do with these seventy
five persons who came from San Francisco toN orth Adams, for I know 
.about them. I not only know l\1r. Sampson, but I know in San Fran
oeisco the men who engaged these men. I saw them myself in San 
. Francisco, anu I know that they made individual contracts with each 
-of these men u,s a contract is made wHh day-laborers everywhere in 
Massachusetts, and having no other element in it; and they came to 
North Adams upon an agreed price with their employer and went 
.away after they had fulfilled their agreement and he had fulfilled 
his. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques
-tion for information Y 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, sil'. 
Mr. SAULSBURY. I ask the Senator whether the contra~t with 

those Chine e in San Franci co to come to North Adams waa at a less 
;rate of wages than were paid to ordinary operatives in those mills in 
Massachusetts 

Mr. DAWES. The Se11t1tor asks me if .Mr. Sampson went to San 
Francisco and engaged men who had never learned the shoe trade at 
all, men who were not acquainted with the language, to come to 
North Adams to learn that trade, and if he agreed to pay them just 
.as much as he would pay a skilled man who had already learned 
it. That is the interrogatory. I do not think he did. I think he 
-provided in the contract that until they learned the trade and were 
.able to make shoes as well as those Crispina who had undertaken to 
prescribe terms, he would not pay them so much as after they had 
learned. 

Mr. FARLEY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question 7 
Mr. DA. WES. Certainly. 
~1r. FARLEY. Do I understand the Senator to say that the con

-tract was made with those Chinamen individually' 
Mr. D.A. WES. I trust the Senator understood what I said. 
Mr. FARLEY. I say I so understood the Senator. I want to say 

-t-o the Senator that such contracts in the State of California are un
precedented, for the reason that where that number of Chinamen 
.are hired to do a.ny kind of work they are hired through the Six 
<Companies, or the head of the company to which they belong. 

Mr. DAWES. There is a good deal in Califoruia that is unprece
dented, and a good deal that is more remarkable than this constantly 
happening in California unprecedented, and which would seem to 
us unsophisticated Eastern men as wonderfully unprecedented. I 
<do not mean to say that l\1r. Sampson himself went individually to 
-eaoh one of the e men, of whose language he was entirely ignorant. 
I do say that he employed ·a man in San Francisco who did under
. stand their language to make contracts with them. Each individual 
man had his contract with .l\Ir. Sampson, through his agent, to per
form in Massachusetts a particular kind of work described, and it 
was made as fairly and as openly and above reproach as Mr. Samp
.aon ever made a contract with any other man, and no man ever was 
fairer than he. 

Mr. President, I hope this is the last of this North Adams riot or 
-of Henry Wilson's name being brought in here as attemptin~to keep 
.an honest and free man from an opportunity upon the soil of the 
United States of earning his livelihood without legislative hinder-
.ance. . 

One woi·d, and only one word, a')Jout some other matters said by 
-the Senator from California. He has· cited here in defense of a 
twenty-year bill to-day th~ statement of one of the commissioners, 
whose name he gave, that in his opiuion a bill prohibiting the immi
gration of Chinese for thirty or thirty-five or forty years would not 
be in conflict with the treaty as it was understood by the Chinese. 
.Alongside ofthat should be the statement of President Angell, one 
-of the commissioners, that they never dreamt of any seclusion that 
would e~ceed more th:m five years. 

1\Ir. FARLEY. They are both leading Republicans, and it is a 
·question of veracity as between the two. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator is not a Republican. 
1\lr. FARLEY. No, sir; I am not. 
1\Ir. DAWES. And the Senator's use of it is what I complain of. 

I do not mean to intimate by that that the Senator is not entitled to 
oeredit1 he will understand me, because of his politics. I do not mean 
to int1mate that. 

Mr. FARLEY. I said it was a questionofveracitybetween those 
.two men. 

1\Ir. DAWES. I clo not think the question whetherthosctwogen-

tlemen are Republicans or not has anything to do with the statement 
the Senator made. The statement is made of the opinion of one of them, 
and the statement is made of the declaration of the other. I desire 
to have that go into the RECORD along with the declaration which 
the Senator makes. 

One word more. The Senator complains of the allusions to what 
are called the "sand-lotters" so frequently here. So far as I have 
used them I want the Senator to understand that I do not mean to 
say that the Senators who have advoaated this bill from the Pacific 
coast are of that character, or that the majority of the people of 
those States are of that character, or that any large number of them 
are of that character, but what I meant to say when I used the term 
first, and the only use I desire to make of it, is that the best people 
of the Pacific States-and I know they are a large majority of those 
people-the law and order loving people of the Pacific States, the 
intelligent, generous, enterprising people of those States who have 
built them up and made them what they are, have surrendered to 
these few persons. At first they resisted, denounced their agrari
anism, denounced their violent speeches, resisted them for a while, 
b11t they have gradually yielded to their influence. When I have 
used that term I have not used it, I trust the Senator will under
stand, as descriptive of the Senators and others who now are sup
porting this mea ure, but I use it as descriptive of the source from 
which has come this measure, out of which it is born, and to ex
press the regret that these good men, in whose keeping ultimately 
must be the character and the future and the power and influence of 
the Pacific slope in this Republic, (they must take care of it,) have 
not succeeded, as I believe they did try to do in the beginning, in 
putting down this violent agrarianism, and instead thereof have 
left themselves under its influence, and have been led themselves 
into these violent measures because they do not see now how they 
can rescue themselves from the grasp of this violence. That is the 
only use I have desired to make of it, and by no means to charge 
the Senators or anybody here advocating this measure with any 
such disposition or any such character, but to complain of them that 
they have not controlled themselves rather than to have been con
trolled by this element. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, as this debate seems to have risen to 
the dignity of a historical discussion as to the public feeling in the 
State of Massachusetts in 1870, and as I have the greatest respect 
for that historic State and the greatest unwillingness to do any injus
tice either to its people or to their honored representatives, I propose, 
notwithstanding the request of my friend from Massachusetts, to con
tinue the discussion for a moment or two in order to ascertain whether 
the strictures upon the sand-lotters of California and the people of 
California. are deserved in the light of events that have come down 
to us by testimony which would De convincing, I think, to any jury 
of ordinary intelligence, and whether the same feelings, the same 
opinions, the same prejudice, if the Senators from Massachusetts so 
term it, exist even in the God-fearing and law-abiding dominion of 
Massachusetts itself. 

With all due deference to the Senator, [Mr. DAWES,] he has not 
made out his case that the coming of seventy-five Chinese to that 
State's domain was not the occa-sion of great excitement1 of indi~na
tion meetings, of precautions to prevent attacks upon them, ana, as 
I shall undertake to show by the political history of the Common
wealth, the formation of political parties and the enunciation of 
political platforms based upon the distinctive feature of opposition 
to Chinese immigration . 

I do not lmow, except from what my distinguished friend frQm 
Massachusetts has said, what his idea is of a state of profound popu
lar tranquility and peace. In my State, accused of being given over 
to border ruffianism, to· the James brothers, to mail robbing and 
murder upon the highway-even there when a gentleman employing 
seventy-five laborers of any sort finds it necessary to use bull-dogs, 
policemen, and reflectors, and says he will spend $50,000 in order to 
carry out the experiment, we assume that there is not a state of pro
fonnd tranquility such as the Senator said existed then in the Stat-e 
of Massachusetts. 

More than that, if the te tiruony, the contemporaneous testimony, 
I may say, of the newspapers of that time were manufactured by these 
editors with mendacious foresight and prophetic lying, and they 
made the statements as to the Chinese at North Adams knowing at 
the time that the occasion would afterward arise when it would 
become pertinent to a discussion in the Senate of the United States, 
even then, if that be the case, still contemporaneous history shows 
that there was political excitement in Massachusetts over Chinese 
immigration, because, as can be found by reference to any political 
text- book in the f>ame year, in 1870, two conventions were held, and 
so great was this issue, so salient was this angle in popular opinion 
which the leaders of those parties sought to reach, that in the two 
platforms of the two parties were incorporated the planks of opposi
tion to the further immigration of Chinese into the State of Massa
chusetts. 

Aye, sir, more than that; at the following elections the two can
didates standing upon these platforms received one-half of the votes 
of the State of Massachusetts. What other issues were in those 
platfonns it matters not now to inquire; there stood the distinctive 
issue, because a new issue, not the tariff, not the distribution of the 
proceeds of public lands, not the United States Bank, none of the 
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stale, flat, and unprofitable issues of the past created excitement loving and God-fearing civilization. Break through the Constitu
and popular feeling, but a new issue, an issue that in all ages of the tion, tear down its prohibitions, for a man shall hawe but one wife 
worfd has aroused the passions and inflamed the blood of men, right and one concubine in this God-fearing, God-loving country of ours. 
or wrong, beyond all others, the issue of race. Butto-daythesesamegentlemenareheree:x:haustinglogic, beggaring 

Sir, is it necessary to go back in history to find how violent is the rhetoric, tearing the lan!!'llage to tatters to tell you that these Chi
feeling thus engendered' Look at our steady forefathers of England. nese whose religion is pofygamy, whose religion it is to have all the 
When upon the accession of James the First to the English throne wives they can buy and all the concubines they can barter for, shall 
his c01mtrymen, the Scotch, came in hordes to partake of his new- be permitted to come in hordes to this country. More polygamy in 
found honors, the literature of the day is full of the abuse and even the shape of Chinese, but none for white men who are our citizens. 
of the proceedings of meetings to denounce the Scotch who were com- That is the doctrine which is preached' to-day. 
ing to take possession of the fair fields and the wealth of England, The Chine e are not only practical polygamists, but it i their 
and that in a nation proverbial for its law-abiding, conservative religion. There is not an .American instinct among them. The 
spirit, and against a people of the same race, the countrymen of emperor is the head of the church and the head of the state, a.nd 
Scott and Burns. No wonder that in Massachusetts there existed despotic in everything, both as to church and as to state. They 
feeling and excitement against a race so utterly dissimilar and for- come among us and are fungi upon our body politic, and they take 
eign to the people of New England as the Chinese. from California $45,000,000 annually to be carried back to the celes-

But more than this: to establish thefactthatmyfriendfrom Mas- tial kingdom. Even when dead-as part of their contract and part 
sachusetts, and I say it respectfully, is mistaken as to the publio of their religion-the dead-cart comes to carry back their polygam
feeling in his own State, besides these platforms, besides these votes, ous ashes to the graves of their polygamous sires. 
the great leader of the Republican party of that day in his State, not- Yet we are told that the Congress of the United States must legis• 
withstanding my friend's request I dare to mention his name again, late to strike down poly~amy by means out ide of the Constitution 
Henry Wilson, saw proper to come to the Senate of the United States even, but the Chinese, tne almond-eyed idols of the Senators from 
and introduce a measure which prohibited the introduction of cooly Massachusetts, are as sacred as the holy elephants of Siam I 
labor, my fi:iend says. But he expounded that bill and gave his Mr. President, for one I am for my own people first. The adult 
opinions in a speech which he delivered in 1870 upon this floor; and male population of California to-day is, I believe, t;ome two hundred 
what said Mr. Wilson then f and sixty thousand. Seventy-five thousand adult Chinese are now • 

I think the time has come when we should havesomQ action upon this subject- in the single State of California alone. Put that proportion of Chi-
Referring to the Chinese question-- . nese in Massachusetts, and Mr. Troup's eloquent stump speech made 
Mr. DAWES. What is the Senator reading from f at North Adams would not amount to the :first letter in the alphabet 
Mr. VEST. 1 read from a speech delivered by Mr. Wilson in the compared to the vehement eloquence of my distinguished friends 

United States Senate on the 23d of June, 1870. from Massachusetts. Put the same proportion of Chinese a.t Ply-
Mr. DAWES. In what number of the REC@RD' mouth Rock and wha.twouldavail the memory of the illustrous men 
Mr. VEST. It is found on page 40 of number GS, the RECORD of who brought with them civil and religious liberty to those historic 

March 17-not the one from which the Senator quoted, but another. shores· Re olutions and stump speeches and appeals to Congress 
This was when Mr. Stewart attempted to call up his anti-Chinese would take the place of the resthetic harangues which we hear to-

bill, Senate bill No. 973. Mr. Wilson said: dal'say there is not one State in this Union that would not rebel 
I think the time has come when we should have some action upon this subject; against a population like that inflicted on California. But a few 

for it does seem to me at the present day that there is a conspiracy of capital in h 1-. ~ h h · 
this cOlmtrv to cast a drag-net over creation for the purpose of bringing degraded s ort years or mont.J.ll5 a~o, w en t e negroes, allied to- us by a thou-
labor here io lower and degrade our laboring-men. .And I think it is time to meet sand acts of kindness, mmgling with the .American people, (a depend
that question. ent race, gentle, amiable, I shall not say and could not say one word 

The then Senator from Massachusetts, accurate in the use of lan- against them, for every tie of infancy, every memory of childhood, 
guage, a statesman who weighed well his words because he was one. is mingled with recollections of that race,) under some strange and 
of the great leaders of the Republican party, does not say coaly labor, phenomenal excitement, undertook to find a new home in one of the 
but he says degraded labor brought to this country for the--~ose great States of the Northwest I well remember the people of that 
of competing with 1he labor of citizens of the United States. ven State rose upon the borders where they were about to land and pre-
if the bill introduced by the Senator from Massachusetts at that hibited the steamers from putting them upon their soil. It is true 
Mr. Wilson, applied only to cooly labor it established the g~er 1 that afterward they went fnto the back counties, and I trust to-day 
principle and was in accordance with the feeling of the people o · are peaceable and prosperous citizens; but I mention this to show 
State that the Chinese should not come to this country to c4impe that the people of California are not alone in their belief that this 
with the ltaboring classes of .America. I stand here to-day to an- is under God a country of Caucasians, a country of white men, a 
nounce that doctrine and to advocate it, and to cast my vote for it. country to be governed by white men. 
When the junior Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. HoAR,] for whose As the Senator from Nevada. [Mr. J 01-.'ES] said, rising above party, 
learning and eloquence I have the greatest respect, (and I read his your experiment in the Southern States of putting the negro above 
speech last night, for I was detained from the Senate at the time it the white man is a miserable failure, and it stands to-day a monu
wa,s delivered; I read it with great pleasure and great attention,) ment to the fact thail the intellect of the Caucasian race, ba,yoneted 
declares tha,t this country is to become the great missionary station of to the earth, plunged into blood up to tlt.e chin, will yet rise to the 
the world, that the Declaration of Independence meant that our in- full height of the destiny which God has placed before it. The brains, 
stitutionsweremadenotfor .Americausandfortheirdescendants, but the energy, the intellect, the sinews and nerves of the race to which 
for thew hole world to come here and take possession of this continent, we belong will never be trampled under foot by Mongolian, or .Afri
bought with our blood and our treasure and that of our fathers, I can, or mixed or Indian blood. Nothing except its own blood, com
deny the doctrine, resthetical as it may be and much a-s it appeals to ing with superior force and equal brain, will ever be able for a single 
the feeling of mis ionary Christianity among our people. instant to make it lower its lofty crest. 

Sir, this is a question of practical statesmanship. I am first for my Sir, I had not intended to discuss this question. I only wished to 
own people against the world. I am first for the American system, emphasize what in my judgment is the great key-note to the whole 
which protects the labor and the interests of the .American people of it. Not in the learned and eloquent speech of the junior Senator 
before all others. from Massachusetts does he meet the proposition as I have put it. 

WhatisthisChineseimmigration f Aretheycitizensofthe United Nowhere in this whole debate in either House of Congress has the 
States f Do they come here to meet the reciprocal obligation between evidence been brought that the Chinese come here for any other pur
our people and the Government to which they owe allegiance f I pose but to fatten upon the people of. the United States and carry 
understand the doctrine of government is that government protects their plunder back with them. They are not of us; they are not with 
the citizen in life, liberty, and property, and the citizen assumes the us. They cannot be made .American citizens by any process known 
responsibilities and the duties of allegiance to the government and a to our laws or even to the laws of God himself. 'rhey are made for 
part in the government of the country itself. The greatest respon- a different destiny. They are crystallized in their habits and thefr
sibility a.nd the greatest duty of any dweller in these United States opinions. 
is his share in the Government a.nd the legislation of this great In this morning's paper I saw, copied from a San Francisco jour
country. Do the Chinese come here to share these responsibilities f nal, that now upon the boisterous waves of the Pacific rocks a vessel 
They are parasites, like those insects which fasten themselves upon :filledwithChinesewomen, broughttothiscouutryforwhatf Brought 
vegetables or upon animals and feed and feed until satiety causes here to dispense the smiles of wife and mother over happy homes Y 
them to release their hold. They come to this countl'y not to partake Brought here in order to be the conservative influences of a healthy 
in the responsibilities of citizenship; they come here withnolovefor civilization f Brought here in order that woman may be elev:tted 
our institutions; they do not hold intercourse with the people of the and become the great center of all that is holy and refined and loved 
United States except for gain; they do not h•mologate in any degree among men f Oh, no; brough.t here for the single and sole pur
with them. On theconti·ary, they are parasites when they come, par- pose of ministering to the lust and appetite of those who come here· 
asites while they are here, and parasites when they go. to make money to buy women with. And still our statesmen gagged 

But a few weeks have elapsed, a. few days I might say, since the at polygamy in Utah! · 
velvety ears and silken consciences of gentlemen in this Chamber Strike down white polygamy in Utah, but let in the tawny curse 
were lacerated a.nd torn over the crime of polygamy, and we passed through the Golden Gate! 
a bill of attainder, as I honestly believe, to strike down polygamy Mr. President, for myself, when my people of the Pacific States, 
upon the plains of Utah. There must be but one wife in our God- blood of my blood and bone of my bone, call to me, "Deliver n& 
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from the body of this death, deliver ns from this incubus and these 
fungi which are fastenecl upon us," I shall not be deaf to the appeal. 
As Prentiss, of Mississippi, said once, "I am first for my own hearth, 
then for my connty, then my State, then for the Union, and then for 
the world." Sir, in the concentric circles of the human heart comes 
at last the formation of a great Government and a great State.· Take 
away the inilividuality, the home feeling, the home love of a man, 
and what is he J I oppose woman suffrage because it brings down 
the deity of home, woman, as wife and mother. I oppose it because 
it destroys all that is conservative and sacred in society. 

For the same reason, among others, I oppose Chinese immigration. 
They have no homes with ns i they come here to carry back $45,000,000 
annually from the people ot California, and leave behind them only 
the memory of their vile habits and their most infamous doctrines. 

To the thrifty German, the generous and gallant Celt, the hardy 
Scandinavian, to all who come to share the responsibilities and work 
out the problem of our civilization and destiny, to all who seek home 
and shelter in Olll' vast domain, fling wide the portals ; but to the 
people that come not for homes or shelter but only for gain, who 
have no share in our destiny, no love for our institutions, no rever
ence for our religion, we have the right to say, and do say, "You 
have no lot or part in this great matter." 

Sir, I ha.ve no stings of conscience when I am told that I violate the 
Declaration of Independence. It says that the enjoyment of life, 
liberty, and property are inalienable rights; but the Consv:!.ntion 
of the United States, which I have sworn at that desk t~ support, 
says that, in order to form a more perfect GovArnment, we make this 
Constitution for ourselves, not the Chinese-for ourselves and our 
children after us. I desire for myself to leave no better legacy than 
that I have voted for a bill which says to all the world, "if you de
sire to partake of the blessings you must partake of the responsibili
ties of American citizenship ; but if yon come only to prey upon the 
people of this conntry without assimilation, without homogeneity, 
then we say to yon in the holy duty of protecting our own rights, 
our own people, our own industries, go back to the conntry to which 
you rightly belong and to the institutions which yon prefer to our 
own." · 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, striking out the fif
teenth section of the bill. 

Mr. GROVER. There was an amendment offered to that amend
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo1·e. It has been withdrawn. 
Mr. GROVER. I .willjust say one word upon this question. The 

President has not opposed this clause in the bill, but approves it, so 
that I will say to the Senate in voting to retain this section they will 
not vote against the objections of the President. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is there any such expression as that in themes
sage'/ 

Mr. GROVER. There certainly is. 
Mr. HAWLEY. That the President approves that section 'I I ask 

not that I care, not that it is my duty or business to know anything 
about it or as affecting my vote at all. 

Mr. GROVER. He states as a proper construction of the treaty 
that we can reject all except tho e named as permitted. I will call 
for the reading of that clause of the message of the President. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 
As to the class of persons to be affected b:v the treaty, the Americans inserted 

in their draft a provision that the words ' Chine e laborers" signify all immi~a
tion other than that for "teaching, trade, travel, study, and curiosit:v." The 
Chine· e objected to this that it operated to inclnde artisans in the class of laborers 
whose immigration might be forbidden. The Americans replied that they " could" 
not conRent that artisall8 shall be excluded from the class of Chinese laborers, for 
it is this very competition of skilled J.a.bor, in the cities where the Chinese labor 
immigration concentrates, which ha causerl the embarrassment and popular dis
content. In the subsequent. negotiations this definition dropped out, and does not 
appear in the treaty. Article II of the treaty confers the rights, priviJ.eaes, im
munities, and exemptions which are accorded to citizens and subjects ofti:emost 
favored nation upon Chinese subjects proceeding to the United States as teachers, 
students, merchants, or from curiosity. The .American commissioners report that 
the Chinese Government claimed that in this article they did, by exclusion, pro
vide that nobody should be entitled to claim the benefit of the general provisiOns 
of the llurlingame treaty but those who might go to the United States in those 
llapacities or for those purposes. I accept this as tho definition of the word "labor
ocs," as used in the treaty. 

Mr. HARRISON. I only want to make a sug~estion . In the treaty 
the word "laborers" is used. I take it that 1t is not in the power 
of Congress to enlarge the meaning of that word. Whatever it meant 
in the treaty it would mean the same thing as used in the law; we 
cannot make it mean more than that. Therefore, why not let it 
stand in the law as in the treaty, and let the use of that word in
clude what it will 'f 

Mr. GROVER. I object to the propo ition of the Senator from 
Indiana for the reason that the word can be defined in different 
wavs, aml if it is left to be construed by those who administer the 
law they will have to determine it either one way or the other, or 
we shalf lose the beneficial effect.s of the law. 

Mr. HARRISON. It is possible that the Senator is right in aying 
that the word may be construed differently ; but can we enlarcre the 
meaning of it as it is used in the treaty 'I That is the question '1 pre
sent. If we use the same word in thelawthat is used in the treaty 
we are going as far as we can go, for we cannot enlarge the word as 
it is used in the treaty. 

1\!r. GROVER. Then I a k that we put a. legislative interpreta
tion upon it to enable those who are unlearned in the law to know 
what they are doing when they are administering the law. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. In the original draft of the bill there 
was no such provision as this. There was nothing in the bill to 
define what the word "laborers" meant, it being supposed by the 
framers of the bill that whatever intet:pretation might be placed by 
the courts upon the word "laborers" as used in the treaty would 
govern, notwithstanding a definition might be given by Congress. 
In other words, even if we undertook to define the meaning of the 
word "laborers," that definition would be construed with the treaty 
by the courts in such a manner as to harmonize the treaty with the 
act of Congress. We start out with the presumption in the begin
ning that Congress will not legislate to violate a. treaty, so that in facf 
it is probable that the words of the treaty would govern unless there 
was a plain intent manifest that Congress intended to violate the 
treaty or legislate in conflict with it. That intent appearing, there 
is no question that a subsequent act of Congress would override a 
former treaty. 

These were the reasons why there was no attempt at a definition 
of the word "laborers." I do not believe that the amendment of
fered by the Senator from Oregon, which constitutes the section now 
contended for by him, does enlarge the meanins of the word as used 
by the treaty. I do not know but that it restricts the meaning. I 
had no objection to_ it, because I believe that finally the words of the
treaty will govern, but there is the fact to be considered in reference
to it that we can arrive very nearly at a definition of what is a 
skilled laborer. It mea.n , I apprehend, an artisan, a. mechanic, or· 
a laborer who is skilled in his employment, whose skill or knowledge· 
or use of his faculties forms the mot important factor in his labor. 
Wha.t is an unskilled laborer T An unskilled laborer, I suppose, is 
one who is totally without skill. I suppose that the ma.n who shovels. 
earth or carries a burden would be called an unskilled laborer. It 
is true that skill is an element perhaps in all labor, but men are
skilled laborers in degree. Between the nnskilled laborer who is a 
man totally or nearly without skill in his employment, and the 
skilled laborer who is an artisan or mechanic, there is an interme
diate class who might be construed to be neither the one nor the other~ 

I clo not say that such an interpretation would be given to this sec
tion, but it might be. I think it would be straining a point to do it. 
I have no objection to the e words, because I apprehend that whether· 
they do include all laborers, skilled and unskilled, a.nd the interme
diate class, the words of the treaty would finally govern. Our ob
ject, of course, is to include in this description all classes of laborers. 
The truth is, I suppose, that the word "laborers" is intended to be 
descriptive of a class of people perfectly well known in California 
and throughout the Pacific coast, and i~ not intended to include those· 
of any other class, such as traders or bankers or profe ional men as. 
lawyers or doctors. I imagine there would be no >ery great diffi
culty in arriving at what was meant by the commissioners on both 
sides when they used the word "laborers." 
If any one can show a good reason for apprehension that skille<1 

laborers, so called, would come into the country under this bill un
less this section were adopted, I should certainly desire to have it. 
adopted. Otherwise I should not care anything about it. 

Mr. GROVER. I will read from a. journal received this morning, 
showing the apprehension in California. I read from the Daily Rec
ord Union of April22, which discusses the amendment made by the· 
committee striking out the section when the bill was reported to. 
this body. 

Mr. BUTLER. Published whereT 
Mr. GROVER. Published in Sacramento, the capital of the State• 

of California. Under the heading of "The Chine e Bill" the paper 
says: 
· Among the amemlments to the Hou e Chinese bill in the Senate committee is. 
the excisiOn of a provision to the effect that the word" laborers" shall be held ·to• 
include artisans and miners. * * * The word '• laborers " ma:v be construed to· 
mean simply day-laborers or unskilled workmen. That, indeed," is its most obvi-

. ous signification, and for that reason the addition of the provision struck out by 
the Senate committee is not only not a redundancy, but it is absolutely indispen
sable to the effectiveness of the bill. Should it be pas eel without that clause we· 
are confident that a. successful effort will be made to evade its provisions by pre- · 
tending that all the Chinese who come here subsequently are not "laborers," but. 
skilled wm'kmeu or something else which the law does not co>er. 

· Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me to make
a suggestion to him T He reads ::m extract from a paper to the effect 
that the word "laborers" asuse.dinthe treaty, or as used in the law, 
may be limited by a meaning applied to tho e who are unskilled. 
If the courts should so decide, giving that meaning to the \Yord "la
borers" as used in the treaty, W(luld the Senator from Oregon be in. 
favor of going beyond what we are authorized to do by our treaty T 

Mr. GROVER. I WI"ll answer the Senator from Indiana in this 
wise: the commissioners on the part of the United States who nego-
tiated this treaty are unanimous in their expression 1l<hat this clause· 
is properly in the bill. 

Mr. HARRISON. It reminds me of a will case that I was once try
ing when the lawyer who drew the will was on the other side. There
was a great deal of controversy about its meaning, and he under
took to settle it by· sayincr that he wrote the will and knew what.it 
meant. It seems to me that is :1 parallel case with our comrtJission
ers nndertaking to say 'Yhat the word means. 
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Mr. GROVER. I will add to what I reiiUU'kecl before that the alive. The object of this :provision was to havewhateverlegislation 
President of the United States, after considering the :protest of the should take :place between the two countries mutual and satisfactory 
Chinese em bas ador and reading what the American commissioners to both, and therefore that action of the Executive, about which so 
said, decided that this clause was correctly in the bill. Therefore, much has beeR said, I beg to repeat again, and in r egard to which it 
-after those two authorities most nearly connected with the negotia- has been more than intimated that he acted unwisely and improp
tions of the treaty have decided that this clause is correctly in the erly, was not only wise, but prudent, inviewoftheprovi ions of the 
bill, and after the latest expression from California has decided that whole of this treaty. 
there will be an evasion if this clause i stricken out, I take the My only object was to call attention to this by way of suggesting 
position that the law, if against the judgment of the empire of China, that if we are to have between the Chinese minister and the Secre
will stand notwithstanding the treaty. If any court shonld decide tary of State, or between the United States minister at Peking and 

1that there is a conflict between the law and the treaty, I think the the Chinese authorities there from time to time communications 
treaty will go to the wall. with the view of determining what is proper in this respect, for us Mr: HARRISON. That does not answer my que tion. Is the Sena- to undertake h~re to say what the term "laborers" as used in the 
tor from Oregon in favor of driving the treaty to the wall by legisla- treaty shall mean, for us to undertake here in advance to give a de:fi
tion here Y nition to that term is an improper and unwise act of legislation on 

Mr. GROVER. I think I have answered that sufficiently instating our part. 
-that the commissioners and the President have given their construe- Mr. SAULSBURY. lli. President, I concur thoroughly with the 
tion of the treaty. That is the American view of it, and I follow suggestion of the Senator from Indiana that we cannot enlarge the 
that. meaning of the term used in the treaty by our action here. The 

Mr. HARRISON. That doe not answer the que tion at all. The term "laborer," whatever it may mean, is used in the treaty, and I 
question I asked the Senator is whether if the treaty and the law in apprehend we cannot enlarge what is included in that term without 
the section to which he has referred are in conflict, h e still believes doingviolence to the treaty. But it has been shown bythe Senator 
in passing the law and driving the treaty to the wall' or in other from Oregon that in the negotiations which led to this treaty the 
words trampling upon our treaty obligations '!I negotiators on both sides did understand that that term was to in-

Mr. GROVER. The Senator presumes a case which does not exist. elude not only the common laborer, but the skilled laborer, that 
The strongest authorities which we can cite-tho e engaged in ma,k- might desire to ·come to this country; and the President of the United 
ing the treaty-decide that this is properly in the bill; and I stand States, after having examined fully the negotiations between the 
by those authorities. negotiators, accepts the construction of the American ne~rotia.tor 1 

Mr. LAPHAM. Mr. President, I have been of opinion from the that skilled laborers were included in the term "laborers.'' If that 
<Jommencement of this discus ion that the safer way is to use in this is true, then it occurs to me that it is eminently proper in this bill that 
bill the language of the treaty, and not to undertake anything lly we should not only use the term ''laborers," but use the term "skilled 
way of change or of definition. That should all be left to the future laborers," because this law is to be put in execution by agents, by some 
·determination of the two powers entering into the treaty, as will be per ons authorized by the Government of the United States to put 
obvious from a provision of the treaty to which I shall presently call it into effect, and we have provided specific :penalties for parties who 
attention. may be connected with the execution of this provision of law for a 

My main object in rising at this time is to suggest that those gentle- violation of it. 
men who have chosen in the course of this discussion to more than For instance, the owner or master of a ship may consider that if 
intimate that it was improper for thePresident of the United States he brings skilled laborers to this country they are not included in 
to consult with the Chinese minister before determining his action this general term "laborers," and he becomes amenable to the penal
upon the bill which was vetoed, have fallen into a great error with ties of this bill for acting upon his construction if he does so. o of 
respect to the whole scope and object of the treaty. It will only be custom-house officers or others who aid and a bet the landing of per
necessary for me to read the fourth article of the treaty to show that sons who are obnoxious to the provisions of this treaty. While they 
-the action of the President was not only discreet and wise, but called might claim that they were acting under the idea that skilled labor-
for by the very spirit and language of the treaty itself. ers were not included in the term ''laborers," putting their own 

Article 4 of the treaty is as follow : construction upon the act, they might be subsequently held to the 
· The high contracting powers having agreed upon the foregoing articles, when· penalties provided in this bill for a violation of its provi ion . I 
.ever the Government of the United States shall adopt legislative measures in ac. think, therefore, that it is eminently proper that in this l;lill, as it is 
cordance therewith, such measures will be communicated to the Government of to be executed by other parties before the action of the courts in the 
China.. If the measures as enact-ed are found to work hardships upon the subjects construction of this measure, we should advertise them at once what 
.-of China, the Chinese minister ·at Washington may bring the matter to the notice · · d d b · 1 d 1 · h 
of the Secretary of State of the United StatesJ who will consider the subject with 1S meant and mten e to e me u e( m t e terms employed in thi 
him; and the Chinese forei,!m office may also Dring the matter to the notice of the leO'islation. 
Unit-ed States minister at Peking and consider the subject with him, to the end So I think it is not only 1:iJ~ht that we should do it, bnt it is propel 
that mutual and unqualified benefit may re ult. and just to the men who will fall under the :penalties of this law fot 

It will be seen f~·om the bnguage of thi provision of the treaty a violation of it unless such a construction may be put upon it. l 
that the whole object of it was to prepare the way for arrangements hall vote for it in the interest of such parties, not believing that it 
between these aovernments which would in the end be mutual and violates the provisions or intent of the general term, a.nd I shall 
.satisfactory to both, and it was the very highe t part of executive vote for it because I think it is in the interest of ship-owners and 
wisdom for the Prasident to have gone to the Chinese minister or to ship-masters and custom-house officers and others who will have to 
have allowed the Chinese minister to come to him, and suggest with superintend the execution of this law, so that they shall be plainly 
Teference to the bill, before determinin~ whether to affix his signa- instructed as to what is the intention of the act. 
ture to it or not ; it was within the spll'it and scopo and intent of Mr. MORGAN obtained the floor. 
the treaty, as understood mutually by the :parties before it was Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator from Alabama, yielu a moment 
agreed upon. This whole article clearly foreshadows that such was unt.il I present a conference report 
to be the :policy. Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Now, upon the very question of what is the definition of the term Mr. PLIDIB. I move1 then, with the consent of the Senate that 
"laborer," if we follow the language of the treaty and use the term the :present orde1· ofbusmess be laid aside. 
"laborer," that will be a subject for future consideration between 1\Ir. HOAR. That is not necessary; a conference report i priv-
-the Chinese minister and the Secretary of State. We cannot here, ileged. · 
without violating this treaty, fix an arbitrary definition beyond Mr. PLUMB. There are some reasons why this repm-t should be 
which we cannot go or behind which we cannot fall. If we do that, con idered this evening if possible, which concern the con•enience 
-we do injustice to its very language and spirit. of the other branch of Congress. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I wish to call the Senator's attention to the The PRESIDE"l'\"'T pro tempore. It i ' a privileged que~tiou. The 
language of the 4th article of the treaty-, which he read, and to ask report will be received. 
him whether that does not apply to a bill after it has become a law, THE POST-OFFICE A.l'PROPRIATIOX BILL. 
·Of which the Chinese Government may complain Y I have no dispo-
tion myself to criticize the action of the President, bntiunderstancl lli. PLUMB. I present the report of the conference conuui t tt>e 
the Senator to justify the action of the President, before the bill on the Po t-Office appropriation bill, and ask to have H read. 
which had passed both Houses of Congress became a law in consult- The Acting ecretary xead as follow : 
ing the Chinese minister to ascertain whether it would be in bar- The committee of conference on the disagreeing >ote of the two Hoose on the 
mony with the will and wishes and pleasnre of the Chinese Govern- amendments of the Senate t() the bill (H. R. No. 35!8) making appropriations for 
ment. I un. derstand that :proVIS· 1· on he has read from the tr·eaty to the seiTice of the rost-Office Department for the fiscal year endin~ June 30, ISS: I . 

:md for other purposes, havin~ met. after full :md free conference nave agrel:'d 1o 
apply to a measure of legislation after it has become a law, of which recommend and do recommend to their respective House as follows : 
the Chine e Government may complain, and nlilt to a law in embryo, That the Senate recede from it aml.'ndments numbered 2. 0, 11, 18. anrl :?0. 
which has not yet received the signature of the President. That the Hou. e recl:'l!e from its disagreement to the amendments of. tbe ;')enat& 

Mr. LAPHAM. Literally it is true, at~ the Senator from Delaware. nu~e~:~~!tt?::n~~e~?·1~d agree to the same. 
·uggests, that the specific terms of this section provide in xelation That the Hom; recede from its (lisagreement to the amendment of the Senate 

to commnuications which are to take place after the enactment of numbered 15 and agroo to the same with an amendment, as follows: ::itrike out 
]e.ws by Conrrres . the Senator is ri<Tht in that respect. but that is · all of sai~ ame~<;J.I!lent and in e~t in lieu thereof. the ~o!l~wing: "For necessary 

~ • 0 • • ' • • 0 f . . . . ' . and pec1al facilitte on tnrnk line , $600,000; a1d facilities to be extended as far 
not the .lair spll'lt and 1nterpretatwn o thts proVISlOn' that lS adopt- as practicable t the principal cities or the Dnited dates . " and tho Senate agree 
i ng the letter which killeth and forgetting the spil·it which maketh to the same. · ' 
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.Amendment numbered 17: 
That the House recede from its disaareemeut to the amendment of the ~nate 

numbered 17, and agree to the same wi'th an amendment, as follows: Add at the 
-end of the amemleu paragraph the followin~ : " And the Postmaster-General is 
authorized to designat~ postmast~rs at Prestdential post-officbs a.a disbursing offi.
(lers for the payment of the salaries of the officers and employes of the postal-serv
ice concerned m the transportation of mails or in their distribution in transit, 
.and for such other payments as they are now authorized to make from postal reve-

~m~~:d!!!: =~r!f2~: to the same. 
That the Hou.~e recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 

numbered 21, a.nd agree to the same, with an amendment, as follows : In lien of the 
:aom proposed, insert" $1,902,177.90;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

P.B.PLUMB, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
.J.B.BECK, 

Manag~rs on the part of the Senate. 
L. B. CASWELL, 
J. G. CANNON, 
E. JNO. ELLIS, 

Managers on the part of th~ House. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will briefly explain the provisions of the bill as 
now reported as compared with those aa passed by the Senate. 

The first amendment which was the subject of controversy was in 
regard to advertising in the District of Columbia. After consulta
tion it waa thought inadvisable to act on that question on an appro
priation bill, as it seemed to present some matters of importance 
with regard to other localities as well, and it was not found praeti
~able to meet t.he views-of the Senate committee upon the question 
of local advertising without entering upon these other questions 
which are of larger scope. The Senate therefore recede from that 
amendment. 

It aJso recedes from an item of $10,000 which was added to miscel
laneous and incidental expenses of the office of the First Assistant 
Postmaster-General. 

It recedes from an item in reaard to contracts. The Senate pro
vided by amendment that the Postmaster-General, as to contracts 
hereafter made, might in case the contractor sublet his contract 
declare the contract off and enter into a. contract with the sub-con
tractor. The Senate recedes so far as that applies these provisions to 
contracts hereafter to be made, and does that in view of the fact that 
the amendment of the Senate, leaving the discretion with the Post
master-General to do this whenever he sees that the interests of the 
service may require it, is agreed to by the House. 

The next difference was in regard to the necessary and special 
mail facilities. The Senate added to the sum provided for by the 
House $150,000, making a total of $650,000. The House conferees 
have agreed to the sum of 600,000 with a. change of the provision 
of the Senate amendment in regard to the distribution of that fund. 
The Postmaster-General seemed to think that under such construc
tion of the language of the Senate amendment as he would be obliged 
to give he would not have authority necessarily to make s111ch dis
tribution of this fund as would make continuous service throughout 
the country, but would perhaps be liable to break up the continuity 
of the service, and therefore destroy measurably its efficiency. For 
the purpose of meeting that objection the conference agreed upon the 
following phraseology : 

For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines, $600,000; said facilities to be 
ext~nded, as far as practicable, to the principal cities of the United States. 

After conference with the Postmaster-General, and very extended 
conference in committee, it was believed that this language would as 
fully accomplish the purpose had in view as that originally agreed 
upon by the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. How much does that enlarge the amount provided 
for in the House billY 

Mr. PLUMB. It enlarges the amount provided by the House bill 
$100.000. It adds to the sum appropriated for this purpose last year 
$175~000, the amount last year being $425,000. 

Mr. BECK. It reduces the amount agreed on by the Senate 
$50,000. 

Mr. PLUMB. It diminishes the amount voted by the Senate 
$50,000. 

Mr. BECK. And on the positive assurance that that was all that 
could be carried at the other end, we thought it better to do it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I understand the Senator to say 
that the amount appropriated last year was $425,000. 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. My understanding was that it 

was $500,000. 
Mr. PLUMB. No, $425,000. , 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It was stated here in de bate, and 

I believe it to be a fact, that probably fully two-thirds of the sum 
that has heretofore been appropriated for fast-mail service has gone 
to the city of New York, and that-all the rest of t.he country gets but 
one-fourth. I ask my colleague on the committee whether the Post
master-General or the supermtendent of the railway mail service 
made an explanation of why it was that such a large proportion of 
the sum appropriated for the purpose ofhastening the mails should 
be given t.o one city Y I understand it to be a fact tnat therets a train 
leaving New York and lilupplying the entire Southwest, going by way 
of Philadelphia, Baltimore, Washington, and thence to Cincinnati, 
Saint Louis, Louisville, Indianapolis, and all the Southwestern coun
try, by which the mail can be actually carried several hours quicker 
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than by the train receiving expedited pay. The train of which I 
speak gets no aid whatever from the Government, while other trains 
get probably from :fifty to eighty thousand dollars for the purpose of 
hurrying the mail service to those very points. Was that fact, if it 
be a fact, discussed in committee with the Postmaster-General and 
the gentleman who has charge of the rail way mail service Y 

Mr. PLUMB. The relative speed and time of trains between New 
York and Cincinnati over the Pennsylvania road andover the BaJti ... 
more and Ohio road was discussed before the committee. It was no\ 
developed, I think, that the Baltimore and Ohio trains made the trip 
to Cincinnati in less time than that made on what is known as the 
expedited trains of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company. The Penn
sylvania Railroad expedited trains made the time between New York 
and Cincinnati about two hours less than the ordinary time of the 
Baltimore and Ohio trains, and that point of expedition enabled the 
mail so carried from New York to Cincinnati to be taken on board 
the Cincinnati Southern and its connections with the Louisville and 
Nashville, which would not have been the case if it was carried over 
the Baltimore and Ohio, though the time was only two hours different. 

So far as the expenditure of this sum of money for the benefit of 
New York City is concerned, without responding directly to the ques
tion in that form, I will say that the theory upon which this money 
has been spent heretofore has been that there should be an initial 
point, a point from which the service should commence, and from 
which it should be extended to suchportions of the country as could 
be reached with the money in hand. New York was deemed to be 
the proper place for that initial point. You must start somewhere. 
Naturally the expedited service would start from the sea-coast; nat
urally also, it would start from the principal city on the sea-coast, 
and there is no question about New York being that place. The 
question as to whether it should be extended from there up to Spring
field, in Massachusetts, or some other point, was incidentally dis
cussed, but the general fact that New York is the proper initial point 
is not, I think, seriously denied. The question as to the linea of rail
road that should be employed to render this service leading out of 
New York City is another question, and as to that neces arily discre
tion must be vested in the Postmaster-General. 

1\Ir. 1\IAXEY. I ask the Senator from Kansas if the use of the 
words of the conference committee, that the Postmaster-General is to 
fairly distribute the service a.a far as practicable to different cities, 
is the slightest restriction on him; whether that will cause him to 
change his present system of distributing the main portion of this 
appropriation to the city of New York and routes from that cityf 
In other words, can we get any benefit at all out of the 600,000 ac
cording to the wording of the amendment as reported by the com
mittee of conference f 

l\Ir. PLUMB. Under any form of worrls that may be employed 
the law gives certain discretion to the Postmaster-General. It is 
impossible to prescribe it with any rea-sonable certainty by any form 
of words that can be devised in the law. We discussed, however, 
with the Postmaster-General the question of the proper distribution 
of this money, and we believe that this result which I will mention 
will be obtained. We believe the time between New York City and 
San Francisco will be shortened practically two days ; that, of 
course, the intermediate points will gain proportionately; that the 
region of country of which SaintPaulisthe capital will receive a cor
responding benefit; that the mail will be carried to Saint Louis on a 
faster schedule than at present, and that it will be carried from Saint 
Louis to Kansas City in such a way that the present time between 
New York and Kansas City will be shortened twelve !Jours; that 
that shortening of the time will also be at least that much gained 
by Denison, and consequently connecting pointsinNorthern Texas; 
that the benefit of this service will be extended to New Orleans by 
some connection from the existing expedited line which is now what 
is called the Atlantic Coast Line, extending from New York by way 
of Baltimore, Washington, Richmond, Fredericksburgh, Weldon, and 
so on, to Savannah, we suppose; and that from some point on that 
line service will be extended by way of Atlanta to New Orleans, 
and that either from Atlanta or from some other point which will 
be. most available for that purpose the line will be extended from 
Cincinnati in such a way that the South will have the benefit, not 
only of the Atlantic Coast Line but of connection with that line to 
New Orleans, and a connection between Cincinnati and that New 
Orleans line. That, as we believe, will be about the result to be ob
tained by the expenditure of this $600,000. Of course, as the cost 
of this service is to be determined by negotiation between the De
partment and the railroad companies, this cannot be precisely known, 
but this is what we expect, and what the committee have reason to 
believe will be accomplished. 

1\Ir. DAVIS, of West Vil'ginin.. I am not quite satisfied that the 
amount of money appropriated by this bill as now reported is going 
to be equally :tnd equitably distributed. I believe that there should 
be a fair distribution of it. The merchants and the commercial men 
of the city of Baltimore, for instance, ought to have, as they help t~ 
pay the taxes, an equal distribution with other cities. Take a mer
chant in New York and a merchant in Baltimore, Baltimore being 
the nearest seaport to the southwest, what is the resulU The Gov
ernment pays for the transportation of the mail out of the city of 
New York in different directions, aidin~ that city to overcome the 
difference in .distance of which other cities nearer to the produoor 

.' 
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should have the advantage. For instance, a train leaves New York, 
as I have said, to-night at seven o'clock, by the way of Philadelphia, 
Baltimore, and Washington, for the West. That train, I understand, 
is probably quicker than any other train that goes to the Southwest, 
and yet no encouragement is given it whatever. A train starts at 
the same hour, probably, from New York, but goes by anotherronte, 
by none of these cities, by the lake route, entirely away from any 
of the commercial seaports, and $100,000 or thereabouts is given it 
for quick passage. Is that right 7 Is that just f Ought it to beY 

I believe it would be far better and fairer for the whole country if 
there was nothing paid whatever, if the whole amount was stricken 
out, or a fair and equal distribution made among all the people, and 
not confine it to one apecial place. For instance, I have in my hand 
a report from the Department which shows that between New York 
and Springfield $17,674is paid for a fast-mail train; a~ain, from New 
York to Buffalo $40,000; from New York to Chicago 'JI)38,000, and so 
on. I might go on and show that the great bulk of it is for lines 
from New York and the entire Southwest is entirely neglected. I 
think it would be to the ad vantage of the whole country to-day if the 
entire amount was dropped, and not tax all the people to keep up 
commercial facllities for a part. New York is a large city entitled 
to a share, but because she is large and wealthy and powerful is that 
any reason why the smaller cities should be taxed for her benefit Y 
Is that any reason why the two h1mdred or three hundred miles she 
is further off from Cincinnati or the Southwest should be overcome 
by the payment of money from the people's pockets Y It is not right 
in principle, and it ought not to be tolerated. 

I am )lot on this sub-committee, and I ask my colleague upon the 
Committee on Appropriations whether or not in the discussion with 
the Postmaster-General the subject came up generally, and whether 
or not he intimated or the committee had good reason to believe that 
a more just and equitable division of this 600,000 would be made t 

1\Ir. PLUMB. The committee do believe that under the expendi
ture of this sum of $600,000 provided for in the bill as it now stands 
there will be very much less cause of complaint in the direction the 
Senator has indicated th~n heretofore, ifthatobjectionisnotwholly 
removed. The seventeenth amendment- , 

:Mr. HARRIS. Before the Senator leaves that point, I should like 
to inquire if he ha.s reason to believe from the discussion with the 
conferees of the House that an agreement could be reached if the 
Senate conferees should propose to strike out that whole appropria
tion of 600,000, and obviate the whole question by striking it out t 
That would be equal to all sections. 

:Mr: PLUMB. I will say in reply to the Senator from Tennessee, 
that the Senate conferees tendered that proposition to the House con
ferees, and it was declined. When we doubted our ability to agree 
upon the amount and the distribution, we fell back upon that as per
haps our :first choice; at all events, as something we were willing to 
do; but tbat was declined. · 

:Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I a-sk the Senator w bather or not 
it appeared that the Government was under obligations to continue 
this fast-mail service with these favored railroad companies longer 
than the present year t 

Mr. PLUMB. Not at all. 
Mr. DAVIS, ofWestVirginia. And whetheritreachesinto another 

year ; in other word , whether the Government is under contract for 
any particular timet 

:Mr. PLUMB. The Government is under contract for no particular 
time, andean stop it to-morrow, can stop the whole service to-morrow. 

Mr. DA. VIS, of West Virginia. Then I am inclined to believe it 
would be better to let the Senate vote on whether or not that whole 
amount ought not to be stricken out and let the mails of the whole 
country stand equally and without preference to any particular sec
tion. I am very much that way inclined. Unless the Senators who 
have been specially charg~d with this bill, with which I do not wish 
to interfere, believe it better not to do that, I think we had better 
try that. I shall be glad to hear from the gentlemen who have had 
the bill in charge on that point. 

1\lr. PLIDIB. I want to call attention to the fact that the other 
amendments are formal except as to the franking privilege. 

1\Ir. DAVIS, ofWest Virginia. I understand if we vote down the 
conference committee's report it will be understood what it is upon, 
and it will go back to the canference committee with a full under
standing in that respect. 

1\Ir. PLUMB. Mr. President-
MI. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Kansas yield for an ad

journment7 
1\lr PLUMB. It is important that this report should be disposed 

of this evening one way or the other. 
Mr. BUTLER. It is almost five o'clock. 
Mr. PLUMB. The next important amendment, and the only one 

that remained to be considered, was that which the Senate put on 
this bill restoring the franking privilege. From that the Senate con
ferees recede. 

The PRESIDENT p1·o tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in, there being on a division-ayes 28, 
noes 21. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at four o'clock and :fifty-eight 

minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 

> 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
• THURSDAY, April 27, 1882. 

The House met at eleven o'clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain1 Rev. 
F. D. POWER. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

DANGER SIGNALS. 

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. Speaker, I a-sk by unanimous consent that the 
House Calendar be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No. 707) to amend section 4233 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, in relation to danger signals; and that it be pas ed 
as proposed to be amended. 

The bill, as proposed to be amended, was read, as follows: 
That three commissioned officers of the Navy, to be apJ?ointed by the Secretary 

of the Navy, one of whom is to be the chief exeoo.ti>e officer of the lloard herein 
specified, and two officers from the Revenue Marine Service of the United States, 
to be appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury, be, and are hereby, created and 
constituted a board by the name of the marine signal board of the United States.1 

SEC. 2. That said board is hereby authorized to draft, prescribe, and adopt, sub· 
ject to the approval of the Pre ident of the United States, a. code and system of 
marine light and fog signals and regulations, and from time to time to improve 
and chancre the same. 

SEC. 3. ~hat upon the adoption and approval of a code and s;y:stem of si!mals and 
re!!ulations as aforesaid, the clauses marked ''.A.," "B," and' C,"respectively, in 
r;;i'e 15 of section 4233 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, shall thereupon 
and thereby be and become repealed and the following substituted therefor: 

"(.A.) Steam and sail vessels under way shall sound a steam-whistle or fog-horn 
or ring a bell in execution of and conformity to such code and system of signals 
and regulations~ and by means of such apparatus as said board may adopt. 

"(B) Sail ana. steam vessels not under way shall ring a bell or sound a steam
whistle or fog-horn in execution of and conformity to such code and system of sig
nals and re~lations, and by means of such apparatus as said board may adopt." 

SEc. •· Tnat any statute of the United States in confiict herewith be, and th& 
same is hereby, repealed; and that this aet shall take effect upon its pas age. 

Mr. CRAPO. One word of explanation. to show the urgency and 
importance of the passage of this bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. Reserving the right to object. 
Mr. CRAPO. Allow me a word of explanation. 
1\Ir. RA.NDAL.L. Certainly; we want to know primarily whether 

this bill has been referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. GUENTHER. Mr. Speaker, I will state to the gentleman from 

Pennsylvaniathat as chairmanofthe sub-committeeofthe Commit
tee on Commerce, to which this bill was referred, I was instructed 
to report it back to the House as amended with a favorable recom
mendation. It was submitted to the Secretary of the Navy, and lte1 
as well as the Chief of the Bureau of Navigation, heartily and un
qualifiedly indorses it. This amended bill was also referred by the 
committee of the Senate to the Secretary of the Treasury, and he 
approved it in even stronger language. In addition to all this the 
President of the United States last week transmitted to the Senate 
a message, in which he calls attention to subject-lllatter; that is, to 
the prevention of collisions at sea, and urges the speedy passage of 
an adequate remedial measure. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask the bill be again read, as it was not dis
tinctly heard in this part of the Hall. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is there a report accompanying this bill 7 If 
there is, it had better be read. 

Mr. CRAPO. I think I can state in a word enough to satisfy the 
House of the importance of paesing this bill. The maritime powers 
of Europe, in connection with some of those of South America, hav& 
united in the adoption of an international code with reference to fog 
and danger signals at sea. That code is in confiict with the regu
lations of the United States statutes upon the same subject. The 
result of this is that if two vessels approach each other in a fog at 
sea, one an American and the. other a foreign vessel, the American 
ship, a.s in duty bound, obeys the regulations contained in the United 
States statutes with reference to cautionary signals at sea, or other
wise would incur the penalties provided by the statutes. The for- · 
eign vessel follows the international code which has been adopted 
as I have stated by all the maritime powers of Europe. The result 
is that if a collision occurs and a question of liability is raised in the. 
courts and adjudicated by a foreicrn admirality court, the American 
vessel is found to be in fault simpiy because her commander follows.. 
the United States statute as in duty bound, and not the international 
code. Now this bill provides that we shall take steps to bring our
code into harmony with the internatioJl(l,l code, not by adopting that 
directly but by appointing a board of officers to examine into the 
question and make a report to the President upon the subject. That. 
is all this bill provides, and it is a matter which, as I havo said, 
demands immediate consideration. · 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why not make this a permanent board t 
1\lr. CRAPO. It is, as the language of the :first section of the bill 

indicates, a continuing board, but without additional compensation. 
It is simply a board authorized to examine into the que tion andre-· 
port to the President their conclusions in reference to this system of 
danger signals. 

1\ir. HOLMAN. It would seem very appropriate that this should 
be a perdanent board, so that the signals adopted by the other gov
ernments by general consent shall be followed by ours. I did not . 
clearly understand this. provision of the bill from the reading of it, 
as it wa.s imperfectly heard here. I therefore ask that it may be read. 
again, so that we may understand it. 

The bill was a~ain read. 



' 1882. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 3363 
Mr. CRAPO. It will be seen that this provides simply for a board 

of three commissioned officers of the Navy and two officers of the 
Revenue Marine to examine into the subject. 

Mr. RANDALL. This seems to be, ·by the language of the bill, a 
permanent board. and perhaps it is proper; but I would like to ask 
the O'entleman whether any provision is made for increased pay of 
tho~ commissioned officers of the Navy who are to serve upon itt 

:Mr. CRAPO. There is no increased compensation at all in the bill. 
l\fr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I was not present when this sub

ject came up, and desire to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts 
what committee. reports thisf 

Mr. CRAPO. It comes from the Committee on Commerce. 
:Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Is it the unanimous report of the 

committeet 
1\Ir. CRAPO. It is the unanimous report of the committee. It is 

also recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary 
of the Navy, and the Secretary of State. There is also a special 
message from the President befo~e Congress in reference to the sub-
ject. I ask the passage of the bill. . . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a thrrd time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

l\Ir. CRAPO moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
PORT OF ~'"EW ORLEANS. 

)!r. GIBSON. I ask unanimous consent to take from the House 
Calendar the bill (H. R. No. 570) to extend the limits of the port of 
New Orleans, and that it be put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted cl:c •• That the port of New Orleans is hereb:y extended to embrace 

all that part of the left bank of the Mississippi River within the corporate limits 
of the Clty of New Orleans, and to include a frontage and area on the right bank of 
the Mississippi River as great as that hereby given to it on the left bank, so that 
the said port of New Orleans shall embrace an equal front and area on both sides 
of the Mississippi River. 

SEC. 2. That it shall be lawful for the Secretary of the Treasury, under such 
roles and regulations as he shall prescribe, to permit goods and merchandise and 
all imported commodities to be unladen on the right bank of the Mississippi River 
at the port of New Orleans. 

Amend the title so as to read: ''A bill to extend the limits of the port of New 
Orleans." 

Mr. GIBSON. This is the bill as amended by the committee. It 
makes no appropriation. . . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. · 

l\Ir. GIBSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
ELECTRIC LIGHT AT HELL GATE. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of NewYork, byunanimonsconsent,fromthe 
Committee on Commerce, reported back wi1tl. favorable recommen
dation the bill (H. R. No. 2407) making an appropriation. for the 
erection of one or more electric lights at Hell Gate, New York; 
which, with the accompanying report, was ordered to be printed, 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

REAR-AD?.URAL ROGER N. STEMBEL. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 5387) providing for the pay of 
Rear-Admiral Roger N. Stembel, and that the same be put upon its 
passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 
The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, &c., That Rear-Admiral Rouer N. Stembel United States Navy, 

be paid, out of any unexpended moneys in the Treasury, the pay and compensa
tion of a rear-admiral on the retired list from and after June 5,1874, that being the 
dAte of his promotion to the retired list as a rear-admiral. 

1\Ir. RANDALL. I that bill retl:oactive in its provision for this 
paymentf 

Mr. SPARKS. It provides for payment from the date of his pres
ent commission and is eminently just. This brave old officer entered 
the Navy over half a century ago; has faithfully discharged every 
duty. During the late war he was so terribly wounded that his re
covery was regarded as almost a miracle. He is still suffering from 
the effects of his wound and can never hope for complete and final 
relief. There ought to be no objection to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. TALBOTT. It :fixes the pay only from the date ofthe commis
sion. He has held the rank without pay, and this provides that his 
pay shall commence from the date of his promotion. 

:Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report in this case be printed in the REc
ORD, to show the ground of our action here to-day. 

The report is as follows : · 
The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial of Rear

Admiral R.N. Stembel praying to be allowed the :pay of rear-admiral from the date 
of his promotion from the rank of commodore, havmg considered the same, respect
fully report as follows : 

Rear-Admiral Stem bel entered the Navy of the United States as a midshipman 
:March ?:7, 1832; and honorably, and with great credit to himself and country, 

passed through the various lesser grades of the service np to 1870, when he was 
promoted to and dnly commissioned commodore. In 1871 he was ordered to and 
commanded, respectively, the north and south squadrons of the Pacific fleets; ::md 
subsequently, by order of the Navy Department, commanded the entire n..'l>~ 
forces on the Pacific station ; thus, as commodore, maintaining all the responsibil
ities and performing all the duties of a rear-admiral afloat. 
Havin~ arrived at the aze of sixty-two years, under the complllsory retir,ement 

aet of the Navy he was retired from active service with the rank and pay of com
modore; and subsequently, on the 5th day of Jnne, 1874, under the act of Congress 
approved July, 1866, he was promoted to and commissio:aed rear-admiral ou the 
retired list; but which commission did not carry with it the pay of the gracle to 
which, under the law, he was thus promotecl. 

The case of Admiral Stem bel is peculiar and exceptional in thla-, that while for 
half a century he has most efficiently and gallantly filled all the grades in theN avy 
from midshipman to and including that of rear-admiral, without a single charge 
or breath of suspicion against hini or his acts as an officer, but, on the contr:u-y, 
has recei"v·ed the constant commendation of his superiors in command for meritori
ous conduct, be now finc1s Qimself a commissioned rear-adntiral on the retired list, 
drawing only the retired pay of a commodore, while his comrades of the same serv
ice, whose sacrifices have none been greater and ma.ny less, and with the same 
rank as himself, drawing the retired pay of rear-admiral. 

This, your cbmmittee think, is a hardship to him and an inconsiiltoncy in the 
service which demands correction. 

An additional reason for granting relief in this case is that, on the loth of 1\Iay, 
1862, Admiral.Stembel was fearfolly and almost mortally wounded while command
ing the United States gunboat Cincinnati in an en~agement with a fleet of con
federate rams near Fort Pillow, on theMississi:ppiR1ver, from the effects of which 
wound ho was for many months confined to his apartments, snb,jected to heavy 
personal expense and mtellse suffering, and from which he is still a su:fierer anCJ. 
at his time of life can have no hope offfual recovery. 

In the official report of the above action he was commended by the chief com
mander, the late Rear-Admiral C. H. Davis, United States Navy, as having spe
cially distinguished himself by exceptional skill and gallantry diSplayed on that 
occasion, as he was also alike commended by the late·Rear-Admiral A. H. Foote, 
United States Navy, as appears in extracts from letters accompanying his me
morial. 
bill~ view of which your committee recommend the passage of the accompanying 

l\fr. TALBOTT. I ask that the bill be passed. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and, 

being en~rrossed, was read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. TALBOTT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

passeq.; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
SOLDIERS' MO~'UMENT AT PORTS~IOUTH, OHIO. 

l\Ir. :NEAL. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speakerls 
table for present consideration the bill (S. No. 1598) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to donate to the Ladies' Soldiers' Monument Society 
of Portsmouth, Ohio, four condemned cannon. A. bill identical with 
this has been unanimously reported by the Committee on Military 
Affairs of the House. 

The bill was read, a.s follows : 
Be it enacted, d':c., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to donate to 

the Ladies' Soldiers' Monument Society of Portsmouth, Ohio, four condemned 
cast-iron cannon. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker's 
table, read three times, and passed. 

Mr. NEAL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
THOMAS J. WHARTON. 

Mr. HOOKER. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Private 
Calendar for present consideration the bill (H. R. No. 869) for the 
relief; of Thomas J. Wharton. . 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, &c., That the sum of $250 be, and the same is hereby, appropri

ated, ont of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the bene
fit of 1'homas J. Wharton, of Jackson, Mississippi, as compensation for certain 
professional services rendered by said Wharton in the southern district of Missis
sippi, under appointment of the then district attorney of the United States for the 
southern district of Mississippi, in accordance with the statute in such case made 
and provided. 

Sxc. 2. That this act be in force from and after its passage. 

l\Ir. HOLMAN. Does this bill come from a colnmittee. 
~Ir.HOOKER. Yes, sir; it is reported bytheCommittee on Claims. 

It has been eight times reported favorably to the House. 
There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole House was 

dischargedfrom the further consideration of the bill, and it was or
dered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passetl. 

Mr. HOOKER moved to reconsider the vote by-which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion. was agreed to. 
DISCRIMINATING DUTIES. 

Mr. KELLEY. I am instructed by the Committee on Ways and 
Means to report back the bill (H. R. No. 4680) to repeal discriminat
ing duties on tea and coffee, the products of the possessions of the 
Netherlands, with amendments by the Senate, and to move that the 
Senate amendments be concurred in. 

The Senate amendments were read, as follows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert: 
'' That section 2501 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, which reads as 

follows : ' T:Qere shall be levied, collected, and paid. on all goods, wares, and mer
chandise of ftle growth or produce of the countrres east of the Cape of Good Hope. 
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(except wool, raw cotton, and raw silk as reeled from the cocoon, or not further 
advanced than trnm, thrown. or organzine,)when importe<lfrom places west of the 
Cape of Good Hope, a. duty of 10 per cent. ad valorem in addition to the duties im
posed on any; such article wh~n imported directly from the place or places of their 
growth or production.' be, and the same is hereby, repealed, from and after the 1st 
.{lay of Janun.ry, 1883." 

Strike out the preamble. · 
.Amend the title so as to read: " A bill to ret>eal ection 2501 of the Revised 

Statutes relating to diactim.i:nating duties on productions of countries east of the 
Cape of Good Hope." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
these amendments f 

:M!r. HUTCHINS. I would like to ask the chairman of the Com
mittee .on Way.s and Means whether the amendment which has been 
read has been made by the concurrence of the parties interested 
havincr large etocks of goods on hand. 

1\fr. KELLEY. I will give the history briefly of the matter. Und.er 
eommunications from the State Department the Committee oil Ways 
.and Means repox:ted a bill to execute our treaty provisions. That 
bill went to the Senate, and after deliberation and consultation with 
parties in interest it was amended. The Committee on Ways and 
Means have fully considered the bill and unanimously recommend 
.concurrence. But before reporting we took measures, through the 
gen.tlemam. :£rom Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER] and others, to ascer
tain from parties holding large stocks of goods to be affected by this 
repeal .as to the propriety of the act, and they all concur in saying 
that by postp<ming its eftect to the time named in the bill no harm 
o0an arise to any one. 

The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 
Mr. KELLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend

ments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to recon
:sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was a:greed to. 

P. F. LONERGAN. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Private 
Calendar for present con.Sideration the bill (H. R. No. 4704) for the 
relief of P. F. Lonergan. • 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I object. 

HOUSE FOLDING-ROOM. 

:Mr. HAWK. I desire to submit a resolution of inquiry as to the 
House folding-room. · 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I object. 
Mr. ITA WK. I hope my colleague will not object to this. It is 

in the interest of humanity. 
Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I have tried for the last six months 

to get recognition here, and have not been able to get it. 
Mr. HAWK. This is a resolution concerning the employes in the 

House folding-room. 
. l'tfr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I am sorry t{) object, but I must 
insist on my objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the regular order. 

LIFE-SA.VD:G SERVICE. 

.:Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I desire to make a privileged report. 
I present a report of a committee of conference, which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read aa follows: 
The committee of conference on the di agreeing votes of the two Houses on 

the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.-R. No.l049) to promote the efficiency 
· ()f the Life-Saving Service, and to encourage the saving of life from shipwreck, hav

ing lllet, after full' and free conference have agreed to recommend, and do recom· 
mend, to their respective Houses as follows : 

That too Senate recede from its amendment numbered 2, to insert after the word 
" Carolina," on line 25 of; page 2, (printer's No., 6141,) the words "one at or near 
Fort Morgan, on the Bay of Mobile." 

That the House rece<fe from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sonat-a 
numbered-

!. To insert, on line 16 of page 2, after the word "Massachusetts," the words 
"at or nen.r Brenton's Point or Beaver Tail, Rhode Island;" and agree to the same. 

3. 'l'o insert after the WQrd "Florida.," on line Z'l, page 2, the words ' 1 and three 
life-savin..z stations on the Atlantic coast of Florida, one near Key West, one nen.r 
Jupiter 1.nlet, one at or near Cape Canaveral, and one on the Gulf coast west of 
.Apalachicola River;" and agree to the same with amendments striking from 
hne 27 ihe word "three" and inserting the word '• two;" inserting the word 
" and" after the words 11 Key West," on line 28 and strikin" from line 29 the 
words "one at or near Cape Canaveral;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

4. To inse~ on line 32, rage 2, after the word "recommend," the words II a life
saving station at o,r near Tyuee Island, at the port of Savannah, Georgia, one near 
Brunswick, one near Do boy, and one on or near Cum berland Island or Fernandina., 
near the line of Georgia. and Florida, each of said four stations to be located at 
such point a.s the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service may select; 
three life-saving stations on the coast of South Carolina, to be located by the Gen
eral Superintendent, n..ear the portR of Georgetown, Charleston, and Beaufort;" 
and agree to the same with amendments striking out all the words of said 
.amendment down to the word "life-saving." on lines !!7 and 38, and inserting the 
wor<l "two;" inserting the words 11 at or" before the word 11 near," on lirie 39; 
:inserting the word "and" before the word "Charleston," on line 40; and striking 
from line 40 th.e words "and Beaufort;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

5. To strike from line 9, page 4, the words "one thousand eight" and insert the 
word ''fifteen; " and agree to the same. 
· G. To strike from l.iile 12, page 4. the words "two thousanu" and insert the 

words "oue thousand five hundred;" and a!rree t.o the same. 
7. To strike fL·om line 15, page 4, the wor~ "1 two thousa-nd five" and insert the 

word "eighteen;" and agree to the same. 
8. To strike from line 18, page 4, the words "two thousand five" and insert the 

word '' ei rrb toon ; " ana agree to the same. 
9. To strike from line 21, page 4, the words '' two thousand " and insert the words 

" fifteen htiD£lred ; " aml agree to the same. 

10. To strike from line 24, page 4, the words " two thousand five" and insert the 
word 11 eighteen;" and agree to the same. 

11. To strike from lines Z7 and 28, page 5, the words "one thousand" and insert 
the words " and the coast of Georgia. and South Carolina, twelve hundred; " and 
agree to the same. 

12. To strike from lines 30 and 31, page 5, the words "one thou and eight" and 
insert the word 11 fifteen; " and agree to the same. 

13. To strike from line 33, _page 5, the wortls • • two thousand five '' and insert the 
word "eighteen;" and agree to the same. 

14. To strike from line 36, page 5, the words '' two thousand five )' and insert the 
word 11 eighteen; " and agree to the same. 

15. To strike from line 39, page 5, the words " twothousandfi>e" and insert the 
word " eighteen; " a.nd agree to the same. 

16. To add, aft.er the words "per annum," on line 6, page 5, the words " and the 
Secretary of the Treasury is also authorized tn fix the pay of the men employed at 
the different stations in proportion to the services rendered: Providffi, The same 
shall not exceed $50 per month;" and a!ITee to the same with amendment8 in
serting the words "appoint aDd" before ~e word " fix," in line 2, page 5; insert
ing the word " all" before the word 11 stations," in line 3, page 5 ; and striking out 
the words " in propertion to the services rendered," in line 8, page 6 ; and the 
Senate agree to the same . 

17. To insert the following section after section 6, parre 6 : 
"SEC. 7. That if any keeper or member of a crew of a 'lire-saving or life-boat sta

tion shall be so disabled by reason of any wound or injury received or disea e con
tracted in the Life-Saving_ Service in the line of duty as to unfit him for the per
formance of duty, such <lisability to be determined in such manner as shall be 
prescribed in the regulations of tne service, he shall be continued upon the rolls 
of the service and entitled to receive his full pay during the continuance of such 
disability, not t.o exceed the period of one year, unless the General Superintend
ent shall recommend, upon a statement of facts, the extension of the period through 
a portion or the whole of another year, and said recommendation receive the ap
proval of the Secretary of the Treasury as just and reasonable; but in no case 
shall said disabled keeper or member of a crew be continued upon the rolls or re
ceive pay for a longer period than two years;" and agree to the same. 

18. To insert aft.er section 7, on page 6, the following section: 
1

' SEO. 8. That if any keeper or member of a crew of a.life-savin.11:or life-boat sta
tion shall hereafter die by reason of v.erilons service or any wound or injury re
ceived or disease contract-ed in the Life-Saving Service in the line of duty, 1ea.v
in~ a widow or a child or children under sixteen years of age, such widow and 
child or chila;;;n shall be entitled to receive in equal portions during a period of 
two years, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescn"be, 
the same amount, payab1e quarterly as far as practicable, that the husband or 
father would be entitled to receive as pay if he were alive and continued in the 
service : Provided, That if the widow shall remarry at anr time during the said 
two years her portion of said amount shall cease t.o be pa1d to her from the date 
of her remarriage, but shall be added to the amount to be paid to the remaining 
beneiiciaries under the protisions of this section, if there be any; and if any child 
shall arrive at the age of sixteen years during the said two years the payment of 
the portion of such child shall cease to be paid to such child from the elate on 
which such age shall be attained, ·but shall be added to the amount to be paid to 
the remaining beneficiaries, if there be any;" and a!rree to the same. 

19. To strike from line 1, page 7, the word 11 seven I? and insert the word 1 1 nine;" 
and agree to the same. 

20. -To strike from line 1, pal!;e 8, the word "ei.gbt" and insert the word "ten ; •• 
and agree to the same ; and axter the word 11 of,11 line 1, page 8, insert the words 
" district superintendents, inspectors and ; " and agree to the satne. 

21. To strike from line 1, page 9, the word "nine," and insert, the word " eleven ; " 
and agree to the same. 

AMOS TOWNSIDi•D, 
s. s. cox, 
JOHN W. CANDLER, 

Managers em the part of the House. 
0. D. CONGER, 
WM.P.FRYE, 
J. R. McPHERSON, 

Managers on the part of tl~e &nate. 

Mr. REAGAN. I want separate votes on the seventeenth and eight-
eenth amendments. 

l\fr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I now move the adoption of the report. 
Mr. DUNNELL. I rise to a point of order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. DUNNELL. I do not know that I desire to insist upon the 

point of order, but I desire to call the attention of the House and 
of the ~entleman having this bill in charge to some very novel feat
ures which appear in that report. From the reading of the report 
it would appear that entirely new sections had been inserted into the 
bill, and were not put in in lieu of what had been inserted by the 
Senate or in lieu of any matters in dispute between the House and 
the Senate. I do not understand that a committee of conferenceoca.n 
insert new sections, unless they are inserted in lieu of some sections 
already in. There is a great deal of outright new legisla.tion which 
has been brou~ht into the bill by the committee of conference. 

Mr. TOWN~:;END, of Ohio. I beg your pardon . 
Mr. DUNNELL. It seems to me that the gentlema,u from Ohio 

should explain this matter very fully. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I think I can explain it to the satis

faction of the gentleman. 
:Mr. DUNNELL. Section 6 seems to be an entirely new section. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. If the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 

DU.N~'"ELL] will possess his soul in patience until the accompanying 
statement from the committee on conference has been reu.d, he will 
find that the bill as it passed the House was .amended in the Sen
ate by the addition of those two sections to which he objects, and 
those sections were properly subjects of conference. I ask the Clerk 
to read the accompanying statement from the committee on confer
ence. 

l'tfr. DUNNELL. That has been read. 
Mr. COX, of New York. Not the statement. r will say to the 

gentleman that the statement explains the effect of the amend
ments. The sections to which the gentleman refers were put on by 
the Senate. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not wish it to be unde:x:.stood that any point 
of order is waived. 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the accompanying state

ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Detailed statement as to effect of amendments as agreed upon in conference 
report on H. R. No. 1049. 

No.1 adds one life-saving stat.\on at or near Brenton's Point or Beaver Tail, 
Rhode Island. 

No.2 strikes out the Senate addition of one life.saving station at or near Fort 
Morgan, Bay of Mobile. 

No. 3 strikes out the Senate provision for one house of refuge at or near Cape 
Canaveral, Florida. 

No. 4 strike!'! out the Senate provision for four life-saving stations at Tybee 
Island, Brunswick, Doboy, and Fernandina, respectively, near the line of Georgia 
and Florida, and one life-savinl!: station at Beaufort, South Carolina. 

Numbers 5. 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 14-, and 15 provide respectively for reductions in 
annual salaries of district superintendents, as follows: first district, from $1,800 
to $1 500; second district, from $2,000 to $1,500; third district, from $2,500 to $1,800; 
funrfu district, from $2,500 to $1,800; fifth district, from $2,000 to $1,500; sixth 
district, from $2,500 to $1.800; eighth district, from $1,800 to $1,500; ninth district, 
from $2,500 to $1,800; tenth district, from $2,500 t{) $1,800; eleventh district, from 
$2,500 to $1,800. 

No.llincreases the annual salary of the district superintendent of the se•enth 
diiltrict from $1,000 t{) $1,200. 

No. 16 places the appointment of keepers of all life-saving stations and bon e~; 
of refuge with the Secretary of the Treasury, and authorizes him to fix the pay of 
sta.tion-keepei'S at a rate not exceeding 50 per month, leaving out the provi ion 
•• in proportion t{) the ser•ices ren(lered." • 

No. 17 is an additional section placed on the bill by the Senate, which provides 
for the payment of one year's salary, onder proper restrictions, to any person in 
the life-saving service who is disabled in the line of duty. · 

No. 18 is an additional section added to the bill by the Senate, which provides 
that in ca e of the death from ~ury received in the line of duty, the widow and 
children shall be paid two years safary, quarterly, under proper safeguards. 

Numbers 19 and 21 simply change the numbering of the sections. 
No. 20 changes the number of the ection, and prondes that appointments of 

superintendents and inspectors, as well as others, shall be made with reference 
solely to fitne s. 

1\Ir. REAGA...~. I mu t ask that the report of the committee on 
conference be referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. A new policy is indicated in two of the amend
ments of a very important character, and one which has never been 
submitted to the considemtion of the House. I must a.sk that it go 
to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. They are very simple and can easily 
be disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not unuerstand fully the point 
made by the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. REAGAN. I uesire that this report be conside1·ed in Commit
tee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Under what rule Y This i a conference report. 
llr. REAGAN. I know it is, and I understand it must be adopted 

or rejected as a. whole. I want two of the amendments considered 
thoroughly, which have never yet been considered by this House. 
I do not know the rule exactly upon the point, but I was under the 
impre sion that on objection being made the conference report had 
to ~o to the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The-Chair does not think that a point of order 
would lie against a confer~nce report o as to require it to be con ·id
ereu in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is important, however, in view of the state 
ment the gentleman from Texas makes, that it should be sustained 
by the record or contradicted in some way. The gentleman from 
Texas states that there is in this conference report some matter which 
neither House of Congress inserted. 

~Ir. REAGAN. Oh, no. 
1\Ir. TO,VNSE~D, of Ohio. That is a mistake. 
Mr. RE.A.GAl.'f. I aid there were two amendments which were 

new measures of legislation, about pensioning these persons, which 
measures have never been considered by this House. 

Mr. RANDALL. By this House T 
Mr. REAGAN. They have never l:)cen considered by thi!' House. 

If there is no other way to reach it I desire to a k the House not to 
adopt the report. 

J.Ir. RANDALL. You must adopt it or reject it. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I desire to move the previous question 

on the adoption of the report. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [.~Ir. To~sEm> 1 is 

recognized in charge ofthe report; but the Chair will hear the gen
tleman from Texas on a point of order. 

1\Ir. TO,VNSEND, of Ohio. I demand the previous question. 
Mr. REAGA...~. The gentleman has not the :floor for that purpose. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas makes the point of 

order that the report must be first considered in Committee of the 
Whole. 

lir. REAGAN. That ·having been uisposed of, I was proceeding 
to state my objection to the report--

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I do not yield the floor for any such 
purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas was recognized to 
make a point of order; but beyond that the gentleman did not ha•e 
the floor. 

Mr. REAGAN. That is a curious way of doing things. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas was recognized to 

make a point of order. 
Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Tov.~ END] had 

the floor but made no motion. I made a point of oruer which was 
overruled, and then I was proceeding to state my rea-sons--

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from 'l'exas was not recog
nized except on a point of order. The gentleman cannot in that way 
take from the floor the one in char~e of the rep01·t. The gentleman 
from Ohio had the floor and called for the reading of the accompany
ing statement. The Chair hopes that the gentleman from Ohio will 
yield to the gentleman from Texas to make his statement. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I shall be glad to yield to the gentle
man from Texas [Mr. REAGA..'•~] at the proper time to make such ar
guments or su~gestions as he may deem proper. But at this stage 
of the proceedings I move the adoption of the report, and on that 
motion call the previous question. 

M.x:. REAGAN. Does the gentleman propose to let me have the 
floor after the bill is passed 'I [Laughter.] 

1\Ir. RANDALL. I ask for the reading of that portion of this 
report which in effect creates a civil pension list. 

The SPEAKER. The report has been read. 
l\Ir. COX, of New York. I do not want the statement of the gen

tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ~-mALL] to go out without correc
tion to create a Wl'Ong impression in regard to these two amendments. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from New York may correct me 
whenever I am wrong, and I will accept the correction and admit 
my mistake; but in this instance I do not happen to be wrong. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I corrected the gentleman a moment ag() 
privately; and I thought he understood this matter. These two sec
tions were prepared by the committee of conference and were adopted 
by the Senate. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGA~] wishes to 
address the House on this subject, and I have no doubt he will get 
an opportnnity--

:Mr. REAGAN. When 1 
l\Ir. COX, of New York. And so will my friena from Pennsylvania. 
l\Ir. RANDALL. The gentleman from New York has no right to 

stand up here and say that he proposes to correct a false impression 
which I have made. I only ask that this part of the report may 
be read, because I am credibly informed that these amendments do 
inaugurate a civil-pension list. 

Yr. COX, of New York. Now, l\Ir. Speaker--
Mr. RANDALL. The report will show whether I am correct; it 

is not neces ary for us to take the word of the gentleman from New 
York or anybody else on this point. · 

Mr. COX, of New York. I do not propose to get into an irascible 
condition- - · 

Mr. RANDALL. I am calm as a May morning. 
Mr. COX, of New York. I would like my friend to be calm on a 

matter of this kind. I can explain it in three words. There may be 
a difference of opinion. I am glad to see my friend-from Pennsyl
vania smiling. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read the por-
tion of the report indicated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert the following as new sections : 
" SEc. 7. That if any keeper or member of a. crew of a. life-saving or life-b{)at sta lion 

shall be so disabled by reason of any wound or injury received or diaease con
tra<:ted in the Life-Savin~ Service in the line of duty as to unfit bim f01: the per
formance of duty, such diSability to be determined in such manner as shall be pre· 
scribed in the regulations of the service, he shall be continued upon the rolls of 
the service and entitled t{) receive his full pay during the continuance of such disa
bility, not to exceed the period of one year, unless the General Su~rintendent shall 
recommend upon a. statement of facts the extension of the penod through a por
tion or the whole of another year, an<l said recommendation receive the approval 
of the Secretary of the Treasury as just and reasonable; but in no c.ase shall said 
disabled keeper or member or a crew be continued upon the rolls or receive pay 
for a longer period than two years. 

''SEC. 8. Thatif:mykeeperormemberofacrewofalife-savingorlife-boat station 
shall hereafter die by reason of perilous service or any wound or injury recei•ed 
or disease contracted in the Life-Saving Service in the line of duty, leavin"' a. 
widow, or a child or children under sixteen years of a~e, -such widow· and child or 
children shall be entitled to receive, in equal portions, auring a period of two years, 
under such re~tions as the Secretary of the Treasury may preseribe, the same 
amountjlayable quarterly, as far as practicable, that the husband orfatherwonld 
be entitled to receive as pay if he were alive and continued in the serVice: Pro
vided, That if the widow shall remaiTy at any time <loring the said two years her 
portion of said amount shall cease to be paid to her fi•om the dat-e of her remar· 
riaae, bot shall be added to the amount t-o be paid to the remaining benefici.1.ries 
nn8er the provi<Jions of this section, if there be any; and if any child shall arrive 
at the age of sixteen years during the said two years tbe payment of the portion 
of such child shall cease to be pa1d to such child from the date on wh1ch such age 
shall be attained, but shall be added to the amount t-o be paid to the remaining 
beneficiaries, if there be any." . 

~Ir. TOWNSE~, of Ohio. 1\Ir. Speaker, I now withdraw the de
mand for the previous question, in order to give my friend from Texas 
[Mr. REA.GA~J and other gentlemen who may desire it some little 
time for discussion. But before yieldin~, I wish to remark that 
these two sections were placed on the biu in the Senat:_e with other 
amendments, and were in lien of such a provision as was demanded 
from various parts otithe country, a provision for pensioning per
sons disabled in this service and the families of those who may lose 
th~ir lives in the service. It was thought wise to provide, as pro
posed in these two sections, that anyone receiving permanent injm:y 
in the service should be entitled to have his pay continued for a 
period not exceeding two years, and that the family of any one losing 
his life in the service should be entitled under certain conditions, to 
be prescribed by the Seeretary of the Treasury, to recei•e pay at the 

/ 
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regular rates which would have been received by him for not more 
than two years. 

The . committee of conference believed these provisions wise, and 
thought they would be satisfactorl to the House. They still believe 
that upon a fair representation o the matter to the House they will 
meet its approval. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Texas for ten minutes. 
Mr. REAGAN. :Mr. Speaker, I object to the adoption of the two 

sections which have been read because they are the inauguration of 
another class of pensioners, and because the principle upon which 
this is proposed to be done is not in my judgment justifiable under 
our system of government, or under any rule of right reason. We 
already have a large pension list. It includes in the first place those 
who have been wounded or disablecl in the Army or Navy. This is 
in accordance with the ordinary custom of governments, and of 
courseihave no objection toit. Those who have been disabled in the 
Army or Navy may ri~htly be pensioned by the Government ufon a 
just principle of public policy. We have also another class o pen
sioners-retired officers of the Army or Navy, retired upon pay, not 
because they have been disabled in the service, but because they 
have reached a certain age after enjoying till that age the emolu
ments of a profitable office. This I think is wrong. 

Now, it is proposed in 1his bill substantially to pension those who 
have been engaged in the Life-Saving Service. We have also before 
Congl'ess, I believe, propositions to pension those engaged in the ma
rine service, and as I am t-old by my friend from New York, [Mr. 
HuTCiqNS,] who sits near me, it is also proposed to pension members 
of the police force of the District of Columbia. Upon what principle 
can these things be justified 'I We give men positions of public em
ployment; we provide a just aud generally a liberal compensation 
for their services. Men are anxious to obtain this public employment 
because of its emoluments and perhaps its honors. Now when we 
have given persons the special advantage of profitable public employ
ment is that to be made an argument for pensioning them upon the 
Government for the remainder of their lives 'I What higher claim, 
what better equity, have such persons than those who in the private 
wa'lks of life are struggling to support themselves and their families Y 
If in morals or reason there is a distinction, it is not in favor of the 
man who has had the benefit of public employment upon a liberal 
salary from the Government but is rather in favor of the distressed 
and the unfortunate in private life. In view of the numerous drafts 
upon the Treasury, in new of the burdens of taxation, it seems to me 
we should not recklessly create a new list of pensioners in violation 
ofprinciple ay;_cl ofright, with no proper opportunity forthe consid
eration of the question in the House. 
It iR inaugurating). as my friend suggests, a new policy on that sub

ject. Besides, Mr. i::ipeaker, there is a deeper and more important 
reason for not doing this. The whole theory of this Government is 
that there shall be no privileged class, that there shall be no special 
privileges granted'·to any particular class. Every time you create 
·civil employments and give the~e men in these civil employments 
·emoluments which are to follow them by making provision for' their 
·future go-.ernmental support in case of disea-se or accident you go 
that far in the creation of a privileged class not based on any just 
public policy. 

And in this case, sir, it di criminates in favorofthefortunate and 
a~ainst the unfortunate-not in favor of tho unfortunate. You first 
rgtve a man a civil employment. He seek it anxiously to get its 
·emoluments. If by accident he gets wounded or dies, this measure 
"Proposes to ·give a pension to him or to his family. Now, suppose the 
:many railroad companies in this country'" or the many navigation 
companies were required to pension the employes now in their service 
who get sick or die in that service, would any one contend that there 
was justice or reason in any such course Yet here we are voting 
away the public money, of course gratifying to those who get it, but 
adopting a _policy in reference to the Government which no man 
would a ent to in reference to corporations or with reference to any 
iJ>rivate persons in the United States. I shall therefore, Mr. Speaker, 
.ask the House to refuse to second tl!.e previous question, and tore
fuse to adopt this report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I yield now to the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, there is no man in this 
House who more cordially agrees with the gentleman from Texas 
than myself on most matters. 1 desire to agree with him now. I 
agree with him that it is unwise to fix on our Government acivillist. 
I am not disposed to add to tho roll or roster of civil pensioners. I 
have voted and spoken against that system, with reason and almo~t 
passion from the beginning. In bringing, sir, this bill before this 
-House I took care to separat-e the pension clauses from it. The pen
sion portion I had referred t-o the Committee on Peru;ions. I did this 
with a heartfelt wish to disembarrass gentlemen like my friend from 
Texas. Therefore this bill appeared here and.went to the Senate 
with no pension or even a remote suggestion of a pension clause on it. 

The sections to which my friend objects are not pension clauses by 
any means. They are an avoidance of a pension. I t is a persuasive 
'and honest contract with the devotee to life-saving. 
, In obedience to the general call of the people all over the country 

tthese clauses are sent to us from the Senate. Chambers of Com
Imerce from Bo ton to San Francisco, including Philadelphia an(l 

other place , ask for these clauses of generosity. Legislature of 
States, including Kentucky and Illinois, west and east, on the coast, 
on the Gulf, the Atlantic and Pacific, ask for these clauses of kind
ness. In obedience to this call the Senate supplements my bill with 
something better than my poor thought. 

While cutting down the salariesofthe superintendents, which we 
raised here, the Senate provided that in case of disability and in case 
of death there should be some temporary pay for men who risk or 
give their lives to this service. The Senate says to the surfman who 
hazards his life for others, "Ifyougointothewildsurfto save others 
at the risk of your life, your wife may be a widow, but the Govern
ment will be ever so thoughtful and just to her and hers." It is an 
incentive and a contract. It is no civil list~ no pension, no bounty, 
no gratuity. It is a contract. 

Why, sir, it only takes so much from, or rather n.dds so much to the 
pay; one year or more, and not more than two years, of those disabled 
in the service, and in case of death two years' full pas, to go to the 
survi-.ors, the widow and children. What can be more gentle, just, 
and reasonable Y Gentlemen say this is a sort of pension. It is a ort 
of pension. It is thoughtful, pe-nsee. Philologically and otherwise it is 
a thought. In so far as it goes it gives the beneficiaries of this bill some 
pay; but does it not avoid the other and odious question of a civil 
list for fancied service which my friend from Texas justly opposes! 
I would like to say that there have been only twenty-four persons dis
abled and dead in this service from the beginning; only twenty-five. 
One would think from the stir just made that some hundreds of thou
sands were engaged in the struggles in the surf to aid and save human 
life. Oh, no. Here is the list which Judge Folger, a true friend of 
this service, sent to Speaker KEIFER on the 13th of February last, 
(Executive Document No. 74.) It is a short but heroic record: 

.Li8t of lJersons 1vho kave died'' by reason of any wound or injury received 
m· disease contmcted in the line of duty in tfte Life-Saving S~r?Jioo since 
the o1·igin of the se1""Vice," so far as shown by the 1·eoor(!s of the Trf!D-Sttry 
Department. 

Date. 

1876. 
Mar.1 

1877. 
.Tan. 5 
Mar. 30 

1877. 
Nov. 25. 

1880. 
.Apr. 23. 

Oct. 20 .. 

Nov. 30 . 

1881. 

Name. Grade. 

.John R. Galet ............... .. 

f:~e~~lf~~ ~ ~:: ~ ~:: ~ ~ ~: ~ ~ ~ ~::?~;;::::::::: ~ 
Sorfman ......... . 

Malachi Brnmseyt ..•. . ....... 
Spencer D. Grey1 ........... .. 

•J. Munden1 .................. . 

Sorfman ......... . 
Surfman .....•.•.. 
Surfman ......... . 

George W. Wilsont ......... .. Volunteer ........ . 

Station. District. 

No.4 .. . 
No.4 .. . 
No.4 .. . 
No.4 ... 
No.4 .. . 
No.4 .. . 
Ko.4 .. . 

Sixth. 
Sixth . • 
Sixth. 
Sixth. 
Sixth. 
Sixth. 
Sixth. 

John Parker2 ................. Sorfman .......... Ko. 16 .. Fourth • 
H. H. Nickersons ............. Sorfman .......... No. 14 .. Second. 

.T . .T. Guthrie4 ................. Superintendent ............. Sixth. 

William .T. Sayerss ...... . .... . 
R.obertMorrisons ............ . 
James Pottenger5 ........... . 
Dennis Deegans ............. . 
James Kantaus ............. .. 
Walter Petherbridge5 ....... . 
Joseph Sa.~:r6 ............. . 

g:~ae:l.A.~s ~ ~::: ~ ~::::: ~ 
Elisha M. TaylorS ........... . 
Stephen F. Mayo8 .......... .. 

Surfman.......... No. 2 .. . 
Sorfman .......... No.2 .. . 
Surfman .......... No. 2 .. . 
Surfman .......... No.2 . .. 
Surfman .......... No.2 .. . 
Snrfman.......... No. 2 ... 
Superintendent ........... .. 
Keeper ........... No.8 . .. 

~:;;:~:::~:~:~:: ~~: ~ :~: 
Surfman .......... No.7 .. . 

Tenth. 
Tenth. 
Tenth.. 
Tenth. 
Tenth. 
Tenth. 
Tenth. 
Tenth. 
Second. 
Second. 
Second. 

May 15. David Hitcllens9 .............. Keeper ........... No. 11 .. Fifth. 
George J. Warner-9 ............ Keeper ........... No.8 . .. Fifth. 
Warner Collins to .. .. . .. .. .. .. Surfman ... .. .. . .. No. 10.. Fifth. . 

1 Drowned while attempting to rescue the crew of the wreaked Italian bark 
N nova Ottavia., off coast of North Carolina. 

2 Died out on night patrol. 
3Fell from aloft arid instantly killed while assisting in sating property from 

Italian bark Papa Luigi C. 
4 Drowned while attempting to go to the assistance of survivors of crew of Unified 

States steamer Hurop. By act of Congress appro•ed May 25, 1878, Superintend
ent Guthrie's widow receives the same pension as the widows of deceased captains 
of the Navy. 

s Perished in attempting to go the assistance of distressed schooner J. H. Ma
grnder on reef off Point Aux Barques, Lake Huron. 

s Drowned off Rogers City, Michigan, while making tour of stations in his 
district. 

7 Drowned off Rogers CitJ. Michigan, with Superintendent Sawyer , while trons
portin~ him from station No. 8, tenth district. 

s Pertshed while attempting to take ashore ere of stranded sloop C. E. Trum
bull. 

9 Reported to have died from disease caused by cold and exposure while in the 
line of duty. 
- IOR eported to have died from disease caused by cold and exposure wh ile swim
ming to a boat during the gale and tidal wave of October 23, 1878. 

Mr. DAWES. We have already reported a bill, and I a k the gen
tleman to allow the report to be read. 

Mr. COX. It will be heard. I am gla-d to hear from a gentleman 
who represents my native river, the Muskingum. · 

1\fr. DAWES. It was the judgment of a majority of the Commit
tee on Invalid Pensions that reli ef sllould be granted the families." 
It was considered that the Life-Saving Service is the only civil serv
ice where life is necessarily ri ked to sa>e life. In other civil service 
peril to person is encountered, but that constitut e no clai'm to pen
sion snch as that of the Life-Sanng Service. 
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Mr. HA. WK. The Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 

.and B:wk Pay have reported upon it adversely, but that report has 
not yet been printed. 

1\h. COX, of New York. I take the reports of the two committees 
toaether and say that the reason why we shouJd pass this measure is 
th~t there is no pension probable or possible. If one committee 
J>asses adversely on the pen8ion bill and another for it, it is meet that 
we shouJd make some provision not obnoxious to objection, and strik
ing the golden mean. 

Mr. DAWES. From the reading of the report which I have called 
for the Houso will see the necessity of some provision being made. 

1\fr. COX. Mr. Speaker, this House may not be interested, but the 
good 1)eoplo of the country are, in the grateful and generous report 
of the honorable gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. LATHA)I] from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. To that committee was referred 
a bill to relieve the widows of the gallant men who went down 
beneath the breakers on the North Carolina coast in attempting to 
save stranded Italian strangers. 

May I ask to re-enforce.my statement by the honorable gentleman's 
terse and touching report : 

That on the evening of March 1, 1876, between seven and ei~ht o'clock, or soon 
nfter dark, the sea being rough and the surf and breakers hign, heavy, and wind
ino-, the bark Nuova Ottavill stranded on the reef about four hundred yards south 
or'life-sa.vina- st..'ltion No.4, on the coast of North Corolina, with her head north· 
weRt or befo~e the wind. 

That the keeper and crew of station No. 4 (except Surfman .John G. Chappell, 
whoso place wa.,; supplied by George W. Wilson, a volunteer) immediately manned 
the boats and started to the rescue of the crew of the ill-fated vessel. 

That the keeper, .John R. Gale, and Surfmen Spencer D. Gray, Lemuel Griggs, 
Malachi .J. Brumsey, L Muudin, Lewis White, and George W. Wilson (who vol
unteered his services in place of Surfman Chappell) lost tlieir live2 in the attempt. 
Only four of the Italian crew were saved. 

Captain .John J. Guthrie, then superintendent district No.6, United States Life
Saving Service, who in the following year lost his life off the same coast in attempt
ina- to afford assistance to the oflicers and men of the Huron, and whose widow has 
be~n pensioned bv the Government, in his report to Captain Merryman, inspector 
of United States iife-saY"ing stations, uses this lan~age: "In truth, all the tragic 
.fa-ets developetl by this catastrophe are invested With a sublimity which I cannot 
port.ray with any written description, and <lo not wish to C9mment UIJOn any of its 
.causes beyond that of not taking the life-preservers on the persons of the lost who 
went in t.he life-boat, which seema a fatal mistake when so much dan~ermustha.ve 
-been apprehended. The promptness, however, required under the crroumstances 
probably overshadowed every forethought of personal security, and sad and 
lamentable as the results were, their noble effort.'! to rescue the shipwrecked shed 
a luster over the victims and credit on humanity." 

That the widows and children of those who were lost are in very needy circum
-stances. 

Your committee unanimously recommelld the passage of the bill. 

Yet
1 

gentlemen fear a civil list of such heroes, and vote millions 
here tor-what'l-whatt -

Mr. CONVERSE. I should like to inquire whether the families 
.of the soldiers who lose their lives in the Indian war now going on 
_are pensioned t 

Mr. CO~, of New York. I do not intend to be drawn into a pen
sion discussion. This bill is not a pension bill. We avoid it on pur
pose. We do not desire to make a precedent. 

Why, sir, gentlemen who are so fastidious voted to pay the fami
lies of our own employes around this Honse something after death. 
Their widows and children now and then get our moneys to aid them 
in the immediate emergency. It is so as to members also. I do not 
expect to draw any precedent from that. I close members' mouths; 
only this. 

Mr. ATKINS. We do not give the descendants of members or of 
.employes any pay. 

:Mr. COX, of New York. Weonlypay them in case of <J.eath to the 
-end of their term. 

:Mr. HOLMAN. Ishouldliketo ask the gentleman from New York 
if this civil-pension list is established where he proposes to stop 'I 

Mr. COX, of New York. This is a mere temporary pay to or con
tract with those who risk their lives for others-a sort of increase of 
,pay, not a pension. Oh, sir, we are about to appropriate a hundred 
millions of money to soldiers and sailors-we pay millions to pension
ers who kill-but when we provide temporary pay for those who 
. risk their lives to save, we are met with these objections. I hope to 
be patient in meetin~ such objections. · 

Mr. HOLMAN. Firemen may lose their lives also in the service 
here. Does the gentleman propose to pension them 'I 

1\lr. COX, of New York. No, sir. I propose only to pension those 
.men who lose their lives in this humane service. 

Mr. HOL:M.AN. But the gentleman should not restrict these pro
visions. If he wants to embrace one class why not take all 'I The 
employes, for instance, of the railway mail-service are sometimes 
.killed in the service. Does the gentleman propose to pension them f• 
.And if so, where do you stop 'I 

Mr. COX, of New York. I propose to stop right here with the 
Life-Saving Service. and so to frame it as to make no dangerous pre
cedent. 

l\Ir. HOLMAN. If this provision is extended to one class it would 
.seem proper that yon should extend it to all cla ses of service under 
the Government. 

Mr. COX, of New York. There is nothing of the kind in contem
plation, as the gentleman will see if he reads the bill. These men 
'J"'isk their lives rn saving life. They are most exceptional heroes, as 
.the instances I shall give testify. · 

Mr. HOLMAN. Plenty of men risk their lives. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I desire to repeat here and now, in the 
presence of gentlemen who have voted for similar measures, that the 
Honse has adopted as a rule a method of paying the families of de
c.eased employes from six months to one year's pay at the salary they 
were receiving at the time of their death, and also their medical ex
penses during their last illness, and funeral bills. Gentleme11 voto 
such bills, do they not Now, if we are to have a precedent for the 
pay proposed in this bill, here is one. 

But the case I propose is larger than any of our precedents; this 
is sui generis. If the House would only understand that only twenty
four men, or rather their families, in all would be the benefici:.uies of 
this act, there would not be so much hesitation in voting to adopt 
these two sections of the bill. 

1\Ir. RANDALL. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield to me for a 
moment 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I would like to ask the gentle
man from New York a question before he conclud~s. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to ask the gentleman from Ohio 
what length of time he yielded to the gentleman from Ne~ Yorkf 

l\Ir. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I yielded to the gentleman from New 
York ten minutes. . 

Mr. COX, ofNew.York. If I have not exhausted the time allowed 
me I will hear the question of the gentleman from Massa-chn etts. 

Mr. TOWNSE~TD, of Ohio. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

l\h·. RANDALL. I have no objection to the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts asking the question he desires to ask the gentleman from 
New York. 

1\Ir. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I merely wish to ask the gen
tleman from New York whether this provision does not go further 
than he contemplates. He says that it applies to only twenty-five 
men who have lost their lives since 1876. Now, it seems to me, nuder 
the general provision set out in the sections as read, that it will in
clude all persons, not only those who lost their lives, bnt those who 
may contract disease in the line of service. That is, perhaps, a broad 
interpretation to give to it; bnt the language here would make this 
applicable to all persons employed in the Life-Sa•ing Service just 
as the pension laws apply to persons in the military service; that 
is, that tl!J.ose persons who contract disease, the result of injury or 
exposure in the service, are entitled to pensions. In this case those 
persons will be construed as being in the line of dnty who are upon 
the rolls and draw their pay. Now, that being the case, I submit to 
the gentleman from New York whether this would not cover the case 
not only of those men who, from the exposure to wldch they are 
subjected, may contract disease in the line of duty, but also cover a 
muJtitude of other cases where disease has been contracted in tho 
servi'Ce while not, perhaps, in the strict line of duty. Would it not 
apply to any case where a disease was contracted while in the servicet 

1\Ir. COX, ofNewYork. Ithinknot. Thislistoftwenty-fourmen 
embraces those who lost their lives as well as those who were per
manently disabled in the service. We seek to provide for those who 
are needy by reason of disability in this service. We seek to make 
an incentive to enter and an encouragement to continue in the serv
ice for a ge:Qerous purpose. These clauses will do this. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. It would seem from the lan
guage here to go much further than the gentleman from New York 
intended. 

Mr. HA.WJ{. I will state, if the gentleman from New York will 
permit me, that this number, twenty-tour, is strictly correct. Twen
ty-one of these men were drowned in the discharge of their duties, 
and three of them died from exposure. This is the record from the 
-.ureau. 

Mr. COX,ofNew York. Now,Mr. Speaker, by leave of the House, 
may I not add to my statements some statements of the wonderful 
benefits of this service t I have referred to the loss of life on the 
North Carolina coast and the heroism of the surfmen there. May 
I make a picture of the case of the 

NUOVA OTTA VIA • 

On the evening ofMarch 1,1875, the barkNuova Ottavia, an Italian 
vessel, stranded soon after dark off Currituck Beach, North Carolina. 
The weather was cloudy, the air dark, the sea rough, the surf high, 
heavy, and winding. The keeper and crew of station No. 4, sixth 
district, saw the vessel. True, it was in the gloom, four hundred 
yards from shore, but they saw her as she lay aslant in the breakers. 
A number of her sails were unfurled. Those who saw her tell me 
she looked like a phantom. Alive to the peril of those on board there 
was instantly launched the surf-boat, with a haste so generous that 
the crew did not even stop to pnt on their cork life-belts. This error 
of a gallant ardor cost them their lives. What happened has a hor
rible brevity. The watching group on shore saw the boat go out 
through the breakers; the lantern is in her bows; it just touches 
with light the strong figures of her oarsmen. Ten minutes after she 
is invisible in the darkness andonlythelanternis burning lowdown 
under the lee of the huge hull. It shows that she is alongside. Sud
denly the lantern goes out. There is a frightful scream from the 
sea. In a few moments the alarmed group on shore see four oars 
come tumblin~ in at their feet in the foam; then the surf-boat, bottom 
up; and then, aark in the surf, the body of a man. This man was one 
of the life-8anng crew. 
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As the boat came up alongside,. the Itali~n sailors, crazed with. ex
citement, had flung themse1ves mto her m a mass. They capstzed 
her. Nine of them were lost, and the entire crew of the surf-boat, 
seven in number, also instantly perished. The life-belts, which in 
their rush to the rescue the surf-boat crew had not paused tQ put on, 
would have saved them. They died through the excess of their zeal 
for humanity. They were all poor; they all left. witlows a~d small 
children; and to this hour these women and children are m utter 
penury. They do not ~sk g~ntlemen to put them on a civil ~t. 
Their protectors are enlisted m a better world. They ask to be rn 
orne way recognized as worthy of our generous thought. 

PEAKED IU.R CASE. 

Another case I may refer to. It is that of the Peaked Hill Bar 
crew. It is one of the disasters of 1880. At four o'clock in the morn
ing of November 30, in a darkness blurred with the coming snow 
and beaten by the northwest blasts, a ~roup of wind-blown fig';ll'es 
carryin(J' a boat scrambled down the oluff, twenty-five feet high, 
which ffal\kS the beach at Peaked Hill Bar, Cape Cod. This was the 
crew of life-saving station No. 7, (second district.) They were led 
"by their keeper, Captain D. H. Atkins. He had hurri~d to t~e re
lief of a sloop, the C. E. Trumbull. She could be seen Wlth the lights 
in her riO'gino-, stranded on the outer bar, four hundred yards off, 
noisily :tilling the air with the flapping of her sails. . . 

The sloop had six men on board. I need not speak of the ill-fame 
of this sinister bar which held them. They were in deadly peril. 
Hardly a moment after the stranding ihe alert patrol of the station 
discovers them. The night was all at once ablaze with his scarlet 
si!mals. Bounding to the station, he had arousedhiscomrades. No 
m~re lion-hearted men than these ever lived on the rough New Eng
land coast, and with heroic spirit they had rushed from the station 
along the bluff and come tumbling down the ragged bank with their 
boat, at the first cry that called them to the rescue. A moment, and 
their oars were propelling their boat, which was heading through 
over the dangerous swells of the sea. That sea was a series of cata
racts and flume . I know what they are, having been with these 
surfmen in some oftheir adventures. In thefiercerushoftheclmte 
and the roll of the wild waves, and held in this tempestuous mass of 
waters was the sloop, rolling convulsively, with a wall.of boom and 
sail dippinO' perpetually into the sea. This boom and sall, held away 
by the stro~g wmd, left a triangular space between them and the 
hull, the only place where the boat could approach the vessel with 
any degree of safety. 

To increa e this chance the brave keeper, Atkins, as his boat came 
seethinO'near, sang out to those on board to cut t4e main sheet, so as 
to let the boom and sail swing still farther forward and increase the 
space into which the boat must enter. He was not obeyed, and as 
time allowed no delay he pushed up and took off four of those on 
board. The other two dallied, and as delay would imperil those al
ready in the boat, the keeper gave the order to put to the shore and 
safely landed them. 'l'hen this hero of the icy beach once more 
grasped the steering-oar and gave the order for the return to save 
the other two. Once more the vessel was reached and the boat en
tered the hazardous space between the hull and the dipping spar and 
sail. A sea suddenly swept around the stern, washing the boat to one 
side; the boom at that moment dipped, rose with a rush, and as 1t 
rose, caught the boat under one of its cork fenders and threw it 
over. In one moment the gallant life savers were struggling for 
their lives in the gloom, in the rush of deafening and blinding wa
ters, in the solitude, for a if by some baleful magic the sloop, from 
which some assistance might have been rendered them; was sudde~y 
released hy the bar and darkly drifted away. They clung to therr 
capsized boat. Again and again the brute force of the waters tears 
them from tho bottom. Their cork life-belts assist to sustain them, 
but do not shield them from the chill of the winter sea, and the 

. last scene in this tragedy shows t~ee of. them gaining the be~ch 
with souls almost released from their bodies, and the others dymg 
valiantly in a service which gentlemen would 11lace below the serv
ice of one of our doorkeepers who may die here in his arduous labors. 

Of those three men saved one remains crippled for life; the other 
two lingered Jon(J' under their injuries before they fortul!ately could 
again be made '~ole. The gallant keeper, the man of a hundred 
wTecks and rescues, the model of fidelity, humanity, and com·age 
along that coa8t, the tried and trusted master of that station for ten 
years, was among those that perished. He left a wife and two de
pendent children. His comrades who died with .~im, and th~ crip
pled survivor, were also poor and also had families depending on 
their lives. 

HO~ORS TO THE HEROES. 

Pensions for such men or for those they leave l Rather give to 
them and theirs what Rome in her heroic days gave to her heroes. 
No one questioned whether Horatius who kept the bridge in the 
41 brave days of old," when the Volscians charged upon the city, 
tihould or could be paid for their patriotic devotion. 'Vhat did Rome 
do for her hero 7 

They gave him of the oorn-land, 
That was of public right, 

.AA much as two strong oxen 
Could plow from morn to night. 

And they made a molten image, 
.And set it up on high, 

.And there it stands unto this day 
To wHness if I lie. 

Thns sung Macaulay in his lay of the Ancient Roman-whose feat 
of valor has no comparison with that which I would recognize in this 
erv~ce. It was the play of a child to keep "the bridge" compared 

with the heroic endeavors of these dauntless dead heroes whose fam
ilies we are now asked to recognize. 

IS THE MEASURE SECTIOXAL 1 
But, Mr. Speaker, the bill which I had the honor to propose, and 

which is the supplement of other measures near to my heart and sery
ice here, has been attacked in the Senate. A Senator from Georgta 
broke through parliamentary rule an~ decorum _to impeach my a~
vocacy of this humane and generous blll. I see m the RECORD tbts 
colloquy: 

Mr. FRYE. Is the Senator from Georo-ia aware that elsewhere (the rules of the 
Senate do not allow me to sav where) a. 'leading Democrat has charge of a. bill and 
is endeavoring to make it a law with the salaries provided in this bill, it being 
really a. pet measure of a leading Democrat '1. 

Mr. BROWN. I will simply say if that is so I disapprov-e v-ery much of the con
duct of that leading Democrat. 

It was a terrible trial to my patience to sit in the Senate, anxious · 
for my bill, and hear this censorious disapproval. The bill, howeverJ 
survives. 

It was some compensation for me to hear my friend, Senator FRYE~ 
who used to adorn this House, give the coup de g1·ace "t? these.patron
izing tones of the Georgian Senator. He regards life-savmg as a 
Democratic measure. 

If there were any credit for this measure to a Democrat, "leading,,. 
or otherwise, I fear my party has lost more than I ha>e by the attempt 
of some of its leaders to embarrass this hun1.ane system. 

Why, sir, this bill was attacked ruthlessly and ignorantly in ~he 
Senate as a sectional measure. Is there any rule of decorum which 
forbids me from replying to these unjust allegations t .AB one respon
sible for the system I beg to respond to the Senatorial harangues. 

THE LIFE·SA VIXG SERVICE NOT SECTIONAL. 

The charge that sectionalism has b~en intro~uced i~to .the .Life
Saving Service rest.s solely upon the disproportionate distnbut10n of 
stations in the North and South. As the author of the measure of 
1878 I desire to repel the charge. These considerations should sat
isfy any candid mind that this disproportion is nece~sary: 

I.-cOAST. 

The difference in the character and conformation of the coast. 
From the Saint Croix River, the northeastern boundary of the United 
States as far as Boston, especially along the States of Maine and New 
Hamp~hire, the coast is exc~edingly jagged and. indented, full of 
rocky ridges, extending out mto the sea anc;l form~g rngge?- capes, 
headlands, points, small islands, and reefs, rnvolvrng peculiar. d~n
gers to mariner · thouO'h, on the other baud, these charactensbcs 
afford numerous harbortf of refuge and places of shelter in tempest
uous weather. 

The coast of Massachusetts has two dan~erous capes: Cape ~nn 
and Cape Cod, the latter a long, barren pe~sula of sand extendmg 
forty miles into the ocean, and then, bending abruptly upward, con
tinues forty miles further, tales of the terrible shipwrecks upon 
which are related in almost every household in New England. 

Below Cape Cod are Nantucket and Vineyard Sounds, which <1on
tain a complete net-work of exceedingly dangerous leclges, shoals, 
and rips. 

The coast of Rhode I~>land partakes more of the nature of the 
coast of Maine. From Montauk Point, the eastern extremity of Long 
Island, to Cape Fear, near the dividing line of the Carolinas, a dis
tance of six hundred miles, the coast has a remarkable and almost 
uniform feature, namely: an outlying narrow strip of sand, vary
ing in width from a quart~r of a mile ~o tive miles, separated from 
the main land from one to stx or seven nnles by bays, sounds, la.goons, 
and other small bodies of water. This desolate strip is intersected 
by New York Delaware, and Chesapeake Bays, the gateways to the 
great marts ~f New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and Norfolk, 
and is broken up into narrow islands of various lengths by numer
ous inlets opening communication, rarely navigable, between the 
ocean and' the bays and sounds. Outside of this sandy stretch are 
sand-bars lying at a distance of from one to five huudred y~ds fr~l!1 
the shore, which is also the case with Cape Cod, many ofwhtch ~h1ft 
their positions with almost every storm. The water over them 1s so 
shallow that vessels of any considerable size driven ashore fetch up 
on them and rarely reach the beach until broken to pice~s .. Between 
these bars and the shore is the surf, the power of whwh .m storms 
speedily crushes and rends into fragments the staunchest vessels. 

}rom Cape Hattems almost to Florida the coast line tends to the 
westward and is distant from the track of >esselR not bound to or 
from the iocal ports embraced within these points, and below Cape 
Fear the shore are generally so bold that ve cis strike well up on 
the beach, renclering. esc~pe from them comparatively. easy. 

The coast of FlorW.a 1s also bold, and 11ersons shipwrecked by 
strandin(J' usually find little difficulty in n-etting ashore, but once on 
shore, as the region is mostly unin?abited, they ar~ b"l.·eatly e~osed 
to the terrors of starvation and thust. In the stra1ts of Flonda are 
many low ceral reefs and islands, with outlying !!hoals, which render 
the passage intricate and dangerous, and wrecks upon them are of 
frequent occurrence, for the protection of life and property from 
which however in view of the distance from land, the methods and 
appliahces of the Life-Saving Service are not at present adapted • 
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Along most of the Gulf coast the water is shoalf01· a great distance 

out. the soundings regular, and the coast line is generally low, marshy 
or Sandy. Vessels often ground upon the shoals, but life is rarely 
imperiled except in hurricanes, when life-saving efforts from the 
shore would be of little use. A large portion of the coast of Texas, 
however, runs almost directly north and south and is exposed to the 
effects of the'' northers," especially if the wind is a little quartering 
from the east, and here station operations are applicable. These 
"northers" are the storms most destructive to shipping in the Gulf, 
but, except on the western coast of Texas, they drive vessels out into 
the Gulf a.ml not ashore. The we tern coast is already supplied with 
stations. It should be here recollected that the protection afforded 
by the Life-Saving Service is chiefly against loss of life and property 
from stranded vessels, and that the service is not equipped with the · 
expensive wrecking steamers and their paraphernalia which are requi
site to give relief to di a bled vessels distant from the shore. 

n.-cLUU.TE. 

It seems scarcely necessary to call attention to the difference in 
the dangers to shipping in the 1·igorous, tempestous, and wintry cli
mate of theN orth and the mild, sunny, summer climate of the South. 
One naturally fixes the dividing line at Cape Hatteras, where the 
warm currents of air which follow the Gulf Stream from the Gulf 
mingle with the colder currents which sweep from the northern 
shore and from off the sea and from inland, producing at that point 
violent commotions and tempests, which have made the name of Hat
teras terrible; ancl it is this region and the coa t north of it that has 
required by far the greate t protection. 

Jll.- SHil'PIXG. 

The shipping exposed to marine disaster in the North far exceed 
that so expo ed in the South. The statistics of the number of 
entrances and clearances of vessels at Northern and Southern ports 
would amply show this if they were at hand; but a. moment's thought 
is sufficient to prove it. All vessels going in and out of Boston must 
pass between Cape Ann and Cape Cod, a.nd in the case of coasters 
along the shores of Maine and New Hampshire or those of Cape Cod. 

All ve sels going in and out of New York, the great commercial 
metropolis of .America, except those navigating Long Island Sound, 
must pa between Long Island and New Jersey, and coa.sters must 
run along these shores ; all vessels going in and out of Philadelphia 
must pa s between Cape May and Cape Henlopen, and coasters 
along the shores of New Jersey, or those of Delaware, Maryland, and 
a portion of Virginia; and all ve sels going in and out of Baltimore 
a)ld Norfolk must pa s between Cape Charles and Cape Henry, and 
coasters alona the shores of Delaware, Maryland and Virginia, or 
those of North Carolina. It is not necessary to ascertain what per
centage of our commerce is embraced in this statement. Below 
HatteraR, as before stated, all vessels except those bound to or from 
tlw local ports between Hatteras and Florida follow lines of travel 
distant from the coast. 

In contrast, therefore, with the commerce of the ports which have 
been named is to be· placed that of Charleston, Savannah, Mobile, 
New Orleans, and Galveston. It is not neces ary to mention the 
ports of minor importance, such a Portland, Portsmouth,, Newbury
port, Gloucester, Newport, Providence, New London, New Haven, 
and other places in the North, and Wilminfct;on, Georgetown, Beau
fort, Fernandina, Jacksonville, Key "\Vest, Pensacola, and other in 
the South. 

JV. - ST.ATJ TIC OF DISA.STERS. 

On pa~e 244 of the annual report of the Life- aving Service for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 11:380, will be found a list of places on 
llhe Atlantic and Gulf coasts where vessels have stranded during the 
la.st ten years. These statistics are not confined to the domam of 
the Life-Saving Service, but embrace all parts of the coast, whether 
within or without the scope of its operations. They are not gathered 
through the agents of the service, but tlu:ongh an independent source 
under the provisions of the act of Juno 20, 1874, which require col
lect.or s of customs and other customs office1· to obtain wreck reports 
of the masters and owners of vessels which sutler disaster. This 
table 15hows exactly what might be expected in view of the foregoing 
considerations. It shows that the number of disaster to vessels by 
stranding are apportioned to the Atlantic State a follows : 
Maine .................. -------.------------ - - . . .... ------ . .. ...... . ....... . 
New Hampshire ............ -----------·-----------········· ........ .. .. . .. . 
Massachusetts ........... . ...... ---- .. ------------------ ........... . ... . ... . 
Rhode Island ...... ------ ...... ------------------------ ..•••. . ...... .. . . .... 
Connecticut .....................................•.......... . ... : .......... . 
New York ........................ ...• .....••............................... 
:New Jersey ................................................................ . 
Delaware------ ............ . ... . .......... .... --- ......... -------.-------.--

~St!riJ:~Ji~~: ::::::::::::::::::: ~ ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
South Carolina ..................... ..... ...... . . ... ....... . ................ . 

~fo'riW:::::::::::::::: _.:::::::: _.:::::::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::: :::: ::: 
~~=~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::-::::::: : :::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Texas .............. ---- .... ---------.------ ... --·.------------------·--·----

315 
25 

529 
102 
45 

208 
:l47 

73 
65 

138 
134 

'27 
19 
88 
5 

15 
!!7 

Total ... . .......... --- ...... .... .. --------- ..... . ..................... !!, 132 

If the division between the North and the South be made at Ma;son 
and Dixon's line, the total number of ve els stranded on the North-

ern coast is 1,471, and in the South 661, or 810 more in the North than 
in the South. But no complaint has been heard that the number of 
existing stations and tho e provided for in the bill are not sufficient 
as far south as the northern boundary of South Carolina. If, then, 
we make the division at this line, the total number of disasters north 
of it is found 00 be 1,875, against 251 outh. New Jersey alone has 
247, which is within 4 of the whole numbe1· south, while Massachu
setts has more than twice the number. 

DISTRffiUTION OF SERVICE. 

Now, while these statistics are very useful and largely guide the 
officers of the service in considering the distribution of stations when 
recommending action by Congress, it would be folly to distribute 
the stations in exact proportion to them. For instance, on the coast 
of Maine, because of the numerous harbors and sheltering lees here
tofore alluded to, and the fact that at many places where vessels 
strike they go well up on the land as they do in the South. making 
escape easy, there are but nine stations provided, counting those 
existing and those contemplated by the bill. For similar and other 
rea.sons Ma.ssachusetts, although embracing many more disa.sters than 
any other State, will have. but twentr-one stations when those pro
vided for in the bill are established. New Jersey has forty stations 
and it has been found necessary to establish two more. For refer
ence here is a statement by districts on the Atlantic and Gulf coa.sts 
showing the number of vessels stranded in each district during the 
ten years ended June 30, 1880, the number of existing stations, and 
the number of additional stations proposed by the bill. 

"' ~ ,;; rn 
'a <:: Q § 
"' ~-d 0 .2 ~-d 
I>~ 

.... 
~ .5~ ::l'-' Districts. States. ,...§ """] c.oo 

Po .... "-'0 
0~ -;$ 0 o ... 

--~ .Po 0 0 0 0 z E-1 z z 
- - --- - - -

First district ........ t Maine.-----------····· 315 } 340 7 4 New Hampshire ....... 25 
Second district ......... Massachusetts ........ 529 529 15 6 

Third district ........ { Rhode Island .... - .. ... 102 J :no 37 :l7 New York . ........ . ... 208 
Fourth disb.ict .. . . .... New Jersey . ...... ... . 247 !!47 40 42 

Fifth <listric~ ---·---·1 
Delaware .............. 73 

~ Maryland ............. 65 202 11 (). 
Virginia, (part) ........ 64 

Sixth district ... . .... { ·Virginia, (part) ... . .... 74 } 208 25 2 N orlh Carolina ....... . 134 
Seventh di trict ........ Florida. ................ 88 5 6 

( Alabama ...... ........ 5 

} Eighth district ....... t Louisiana . ............ 15 121 
61 

1 Texas ............... .. 97 
Missi sippi. ....... .... 4 

~Ir. Speaker, I ha;ve been thus particular in vindicating this bill 
because if it becomes a law it "rill require ne more or other general 
legislation for years, except, perhap , additional tations or houses 
of refuge and the annual appropriations. 

As I am associated with this system, I desire to remove the ungen-
erous reproach that it is sectional. . 

The answer to these allegations may be found in the history of the 
service during the past twelve years. This I have given. Its his
tory the past year is a plendid viudication. 

LIFE SA VIXG THJ<: LA..t;T YEAR. 

Two hundred and fifty disasters to vessels occurred within the 
scope of the Life-Saving Serric~ during the fiscal year ended Juno 
30, 1881. Eighteen hundred and seventy-eight per ons were on board 
these vessels, and 1, :>4 ofthem were saved. Twenty-four were lost. 
In addition to the 1,854 saved from distressed vessels, 16 persons who 
were not on board of ve els were re cue(l from drowning by tho crews 
of the service. Four hundred and even shipwrecked persons were 
sheltered and cared for at stations, to whom 1,060 days' relief in the 
aggregate was fmnished. 

The value of the ve 'els involved in these disasters is estimated at 
. 2,744,247, and their cargoes at 1,310.50il; total ...-alne of property 
imperiled, $4,054,752. Of the total imperiled 2,82d,&:!O was t>aved 
and $1,226,070 lost. There were sixty-six ve sels totally lost. 

In rendering assistance the surf-boat was used two hundred a.nd 
fifteen times, making three hundred and seventy-six trips. The self
righting and self-bailing life-boat was called into service ten times, 
making thirteen trips. Seventy trips were made in smaller boat , 
which were used on fifty-four occasions. The life-car was used once 
and made three trips. 

The breeches-buoy was used fifteen times and made one hundred 
and thirty-two passages. The wreck-gtm was fired twenty-five times, 
being employed thirteen times. Two hundred and forty-eight per
sons were landed in the surf-boat, 19 in the life-boat, 20 in small 
boats, 6 by the life-car, and 98 by the breeches-buoy. Eleven persons 
were brought ashore by lines cast over vessels, and the surfmen 
rescued 14 more bydraggingthem.out of the surf and undertow. A 
surfman swam to one man and rescued him; another was dragged 
out of the ice; one was taken from the water into which he had 
fallen, and five others were recovered who had gone overboard from. 
boats and piers. · · 
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Vessels were worked off when stranded, repaired when damaged, 
piloted out of dangerous places, and assisted in various ways by sta
tion crews. This work was done by the crews generally alone, but 

'fiOmetimes they were assiste,d by or worked in conjunction with other 
wrecking agencies. 

By the watchful vigilance of the life-saving crews, 45vessels were 
warned of their approach to dangerous places, with the signals in 
-the hands of the patrolmen, ::tnd thns saved from disaster. 

This, sir, was last year's work; one yea~ only. Does it not in its 
.supreme benefaction rescue from detraction the attempt to place 
this service along with the business of taking lifef ·was there ever 
-.since God gave gentleness to the human heart and made our race 
-thrill with heroic devotion to rescue and save so noble a system of 
heroism as this service illustrateR t 

CONCLUSION. 

I have spoken here perhaps too much of this service. I fear to 
.cloud its brightness by words merely iterative. But, sir, there are 
hearts beating with sympathy awaiting our action here of which 
the representatives of the people should know more. These hearts 
seek relief in their human sympathy, sometimes in poetic sensibility. 

I have just had presented to me some verses of tenderest melody. 
.1\Iay I be permitted to quote the words of the gifted wife of one of 
.our own members, the gentlemanfromillinois, [.Mr. SPRINGER,] who 
sings of the Wreck upon the Strand with such sweetness and light 
as to make our path of duty both plain and beautiful: 

Row like our mortal life is to the sea ! 
Its tranquil hours, its st~rms, its m;ystery ; 
Its breakin~ waves, that ceaseless beat the shore 
Like breaking hearts that hope till hope is o'er. 
Its drifting sails, that meet upon the main 
Like hearts that lo>e an hour then part again. 
Its hidden grave , o'er which the waters flow, 
Ridin_g the keletons that sleep below; 
lts drifting sands, that kindly cover o'eP 
Like passing years, the wrecks that Une the shore; 

i\t~0~c1!'~e~h;;o~ t~:~~~~~:;:~:O near! 
Its haze, throu~h which we see the distant land, · 
But most of all1ts wrecks upon the strand. 

lt is our consolation and delectation that amid the vicissitudes 
()f the sea and of our life-of which the sea is an emblem-'we are 
enabled to make its catastrophies harmless by the humane legisla
tion of whicllthis bill is an example for all time and to all nations. 
We beml over the stranded wreck, the Iris not of poetry and hope 
()nly, but by our code of gentle laws we send out upon the dark 
waves the angel of safety. We compensate for grief and danger by 
the heroism which the Government fosters and sustains by the gra.nt 
of means under kind conditions to the end that the sanctity of hu
man life may be enhanced and the world ameliorated· and blessed. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask the readin~ of the proposition a tissue before 
the House again, because in the contusion when it was read I was un
able to hear clearly or fully understand its effect. Now, I admit that 
the proposition does appeal to the better feelings of humanity, more 
especially where men have been drowned or have otherwise lost 
their ~ives.in this serv~ce. But, ne~ertheless,.this !?eneral chara~t~r 
of le~lSlatwn perhaps mvolves the maugurat10n of a system of c1vil 
pensiOns. When once such a systemisinaugurated, howeasyitwill 
be to extend this provision from two years to a longer time; or, in 
any case of disability, to a longer time than one year, or in case of 
minors for a longer period than sixteen years. 

Now, if I am correctly informed, this question has been considered 
as a question of pensions and the creation of a civil pension list be
fore one of the committees of this House, and has been reported or 
is about to be reported upon adversely. The gentleman from New 
Yorkwants to make adistinctionofterms between the general char
acter of the bill, asserting in this instance that it is a gratuity, 
whereas in the instance I have suggestecl as having been adversely 
reported upon by the committee it is recognized as a pension list; 
it does create a quasi pension list; and for that reason I think we 
should approach the subject with the greatest caution. 

This proposition was never considered in the House. It is true, 
as stated, perhaps, that this provision was added in the Senate; but 
when it came back to the House it was non-concurred in, if my recol
lection is correct, and if not the gentleman can correct me. 

1\Ir. COX, of New York. The gentleman is correct. .All of the 
amendments were formally non-concurred in. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is my recollection, and the measure now 
stands before the House simply upon the langua~e proposed by the 
Senate to be ingrafted upon statutes of the Ulllted States. Now, 
with reference to the families of these men who have losttheirlives 
in the service I have every sympathy. But if the principle sou&~t 
to be created here is a correct one a man on the police force in tnis 
city who loses his life or is disabled in the service should be pen
sioned; or the men of the revenue-marine service should be pen
sioned, and, in fact, the Commissioner has made a recommendation 
to that effect. And so with firemen, who may have lost their lives 
here, the same claim might be set up for pensions in their cases. 

My sole object was to direct the attention of the House to the in
auguration of the system upon which we are about to enter, so that 
if the majority shall decide to adopt it they shall do so with a full 
undustanding of it and with their eyes open. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I ask the gentleman to yield to me 
for a moment. 

Mr. R.il\TDALL. I will yield to the gentleman the remainder of 
my time. · 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. It seems to me there is some confu
sion in the minds of gentlemen in re§O'ard to these provisions which 
have been added to the bill in the enate. I find that one of the 
sectionsprovidesthatanypersoninjuredin the service shall continue 
to draw his pay during one year, and if deemed advisable by the Gen
eral Superintendent he may continue to draw itfortwoyears. Now, 
that certainly is a reasonable proposition, and is not to bo regarded 
in the light of a pension. It is in the nature of a temporary relief 
for a disability incurred in the public service of a peculi:nly hazard
ous character. 

As a rule no person enga()'ed in business in this country employing 
men cuts off their wages if they are disabled in his service until it 
is determined whether they are permanently invalided or not. It 
seems to me, therefore, that there can be no objection to that pro
vision. 

The second provision, which is called a pension, is not in fact a 
pension, but an allowance of wages for two years to the widow or 
family of the person who may be killed or die from wounds or inju
ries received in the service. So far as this would tend to establish a 
civil pension list, I might be disposed to object to it. 

But when you consider the nature of this service, when you con
sider that although it is a paid service it is after all es entially a 
volunteer service, one that existed on the coa t of this country long 
before the Government took it in hand, and these men, although 
paid, are receiving simply a remuneration for .eo much time devoted 
to the service and nothing for the risk and danger attending it, it 
seems to me it is hardly fair to call a pension this allowance for two 
years, and discuss it from that point of view. It should rather be 
regarded as a part of the contract by which he engages in a service 
exposed to peculiar peril. For myself I shall oppose all civil pen
sions, but on a careful reading of these sections it seems to me they 
are not open to this objection, and make but a reasonable and fair 
allowance for the risk attendin~ this most important and difficult 
public service. Let it be rememoered the allowance in no case is to 
exceed two years' pay, which is no more than any just man will re
gard as a mod"erate pension for a family suddenly deprived of its 
means of support by the sacrifice of the life of its head in order to 
save the lives of those "who go down to sea in ships." 

:Mr. COX, of New York. Andis intended as an incentive to induce 
men to enter this service. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I now yield five minutes to the gen
tleman from New Jersey, [Mr. HILL.] 

Mr. HILL. I hope the report of the committee of conference will 
be adopted. I believe that some members here lose sight of the fact 
that the men who are the mo t exposed in this service and the most 
likely to come under the operation of the provisions of thi bill are 
the keepers and the sur:fmen. 

If I understand it, the keepers will under this bill receive a com
pensation of $800 a year for their services, and the surfmen receive 
at the rate of 50 per month, or 600 a year. Therefore the allowance 
under this provision of the bill will amount to $1,200 in the case of 
surfmen, and of 1,600 in the case of the keepers for two years, those 
merr being more exposed than any others in this service on the coast. 

I know a little of the exposures and hardships of this sm··dce, and 
have seen a little of the work of these keepers and surfinen. 'Ve 
have a hundred and twenty miles of coast in New Jersey which 
these men have to look after. We know that during the storms of 
winter and in the darkne s of night they are obligecl to pah·ol the 
coast, to be subject to the greatest exposure, and when there is a 
wreck on the coast they must risk their lives in rescuing those persons 
who may be on the wreck. 

I well remember a short time before the reorganization of the Life~ 
Saving Service, near Squam Beach, a wreck came on shore, and there 
were very few men to be found who were willing to risk their lives in 
taking a life-boat outtothewreck to rescue those upon it. Volunteers 
were called for, and a number stepped forward and entered the boat; 
and some of them lost their lives on that occasion. 

Standing by were the wives and children of these men, looking 
upon their husbands and fathers, and pleading with them not to risk 
their lives in that service. Amid it all one noble fellow said to his 
wife, "I ha>e a duty to perform in the line of my service here and 
I must go." He went in the boat, and there upon the waters before 
her own eyes she saw her husband washed overboard and drowned, 
and his body came ashore among the dead who were wMhed from the 
vessel, the voice that had so recently spoken to them hushed in death. 

I hold that men who risk their lives in that way for the help of 
others ought to be looked after by this great Government-and by the 
people who are so much interested in having a perfect life-saving 
service on the coast. We know that during the last few years, since 
this service has been made more effective tban it was in years gone 
by, there have been fewer wrecks and little loss of life. These 
men in the storm and darkest nights, bearing their red torche , sig
nals of danger, patrol the coast giving warning to >e el· to keep 
away, that they are too near the land. 

The vigilance of the life-saving patrols, who are nightly guarding 
the beaches, detects yessels, either sailing too near the shore or stand-
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ing directly into danger, and in such cases the patrolmen at once fire 
their red Caston signals, whose vivid flame warns the navigators of 
their peril, and enables them to wear ship or tack away in time. 
Thus the :patrolman becomes a sort of perambulating beacon, flash 
1ng in aid of navigation npon occasion. There have been during the 
past year forty-five instances where vessels in jeopardy have received 
this species of warning, and been saved from total or partial wreck, 
the signal being well understoo(l on the vessels, so perfect is the 
signal system. This js a class of assistance which.deserves special 
mention, involving as it does all the benefits to commerce and human
ity of the more serious operations while unaccompanied by damage 
<Or suft'ering. 

They oftentimes are obliged to draw their heavy carriage or car 
with their apparatus through soft deep sand with ropes over their 
.-shoulders, in all wei~hing twelYe hundred pounds, and sometimes 
have to go to a vessel three or four miles, some of the way waist
deep in the water, carrying their life-saving car, mortar, ropes, &c., 
s.nd things necessary to get communication with a wreck. Sometimes 
these men are out sixteen and twenty hours with but little to eat or 
drink; they thus labor in the line of their duty for the saving of 
human life and property. At some of the stations on the coast they 
are allowed to hire horses, if any can be got near by, to hitch to their 
car and apparatus, and at some stations it is impossible to get them. 
The service will never be complete until the more exposed coasts are 
fully equipped with horses to take their loads of apparatus to the place 
of wreck. It can be readily seen how worn and exhausted and unfit 
for surf duty are men who have been compelled to draw those heavy 
burdens through the sand and water three or four miles. One of 
the provisions of this bill, as has been stated and referred to, and now 
before this House for aa ption, reads a.s follows: 

SEc. 7. That if any keeper or member of a crew of a life-saving or life-boat sta
tion shall be so disabled by reason of any wound or injury received or disease con
tracted in the Life-Saving Service in the line of duty as to unfit him for the per
formance of duty, such disability to be determined in such manner a shall be.. 
prescribed in the regulations of the service, he shall be continued upon the rolls 
of the service and entitled to rereive his full pay during the continuance of such 
~sability, not to exceed the period of one year, unless the General Superintendent 
shall recommend, upon a. statement of facta, the extension of the period through 
a portio• or the whole of another year, and said recommendation receive the ap. 
~roval of the Secretary of the Treasnry as just and reasonable; bot in no case 
shall said <lisableu keeper or member of a crew be continued upon the rolls or 
l'eceive pay for a longer period than two years. 

And also: 
SEC. 8. That if any keeper or member of a crew of a life-saving or life-boat 

station shall hereafter die by reason of perilous service or any wound or injnry 
received or disease contra.cted in the Life-Savin~ Service in the line of duty, leav
in~ a widow t. or a. child or children under sixteen years of age, such widow and 
child or chilaren shall be entitled to receive in equal portions during a period of 
two years, under such retmlations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, 
tbe same amount, payab)e quarterly as far as practicable, that the husband or 
father would be entitled to receive as pay if he were alive and continued in the 
service: Provided, That if the widow shall remarry at any time during the said 
two years her portion of said amount shall cease to be pal.d to her from the date 
.of her remarriaue, but shall be added to the amount to be paid to the remaining 
beneficiaries un3.er the provisions of this section, if there be any; and if any child 
shall arrive at the age of sixteen years during the said two years the payment of 
the portion of such child shall cease to be paid to such child from the date on 
which such age shall be attained, bot shall be added flo the amount to be paid to 
·the remaining beneficiaries, if there be any. 

That, in my opinion, does not go far enough. If any class of per
sons are entitled to aid and care of the Government they are families 
of keepers anu surfmen who may have lost their lives in the Govern
ment service, in the work of saving life on the United States coasts. 
The number of deaths in late year , through the efficiency of the Life
Saving Service, have been very few, and are likely to be fewer in the 
future, as this service is perfected, but when they do occur the Gov
ernment ought to look after the families of those who die. December 
1.6, I introduced a bill containing a clause to suit these cases, which 
reads as follows: 

S&c. 7. That if any keeper or member of a crew of a life·saving or life·boatsta
tion has lost his life in the performance ofhiR duty, or died byrea.sonofanywound 

-i>r in,jury received or disease contract~d in the line of hi~ duty in the Life-Saving 
Service. or shall hereafter lose his life or die by like reason, leaving a widow or a 
child or children, the widow and child or children of a keeper shalf be entitled to 
receive the same :r,ension as if the husband or father were a lieutenant in the naval 
Mrvice of the Umted Sta.tes, and the widow and child or children of a member of 

~~~:: :!~a~e~~!l:~;~ ~:~~: ~i~::U'i!t!ds~~~t!:. if the husband or father 

The committee saw fit to report another bill, and so the above 
section did not come up for action, and now this bill under consid
eration from the conference committee, I understand, cannot be 
amended. While I would have preferred to have the above bill 
passed, yet I shall vote for adopting the committee's report allowing 
two years' salary to families of deceased keepers or surfmen. An
other provision in this bill under consideration allows keepers $800 
per year ancl surfmen $50 a month or $600 per year. In the bill I 
introduced it allowed the surfmen 65 per month, which I think a 
proper amount. It reads as follows: 

SEc. 5. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to cause to be 
paid to any of the keepers and members of the crews of the Life-Saving Service, 
upon the recommendation of the superintendent of the district in which such keep· 
era and crews belong, concurred in by the inspecting officer of said district, and 
approved by the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service, one month's 
-ert:ra pay for such extraordinary and gallant services hereafter rendered at any 
shlpwrcck as in his judgment shall merit such consideration; the compensation 
for pa)- of the keepers to be at the rate of$ 00 per year, and the compen.:;atiou for 
pa:Y of 1he c1·ews of Pxperienced snrfmen at liJe-saTI.ng aud life-boat stations at the 
rate of $65 per month. 

When we consider the hard work they perfo:Pm, the great risk of 
life attending it, $65 is not too much for the service. I have been 
on the New Jersey coast at~erentpoints, seen many of these men, 
heard their tales of shipwrecks, know their experience as surfmen 
who would any time risk their own lives to save others. But few 
witness their bravery and know of the great risk they run of their 
own live~. !heir · pr~ent pay is $1.33 a. day:_and find themselves; 
under this bill they w1ll get 10 a month additional, not the pay of 
a page in this House for six and eight hours a day. I received not 
long since a letter from a gentleman of high standing connected 
with the Life-Saving Service, who writes as follows: 

I trust you will pardon the liberty I take in presenting the subject of an in
crease of salary for our miserably paia Life-Savinu Service1 and in asking your co
operation and aid in aecnring legislation necessary to secnre 1t. These men perform 
the most arduous and perilous service of any class of persons in Government em
ploy, and when we consider that a day means twenty-fonr honrs, and a week 
seven days, the pay received is entirely inadeq,nate. Indeed, it will not support 
their families, and they are now serving only m the hope that the long-deferred 
promise of more liberal compensation Will be speedily fulfilled. They.can easily 
earn better paY. in other less responsible pursnitli ; and, should they a bandon the sta
tions1 yor•rs will be required to properly educate and train a class of ;inexperienced 
men m the peculiar duties reqnireu. New Jersey comprises one of ·the most ex
posed districts in the United States, and having been connected with the service 
six years ancl become acquainted with the three hundred and twelve men who 
have faithfnlly and creditably served the commercial world, and knowing their 
ability and trustworthiness, I should exceedingly regret to see them leave the 
service because a <fflvernment which annually appro~riates millions to impro'\"'e 
obscure streams and harbors fails to recognize therr claim for a reasonable increase 

-of the meager allowance they now receive; 

.showing the views of one who lives among them and knows all 
about their work. I would be glad if the amount asked for in my 
bill could be paid, but as the committee decided against me I vote 
for the adoption of the conference committee's report. When this 
service was reorganized in 1871, it was my pleasure to give my voice 
and my vote to help perfect and make it more efficient. I have 
many constituents who are interested in having it sustained and per
fected, and as a Representative of New Jersey I feel interested in its 
success. This service being lar~ely located on the shores of New 
Jersey, we desire that it shall renect credit upon the Stateaswellas 
the whole country. The results ef last year's operations of the Life
Saving Service in the United States, as seen in the report ending 
June 30, 1881, are very gratifying. 

There were, according to the reports of the district officers, 250 dis
asters to vessels within the scope of the service during the year. On 
board these vessels there were 1,878 persons, of whom 1,854 were sa vcd 
and 24 lost. Succor was afforded at the stations to 407 shipwrecked 
persons, to whom 1,060 days' relief in the a~gregate was furnished. 
The estimated value of the vessels involvea in these disasters was 
$2,744,247, and that of their cargoes $1,310,505, making the total value 
of the property imperiled $4,054,752. Of this amount $'2,828,680 was 
saved and 1,226,072lost. The number of disasters involving total 
loss of vessels was 66. 

In one hundred and eighty-eight instances vessels were worked off 
when stranded, piloted out of dangerous places, repaired when dam
aged, or assisted in similar ways by f:!tation crews. In some of these 
cases the men worked in conjunction with other wrecking a<Yencies, 
but generally by themselves and the sailors on board alone. fn many 
instances both vessels and crews would have been lost without this aid. 

The subjoined table gives a summary of results in the field of life
saving operations for the last ren years, the period since the intro
duction of the present system: 

General summary of disasters toltich 1t.at•e occwn·ed 1vithin the scope of life
saving operatimzs,f?·ont November 1, 1871, (dateofiJztroduction of pres
ent systetn,) to close of jiscalyea1· ending June 30, 1881 : 

~~!~ =:rf Y:tlir~~:: ~ ~ ~ ~ ~:: ~:::: ~ ~:: :-:::::: ~::::::::::::::::::: $~: ~g: ~J 
Total value of property saved . ---. _. -- _- .. --- _ .......... __ .. _. __ .. __ . $14, 958,895 
Total value of property lost . __ .... _ - .. _ ... _ - ________ .. __ . __ ... __ .. _ _ _ $9, 553, 592 
Total number of persons on vessels.-------._.--- ___ . __ . ______ . __ .. __ . 12,259 

~~r::i ~~~:~gfE.::ol~!ts-~~~~-: :::::::::::: :~ :::::::::::::::::::::::: u, ~ 
Total number of persons succored_---_.----. _______ . _______ ._. __ .. ___ 2, 610 
Total number of days' succor afforded ..... __ . __________ ._---· _______ . 7, 050 

We give below a table of operations for the last ten years on the 
coast of New Jersey: 

Stati~tics of disasters from November 1, 1871, to June 30, 1881. 
N'umber of wrecks.--_--._ .. ____________ ----- __ . _______________ .. ------ 283 
ToW •alue of vessels.---_ .. ____ ._ .. --· ____________ . __ .---- _____ .------ $3,569,450 

~~~J ;:t~: ~~ ';:O~oe~.·-- .· .·.· _· .·.·.· .- .-.·_-_._._._._-.- _-_-_- .-.-.-.-_-_-~:::::::::: ::::::::: ~: ~~~: g~ 
Total value of property saved .... __ ... ___ . ___ .. ·--- .•. _ .. ---·_ ..... ____ $3,345,718 
ToW value of property lost. __ .. __ .. ___________ . _____ . _. ________ . ______ $1, 901,163 
Total number ofhves rmperiled .... __ . __ .. __ ....... ---- _________ ··-- .• 2, 211 
Total number of lives saved ....•• ______ . __ ... ____ ·---_ .. ________ .------ 2,177 
Total number of lives lost. __ .. __ .. __ .. ____ ... _____ . __ . ... --··-_________ 34 
Number of shipwrecked persons shelt~red a.t stations.·-----·---·----·- 600 
Number of days' shelter afforded.-- .. ----- .. ------ .. ---------- .. ·----. 1, 736 

The report for 1881 shows on the New Jersey coast forty wrecks, 
and not a loss of life. This is most gratifying, showing the results 
of the ~ervice and its complete efficiency. In striling contrast with 
the present state of affairs on Long Island and New Jersey coasts, 
I submit the following extract from the report of 1876, page 61: 

Prior to the first a.tt~mpts of the Government in 1848 for the preservation of life 
and property upon these shore , it can only be stated that the latter were so tar-
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ribly calamitous as to be held in the utmo t dread by ship-owners and mariners, 
anci the names of Fire Island, Barne.,.at, and other localities were synonyms of 
horror. As has been shown, these ear~y eftorts must have been productive of con
siderable benefit, yet in the discussion in the House of Representatives which pre
ceded the passage of the act ''for the better preservation of life and property from 
ve!>sels shipwrecked on the coasts of the United States," approved Decemoer 14, 
1854 it was repeatedly asserted by Mr. Skelton, ofN ew .r ersev, and Mr. Chandler, of 
Pen~syl >ania, that the loss of life by shipwreck on theN ew .t ersey and Long Island 
coasts was more than a thousand annually, and although there was a vigorous op
position to th~ bill this assertion was !l?t questioned. The statement seem~ hardly 
credible, yet 1ts unchallenged repetixon proves that the annual loss of life was 
not01ion.;,iy enormou . 

Since 18il accurate reports of all disasters occurring within the 
ranue of the operations of the service have been furnished the De
part';ueut, from which the list above of disasters on New Jersey coast 
is taken. 

The report further states: 

The statistics of five years' operations must force upon the mind the striking 
conside::ation of the si!mal triumph gained by the service over the once invincible 
terrors of our sea boar3. Prior to 1850, as has been said, there is no record of the 
frightful mass of calamities, and we can only rely upon common tradition and upon 
unchallenged assertions made in public debate by dwellers on the shore, such a 
have been herein referred to. But from 1850 to 1870 we have a few data, and meager 
antl imperfect though they are, they yet afford the basis for some comparison. 'Ve 
know, for example, that during these twenty years, 512 persons pen~;hed on the 
coa. t of New Jersey and Long Island alone, and though this sum is but a fragment 
of the fact., and the evidence is extautthat the actual loss, though its number is un· 
known, was far greater, yet even this aggregate yields for f.hat coa tan aserage of 
over l!5 per ons lost per annum. 

Wl1at, now, by the statistics given, has been the loss on the saiD(' coast since 
1871 ~ Only sixteen persons in five years.! Again t the average_ annual loss of 25.0 . 
prior to 1871, the sum being but a fraction of the ghastly reality. the renomted 
se1·vice sets tlle record of 3.2 per annum, a decrease of 87~ per cent. In other 
words, where twenty-five persons we1•e annually lost, and doubtle s thrice that 
number, there are IJow three. Such a record as this has never been surpassed in 
the annals of effort for the mitigation of marine disa ters. It is the legitimate 
fruit of organization ; and if ever the annual re nlt shall be less proud, it will be 
becau e the Government fails to meet the demands made by the natural develop
ment of the service. 

In 1881, report shows, as already stated, on the New Jersey coast 
forty wrecks, yet not the loss of a life. Certainly such a service 
with such results should receive every encouragement at the hands 
of Con~r:ess. 

The sea-coast of New Jersey is one hundred and twenty miles in ex
tent. Three-fourths of all passengers and freight from Europe to this 
country pass along this coast. It is said two-thirds .of the United 
States revenue are collected in New York, which could not be col
lected unless the ve sels in which the importations are made came to 
the port where the duties are paid, and nearly all have to pass along 
the New Jer ey coast. . 

Millions of property and hundreds of lives have been saved by the 
New Jersey coastservicesinceithasbeeninexistence, while millions 
of the one and hundreds of the other have been lost through the 
neglect of the Government in the past to give the aiu and assistance 
necessary to make the service a complete success. 

It is our duty to protect life and property and leave nothing un
done whereby we can make effectual and complete the life-saving 
service of our sea-coast. This matter is exciting a great deal of atten
tion. All who cross the ocean and do business on the sea, the whole 
hipping interests of the country, have a deep interest in this matter. 

The large number of precious lives that are in constant danser, the 
vast amount of property that is liable to be destroyed on this coast 
as it approaches or leaves our two great commercial cities, New York 
and Philadelphia, demand that the service be made thoroughly effi
cient. Already it stands foremost among institutions of the kind in 
the world, and the nations of Europe are asking the aid of our Gov
ernment in introducing upon their shores the American system, yet 
it has not reached the perfection its managers strive fo:r: and predict 
if Congress will only give the proper encouragement and the adequate 
means to do with. 

This is a question that interests every one, to rescue lives and 
property, and the men in whose interests this bill iB dr~wn ought to 
command the favor and sympathy of the members of this House. To 
understand this matter properly and what these men have to do 
the members ought to visit one of these life-saving stations, and 
also to be present in a storm and witness a wreck on the beach. 
We have before ns an extract of a speech delivered by Senator Stock
ton, when in the United States Senate, which gives a vivid descrip
tion of a storm and wreck on the New Jersey coast. I quote as fol
lows: 

I saw two ships come ashore within four miles of each other, one within a mile 
of the bouse I sojomned in on Sqnan Beach. I was there and saw the mortar 
tired. I saw the line seized. I was near enough to gaze into the faces of the anx
ious and sutferinJ!; ones on board of that ship, women and children as well as men; 
I could have tossed a. biscuit in the ship, and :yet they might as well have been 
ten miles off. I saw the captain's wife put in this car, and hel:J.>Cd Ura.w her ashore 
;and to take her safely out of it. And every living human bemg was saved from 
'that ship. But down below, where the other ship was wrecked, there was no ata-. 
"tion. I was there and I sa.w the boldest and the bravest men the world ever saw 
get into a life-boat, notwithstanding the prayers and entreaties of their own fam· 
.ilies dependent on them for bread that they would not do so. I saw them start for 
tthat ship; I saw the boat overset, and I saw it strike one man of that brave little 
•crew in the back and his lifeless bodY. washed on shore, where wailed his desolate, 
:heart-broken, and impoverished family. Some lives were saved on that occasion; 
·the sea was not quite as high as it was above, but the back of the ship, as it is 
<Called, was broken, and many a life waslo t, every one of which might have been 
saved if you had had the apparatus and a station there. · 

Theso life-cars are described by a writer as follows: 
The life-car is a sort of boat formed of copper or iron and closed over above by 

a convex deck, with a ort of door or hatchway tlu-ough it, by which the passen
gers to be conveyed in it to the shore are admitted. The car will bold from fOUl' 
to five persons. 'Vhen the pa sengers are put in, the door, or rather coYer, is
shut down and bolt~d to its place, and the car is then drawn to the land, sus 
pended by 1ings fl'Om a hawser which bas previously been stretched from tho ship
to the shore. 

The car is suspended from the hawser by means of short chains attached to tho 
ends of it. The e chAins terminate in rings above, which rings 1ide upon tb& 

hawser, thus allowing the car to traverse to and fro from the Vet>sel to the shore. 
The car is drawn along in making these passages, by means of lines attached t~ 
the two ends of it, one of which passes to the ship and the other to the shore. 
By means of these lines the emptv car is fir t drawn out to the wreck by the pas-
engers and crew, and then when' loaded, it is drawn back to the land by the peo

ple assembled there. 

Among the wrecks on the New Jersey coast was one described 
below, which occurred a few years ago, that excited much interest 
and tested the efficiency of the life-saving apparatus and the bravery 
and unselfish work of the keepers and surfmen of the Life-Saving 
Service: • 

It was in the middle of January and during a tcni.fic now-storm the ship Ayr
shire, with about two hundred passengers, was driven upon the shore by the
storm, and la-;y there stranded, the sea. beating over her and a swi' so heavy rolling 
in as made it liD possible for any boat to reacli her. It happened that one of th6 
stations which we have described was near. The people on the shore assembled 
and brou~ht out the 2pparatus. They fired the shot, taking aim so well that tho 
line fell directly ac1-oss the wreck. It was caught b:y the crew on board and the
hawser hauled off. The car was then attached, and m a shoTt time e>ery one ot 
the two hundred passengers, men, women, children, and e"t"en infants in their 
mothers' arms, wa.~ brought safely through the foaming surges and landed at the
station. The car which perfonned this service was considered as fully entitled 
to an honorable di charge from active dutv. 

No money paid out of the United States Trea ury was ever put for 
better use and more carefully and economically expended, and to
my mind no appropriation has been made by the pre ent Conp-ess 
-so just and for o good a purpose as that called for and appropnated 
in this bill; and the provision in the bill that provides tor familie~ 
of deceased keepers and surfmen is wise, humane, and just. I hop~ 
the proposition to grant them some little consideration will meet 
with a favorable response by the House, and that the report of th~ 
committee of conference will be adopted unanimously. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I yield for a few moment.s to the gen
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. CAXDLER.] 

Mr. C.A..NDLER. Mr. Speaker, if members of the House will read 
these sections and reflect upon them for a single moment, I believe 
that there1lort ofthecommitte~ of conference will be adopted unan
imously. The propo hion is not to grant a pension; it is simply to 
pay to men disabled in this service, or to the wives and children of" 
those who lose their lives in the service, the wages the men would 
have received for not exceeding two years. The class of persons for 
whose benefit this provision is designed are tho e who are justly en
titled to such provision. ·when a man loses his life in this service it 
is proposed that the Governlllent grant to his widow and his fatherless; 
children for two years the pay that the husband and father would 
have received had he lived and continued in the service. .A.s a $en
eral thing these are men in the vigor of life, from twenty-five to10rty 
years of aue, with dependent families; and when they lose their 
lives, the fatherless children, too young to do anything for them
selves, are left to the care and support of the mother. I ask gentle
men to look at the question just as it is-a. proposition to pay, forth~ 
benefit of the widow and fatherless children, compensation for two 
years at the rate which their natural protector would have earned it 
his life had not been sacrificed in the service of the Government anu 
for his fellow-men. 

I listened with much interest to the remarks of the gentleman wh() 
immediately preceded me, [l\fr. HILL.) No man in this House wh() 
was born by the sea and has seen a life-boat go out into the storm 
and darkness to rescue persons imperiled by shipwreck can hesitate 
to vote for and in the most earnest way to advocate the adoption or 
this report. 

I represent a portion of the New England States, and I have pre
sented to this House some of the strongest petitions that could pos
sibly be sent from that section in favor of a provision of this kind. 
One of these petitions was from the Marine Society of Boston-a. 
society which for almost one hundred years has been sustained by 
merchants and seafaring men for the support and aid of aged sea 
capt.ains and their widows-men who comprehend and appreciate 
the perils of the deep and the heroism of the sailors that man a life
boat in a winter's storm on the Atlantic coast. 

These petitions recommend a. provision such as that now proposed, 
both as an act of humanity for the protection of life, and as a. wise 
measure for the benefit of commerce, if it is necessary t.o consider 
it in that connection. They represent the sentiment of my section 
of the country. I advocate the adoption of this report, and hope it 
will be agreed to, as it should be, without division. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I yield two minutes to the gentle
man from Minnesota, [Mr. Du~~'ELL,] who wishes to set liimself 
right. . 

Mr. D~LL. Mr. Speaker, when the report of the committee 
of conference was read I was a little too hasty in raising an objec
tion, because I bad not heard the statement which accompanied tlle 
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:report. I desire now to say that I am heartily in favor of th~ report 
~f the committee of conference. As a member of the Committee on 
Commerce for four years I became acquainted with this Life-Saving 
. Service; and there is so much in it to win the sympathy and support 
.of any man that I am willing now to vote for this slight pension, 
if you please to call it such, although it is not that in fact, but sim
ply a just measure of compensation to the very brave and heroic class 
-of men engaged in this Life-Saving Service. 

The geutleman from New York has well said that we have prece
dents for this legislation in cases which, though not precisely like 
this, involve the same principle. ~Vhen a member of this House dies 
we habitually vote to his family twelve or eighteen months' pay for 
Gervices which he has never performed; and in various other in
lltances we make compensation for service very much less meritori
ous than that provided for in this bill. 

Mr. 'fOWNSEND, of Ohio. I yield for a few minutes to the gen
tleman from New Jersey, [:Mr. BREWER.] 

:M:r. ROBESON and Mr. HAWK obtained leave to have printed in 
the REcoRD remarks upon the pending question. [See Appendix.] 

:M:r. BRKWER. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as the Life-Saving Service 
<>f the United States had its inception in my Congressional district; 
inasmuch as the State of New Jersey has more stations than any 
o0ther State in the Union-forty-three in all-! feel that I would not 
~e doing my duty to those brave boys on the Jersey shore if I re
frained from adding my voice to those already raised in behalf of this 
bill to protect the men engaged in this perilous work, and, so far as 
lit is possible for me to do, aid in making provision for the widows and 
.orphans of such a~ may be destined to find in the line of their humane 
duty a watery grave. 

When the promptings of a righteous and humane sympathy impel 
.one to do a duty of this character, no sentimental feeling of economy 
should influence or have a feather's weight. To me my duty is plain. 
I shall vote for the bill under consideration and urge with all my 
heart in securins its enactment into a law. When a public senti
ment exists as m this case, when the magnanimous and humane 
promptings of the people, as manifested by the press of the country 
<()n every side, favor any measure, I know we would fail to do our 
duty here as legislators, will fail to secure the approval of our own 
consciences and alike of our constituencies if we do not aid in every 
possible way the passage of this law. 

Here is a seiWice for the protection of human life-a system so per
fected by the ingenuity of American inventive genius that all the 
nations of the earth approve alike of its worth and of its humanity. 
Inquiries pour in every day from other nations whose hearts have 
been moved by.ourexampleand whose admiration has been attracted 
by our successful appliances, so that it has become a system and a 
.service of which every American is justly proud. We have a service 
here where fitness for the work and fidelity to the great trust im
posed is the only passport. While at one time the existence of the 
service was in danger, through misconceptions of various kinds, 
now tho man who would raise his voice against the service or against 
its management would display a most unblushing temerity. 

However much we may disagree as to the expediency and mode of 
protecting human industry or human liberty on our shores, we are all 
.agreed that the first duty we owe to our fellow-men is to protect 
human life. We all approve of this, and God gives it His benedic
tion. Then, ·to these brave men employed in this service let us be 
just. Totheirwidows and orphans, when they shall havelaiddown 
their lives for their fellow-men, let us throw about them the pro-
tecting handand sheltering mantle of this truly great Government. 
lt.is said that republics are ungrateful, but I do not believe that in 
·"this ·instance, in such an instance, where the humane heart of a 
:righteous ,public BEmtiment is made manifest through its represent
..atlves.here assembled, this Republic will prove ungrateful to these 
poor, brave toilers .and watchers of the sea. 

In this service, by its unusual and indiscriminate charity, we have 
.manifest the vecy genina of our Government. We have here in this 
broad land·of varied climate and of equal laws an aaylum for the 
~ppressed· of all lands. This is our pride and our boast. If they 
...come fortunately .and comfortably to our harbors and our ports we 
welcome tthem, protect them, and by aid of social custom and right

·eous laws strive to make them contented and happy. In this we do 
not fail. •If they are driven on our shores weary, exhausted, and in 
despair, amid the swash and crash of breakers, tempest-tossed and 
terrorized, we save and succor them. In this we do not fail. By 

...aill of these public servants we save the lives of thousands every 
,year-our own brave sailorsorcitizens as well as those from foreign 
lands. These ·" wilers and watchers of the sea" are our pickets of 
mercy, patroll:i.I!.g•our long coast, Atlantic and Pacific, as well aR the 

·dangerous shores of our great inland seas. They are the soldiers of 
the tempest; and wherever the battle for life is fought amid the roll
ing white-capped breakers on our shores there are they found in the 
.midst ofthem.doinc,. battle for human life. 

The distinguish~ gent.lemanfrom New York [Mr. Cox] well said, 
when this bill was first before the Honse, "that no more sanctified 
·\Jill had eyer been presented to this House." Sanctified because it is 

. Just and humane in its scope and provisions; sanctified by the brave 
and manly lives given to this service in the performance of their duty; 
.sanctified by .th.iB.lh;t .ofmen dying that others might live. 

No. 1.-List of pe1·som tclw have died" by '·e.ason of any tootmd or injury 
1·eceived o1· disease contracted in th~ line of duty itt the Life-Saving Serv
ice since the origin of the sen:ice," so far as shown by the records of the 
1.reasu1·y Department . 

Date. 

1876. 
Mar. 1 

1877. 
Jan. 5 
Mar. 30 
Nov. 25 

1880. 
.Apr. 23 

Oct . 20 

Nov. 30 

188L 

Name. 

John R. Galel ........•. . ...... 

~:~e~t~f~:::: ::::::::::: 
Ma.lachl Brnmset . ........•.. 
Spencer D. Gray . ·· · ·'·· · ···· 
J. Mundenl .................• . 
George W. Wilson1 ••• • ••••••• 

Grade. 

Keeper.--- .... : . . 
Surfman ... . ..... . 
Surfm.an ... . ..... . 
Surfman ......... . 
Surfman ......... . 
Surfman ... ... ... . 
Volunteer ....... . 

Station. District. 

No.4 .. . 
No.4 . . . 
No.4- .. 
No.4- . . 
No.4 .. . 
No.4 . . . 
No.4 . . . 

Sixth. 
Sixth. 
Sixth. 
Sixth. 
Sixth. 
Sixth. 
Sixth. 

JohnParker2 .....•.........•. Surfman .......... No.l6 .. Fourth. 
H. H. Nickerson3 ••••••••••••• Surfman .......... No.14 . . Second. 
J. J.Guthrie• ...........•••••. Superintendent .. . .......... Sixth. 

William J. Sayerss ........... . 
Robert Morrisons . ........••.. 
Ja.mes Potten~er5 .... . ... . .. .. 
Dennis Deegans .. . .......... . 
James N antaus ........•. . .... 
Walter Petherbridgell ..... . .. . 
Joseph Sawyer&. , ........... . . 

g:oviael.ex~~~8::::::::::::: 
Eliaha M . Taylor& .••. . . . . . ... 
Stephen F. ::Mayos .... .. . _ . .. . 

Surfman .... . ..... No.2 .. . 
Surfman ........•. No.2 .. . 
Surfman ..•. . ..... No.2 .. . 
Surfman ... . . .. ... No.2 . . . 
Surfman .......... No.2 .. . 
Surfman .....• . ... No.2 .. . 
Superintendent . .. . ........ . 
Keeper- -- ---·--- - No.8 .. . 
Keeper ..... . ..... No.7 .. . 
Surfm.an ... , .. .. .. No.7 .. . 
Surfm.an .. . .. .. ... No.7 .. . 

Tenth. 
Tenth. 
Tenth. 
Tenth. 
Tenth. 
Tenth. 
Tenth. 
Tenth. 
Second. 
Second. 
Second. 

May 15 David Hitchens9 ............ . Keeper ....... . .. . No.ll .. Fifth. 

~~:/c~~~~:::::::::::: 'f::E!~~:::::::::: ~~: ~o·:: ~~~: 

N~o~i0Qtt:~!N~s:!\e:fl~ffthUC::oif:!. the crew of the wrecked Italian b~ark 
2 Died out on bight patrol. · 
s Fell from aloft and instantly killed while assisting in. saving property from 

Italian bark Papa Luigi C. 
4 Drowned while attempting. to p;o to the assistance of surrivors of crew ofU nited 

States steamer Huron. By act of Congress approved May25, 1878, Superintendent 
Guthrie's widow receives the same pension as the widows of deceased captains of 
theNavy. · 

6 Perished in attempting to go to the assistance of distressed schooner J. H. Ma· 
grnder on reef off Point Aux Barques, Lake Huron. 

6 Drowned off Rogers City, Michigan, while making tour of stations in his dis
trict. 

1 Drowned off Rogers City, Micl'li~an, with Superintendent Sawyer , while trans
porting him from station No.8, tentn district. 

s Perished while attempting to take ashore crew of stranded sloop C. E. Trum
bull. 

9 Reported to have died from disease caused by cold and exposure while in the 
line of duty. 

1o Reported to have died from disease caused by cold and exposure while swim
ming to a boat during the gale and tidal wave of October 23, 1878. 

Sanctified by the ~reat work performed in the wonderful saving of 
human life-11,864 hves in ten years-never, never was government 
engaged in such a work before. Nor is this service alone a humane 
work; it is one of the most arduous under the Government. When 
we consider that a day means twenty-four .hours, and a week seven 
days, and that day and night these men mmt patrol the beach 
through rain or snow, through wind and driving storm-in all weath
ers-in how ling northeasters or the cutting "blizzards" from the north
west, in drenching rains and piercing snow-storms, these sturdy men 
are required to perform their patrol and other duties with soldier
like regularity and discipline. Again, is this service sanctified by 
ho11est toil T No man will say these men do not earn their scanty 
pay, even as is proposed by this bill; so do they earn the lasting 
gratitude of the civilized world, and shall we, their employers and 
chief admirers, not be generous toward them T 

Now, let us inquire what this service has done in the past ten years 
in the way of saving life and property. These figures speak the 
loudest for the service, and of themselves present the most convinc
ing argument for the promotion and protection in every way of this 
Life-Saving Service. I read from Superintendent Kimball's report 
of this year: 

General summary of disasters 1.ohich have occurred wtthin the scope of life
saving operations,f,·o-mNovember 1, 1871, (date of introductwn of 1Jresent 
systent,) to close of focal year ending June 30, 1881. 

Total number of disasters .•...........•..............•. _.............. 1, 347 
Total value of vessels .....•...............•.•..••..• ---------- ........ $16,083,320 
Total value of cargoes................................................ $8,429, 167 
Total value of property saved ......................................... $H, 958,895 
Total value of property lost .................... __ ......•. _............ $9,553,592 
Total number of persons on vessels.................................... 12,259 

~~~ ~=~~ ~1li~X:~~s'r.~~·-·_-_-_-_._: ·_-_-_-_-_-_-_._-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-, ~::::::::::::::: "ll,~ 
Total number ofpers~ns succored . ................ . ... . ....... . ... . ... 2,610 
Total number of days succor afforded .................•.. -.......... . . 7, 050 

*In addition, sixteen persons were saved this year who were not on board vessels. 
tOne hundred and eighty-three of these were lost at-the disasters of the steamers 

Huron and Metropolis-in the case of the former when the stations were not open, 
and in the latter when service was impeded by distance; and fourteen others in 
the same year owing to similar causes . 

It should be observed thattheoperatious of the sernce duringthisperiodhave 
been limited as follows: season of 1871-'72, to the coasts of Long Island and New 
Jersey; season.s of 1872-'74, to coasts of Cape Cod, Long Island, N "w Jersey ; sea
sons of 18i4-'75, to the coasts of New England, Long Island, _New Jersey, and 

\ 
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~ast from Cape Henry to Cape Hatteras; season of187S-"76, coasts of New Eng
land, Long Island, New J ersey, coast from Cape Henlopen to Cape Charles, and 
coast from Cape Henry to Cape Hatteras; seasons of 1876-'77, and since, all the 
foregoing, with the addition of the eastern coast of Florida and portions Qf the 
lake coasts; and during the past year the coast of Texas. 

Now, it will be noticed from the figures and facts just presented 
that of the 395 lives lost 183 were lost on the wrecks of the Huron 
and Metropolis. On the Huron 98, November 24, 1877, just six days 
before the service was permitted under the law to man the stations, 
and the other, wreck of the Metropolis, January, 1878, between sta
tions eicrht miles apart, and just where the vigilant officers of the 
t>ervice had asked for a station and been refused by the superabun
dant wisdom or supercilious economy of Congress. Should not the 
loss of life in these two instances furnish warning enough to us in 
that we should not do anything to cripple this branch of the public 
service f Twelve thousand two hundred and :fifty-nine shipwrecked 
people on the shores of the United States, and only 212 lost where 
the service was allowed to be effective by Congress; a loss of but 1~ 
per cent., very much of this loss caused by accident of falling spars 
and such other foreign and untoward circumstances, for which the 
service is not chargeable. 

I claim for this army of life-savers magnanimity. I am deeply 
interested in the fullest protection to this service, because I can bring 
the matter home to my own district, because I know many of our lit
tle army of three hundred and twelve men on the New Jersey coast. 
These men I know have faithfully served the commercial world. 
Their life is more exposed than the soldiers, and their hardships in 
instances even more severe. Shall they not receive protection when 
worn out with exert.ion or crippled by disaster Y Shall we longer 
leave them suffer on scanty pay At the most so that when they die it 
is with the consciousness that after a life devoted tG the service of 
their country their families are left to starve or die in the poor-house? 

And this parsimonious Government has forced them to work for 
$4.0 per month where every day is twenty-four hours and with no 
prospect of protection to family in case of death or disability. Should 
we not remedy this gross injustice without delay f I believe the De
partment has secured at the hands of this Congress through this bill 
an appropriation that will enable them to pay better wages. I know 
many of these men; I know their work, and I say that they should 
have been treated as they have been through inadequate appropria
tion is a shame and a disgrace to our legislation of the past. Now, 
let us rectify it and make amends as far as possible for the sufferings 
of the past. Let us complete our work in this direction. Let us do 
our whole duty. Let this Con~ess have the credit of protecting our 
life-savino- men as justice and numanity demands; nay, more than 
that, let t]ri; Congress have the credit of being generous to this serv
ice; and I do believe that every man who supports this service to 
the fullest extent of every law yet proposed will be satisfied when 
finished and know that he has done his duty. .And the verdict of the 
people at home will be, "well done, good and faithful servn.nt." 

That we may understand what the condition of the public mind 
really is, I quote from many newspapers in different parts of the 
country. 

Says the Trenton, New Jersey, State Gazette, December 8: 
The Government cannot afford to be mean and niggardly to these heroic men. 

Says the New York Herald: 1 

Those connected with it, in whatever capacity, are as a rule a brave, intelligent, 
fearless class of men. The gallant men who keep guard along our coast and peril 
their lives to save life and property are entitled to the highest rewards and honors. 

Says the Norlhwestern Christian Advocate: 
Write to your Congressmen and instruct them to vote liberally for this splendid 

department. 

Says the New York Star, December 10: 
The pay !or this noble work is absurdly small; Congress ought to double it 

at once. 

Says the Yarmouth Register, Yarmouth Port, Massachusetts, of 
December 10 : 

No class of men are so poorly paid as these men, and none are called upon to 
perform more arduous service1 or one of higher responsibility, and calling for the 
exerci~>e of more heroic qualities. 

Says the Milwaukee Sentinel of December 15: 
If the coast service is worth havinu, it is worth paying for to the extent of 

affording the men engaged in it as amp"ie pay as they would be likely to receive in 
ordinary employment, where the same kind of ability is required. 

Says the New York Maritime Register of January 11: 
Tbe country cannot afford to have the efficiency of this service impaired. The 

pay of these men is miserably small. Congress is to blame for this, and Congress
men should attend to their duty in this matter. 

Says the Marine Record, of Cleveland, December 17: 
It is a great shame that these brave and hard-working fellows should be ex

pected to support themselves on the mere pittance now given them. 

Says the Springfield (:Uassachusets) Republican of December 13: 
The movement for securing adequate pay to the brave men employed by the 

United States Life-Saving Service receives general indorsement, and there should 
be no doubt of speedy action by Congress. 

Says the Mil waukee Sunday News of December 11 : 
No olass of men is so poorly paid as are these brave fellows, who at midnight, 

in the face of a blinding snow-storm, are compelled to launch a boat in treacherous 
breakers and pull throt.gh mountainous waves to the rescue of sailors in distress. 

Says the Advocate, Provincetown, Massachusetts, of December 8-: 
It does not appear how tho service can be maintained unless the money is pro

vided to pay the men compensation for the severe toil and great perils they nn
dergo. 

From Governor Ludlow's (New Jersey) message to Legislatm·e: 
There is no class of public servants which is more deserting of encouragement 

and liberal support than these. They have displayed a heroism and daring worthy 
of the highest commendation. · 

Says the New York Maritime Register of J?ecember 14: 
The station men should be made to feel that the peculiar :md danaerous char

acter of their noble work is so fully appreciated that the nation will a'l.ways make
ample provision for them and their families. 

Says the Washington Sunday Herald of January 5 : 
Let this Congress appropriate for proper compensation for their seiTice while· 

living, and pass the bill to keep their children from starvation when they are 
dead. Let this thing no longer be to shame us. 

Says the Trenton (New Jersey) State Gazette of January 18 : 
The miserable pittance these men receive for their services is disgracefully 

incommensurate with the hardships they endure, the perils they enconnter, and. 
the arduous and disagreeable duties they perform. 

Says the Provincetown (.Massachusetts) Advocate of December 15. 
If Congress turns a cold shoulder now, scores of keepers and surfmen are r eady 

to retire and leave the service in the hands of the inexperienced and incompetent. 

.Says the Long Branch (New Jersey) Mirror of December 10: 
The brave fellows whose life is spent amid ha.rdship and peril get the poorest 

pay of any employes in the Government service. 

Says the Trenton (New Jersey) State Gazette of January 18: 
It is high time that justice was done these hardy and heroic menb and we ha>e 

~r~t~~tience with any factious and quibbling obstacles that may e interposed 

Says the Long Branch Mirror of December 17: 
The objects ofthe establishment of the Lif6-Saving Service were and are in the 

cause of humanity and for a higher, nobler purpose than for subserviency t() 
political machinery. 

Says the D-etroit Post and Tribune of January 4: 
The heroism of these men is something that cannot be weighed in the Treas

ury's balance; no government can find any equivaleilt for the risks they xun and 
the pri.ce they pay in loss of health and life. 

Says the Boston Sunday Herald of December 25 : 
The men are expected to remain at the station night and day, and the compen

~ation they receive for their arduou.~ and extremely dangerous seiTices is entirely 
madequate. 

Says the Detroit Post and, Tribtme of January 4: 
This conntry is rich enough to J.>aY well for such service as these men render, 

and it deserves :ill the scorn it is likely to get at home and abroad for its niggard
liness to the bravest men in its service. 

Says the Buffalo Express of January 24: 
It is indecent in ao rich and so profuse a. Government as ours to demand and 

expect such services of skill, courage, and endurance for such pittances. 

Says the New York Maritime Register of September 21: 
In the rea{lh of the Life-Saving Service it is better to be generous in the ex

penditures than t<> err on the side of too great economy. 

Says th~ New York Journal of Commerce of November 25: 

Se~~!i!e~egoifili~:~:~~~i~!t t;:fe l}~~'e~::: b~e~~~. that the Life-Saving 

Says the New York Telegram of November, 23: 
Certainly $8 per week is a very paltry sum to deal out to men who risk their 

lives and health in a most laborious service. A larger compensation should have 
been assured t<> these men long before. 

Says the New York Commercial Advertiser of November 23: 
The members of the Life-Saving Service are among the most faithful and hard

working men in the Government employ. 

Says the New York Nautical Gazette of October 15: 
We sincerely trust that the friends of the Life-Savin9 Service in every section 

of the country will lose no opportunity of urging upon tneir members of Conrrress 
the imperative necessity of mcreasing the pay of keepers and surfmen of the 'l.if£1-
Saving SeiTice. 

Says the Cleveland Leader of September 8: 
Now here else in the Government service does the expenditure of so little money 

produce such an amount of good as in the Life-Saving Service. 

Says the Boston Daily Advertiser of f;leptember 1 : 
This department of the Government service is one of the most necessary, a.s it 

is one of the most hazardoUB, now in existence. 

Says the BuftaJ.o Commercial of September 2 : 
The hard-working members of the Life-Saving Department are paid salaries 

shamefully inadequate to the valuable services they render. 

Says the Freehold (New Jers0y) Inquirer of November 26: 
This service is not only a commercial necessity, but it sets forth the humanity of 

the national heart. Double the cost of it, and the money will be a recompense iD:. 
a duty well done, if not in dollars. 

Says the Boston Daily Advertiser of September .6: 
No class ofpnblic ser;ants are paid so poorly. 
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Says the New York Nautical Gazette of September 24: 
These men should be well paid for their sernces. The nation can well afford 

it, and Congress should not hesitate to see that simple justice be done to these 
angels of tlie beaches. 

Says the New York Telegram of November 8: 
The life these men lead is one of great hardship, and the compensating pleas· 

ures are reduced almost to nothing. 

Says the New York Commercial Advertiser of December 8: 
Their life is more exposed than the soldier's, and the hardships in instances 

even more severe. They receive no pensions when worn out with exertion or crip· 
pled by disaster, and when they die it is ~th th~ ~nsciousness that after~ li~'e 
t.levoted to the service of their country thell' families are left to starve or d1e m 
the poor-house. 

Says the New York •relegram of August 31: 
· The Government the interests of commerce, and the cause of humanity are 
virtually beggars to' the e guardians of our coasts. · 

Says the Syracuse (New York) Standard of September 23: 
Let Congress at once raise the wages of these ~oble life-savers. 

Says the Chicago Inter-Ocean of October 22: 
The Government, which employs these brave men, acts entirely to the contrary 

of every established rule of business precedent, and offers no encouragement 
whatever to the best brawn to enter its most important and exacting department. 

From minutes of the annual session ofthe National Board of Steam
Navigation, convened at Washington October 5: 

ReJJolved, That it is in the interest of commerce and navigation that the Life· 
Saving Service shall be preserved in its integrity, and we therefore earnestly rec· 
ommend to Congress that measures be at once taken to prevent it from falling into 
a dreary and possible disintegx:ation, by providing for such rates of compensation 
to its officers and crews as sha.Jl insure to it the retention offirstrclass men. 

I rep-et, Mr. Speaker, that the surfmen could not have been paid at 
least ll!l60 per month; but the action of the conference committee 
cannot now be antagonized witb,out serious danger to this bill, and 
so I am forced to rest content. · 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I think thi~ matter is now sufficiently 
understood by the House. I therefore move th~ adoption o.f the 
1·eport, and on that motion I ask the previous question. 

'rhe previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on a.greeing to the report of the 

committee of conference. 
Mr. REAGAN. On that I call for .the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. , 
The question was taken; and there were-yeas 154, nays 55, not 

voting 82 ; as follows : 
YEAS-154. 

Aldrich, 
Barbour, 
Belford, 
Belmont, 
Blanchard, 
Bliss, 
Bowman, 
Brewer, 
Briggs, 
Browne, 
Burrows, Julius C. 
Burrows, J os. H. 
Butterworth, 
Calkins, 
Camp, 
Candler, 
Carpenter, 
Cassi~X· 
Cll8Weu., 
Chaee, 
ChaiJman, 
Clardy, 
Co:x, SamuelS. 
Covington, 
Crapo, 
Cullen, 
Cutts, 
Davidson, 
Davis, George R. 
Dawes, 
Deering, 
DeMotte, 
Deuster, 
Dingley, 
Dunnell, 
Dwight, 
Ellis, 
Ermentrout, 
Errett, 

Atherton, 
Atkins, 
Beltzhoover, 
Berry, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Buchanan, 
Buckner, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, 
Carlisle, 
Chalmers, 
Clark, 
Clements, 

Farwell, Sewell S. 
Finley, 
.For<tz 
Garnson, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Godshalk, 
Grout, 
Guenther, 
Hall, 
Hammond, John 
Hardenuergh, 
Hardy, 
Hanrier 
Harris, Henry S. 
Haseltine, 
Ha-skell, 
Hatch, 
Hawk, 
Hazelton, 
Heilman, 
Hepburn, 
Hewitt, Abram S. 
Hill 
Hoblltzell, 
Hooker, 
Horr, 
Hubbs, 
Humphrey, 
Jacobs, 
Jones, George W. 
Jones, Phineas 
Joyce, 
Kasson, 
Kelley, 
Kenna, 
King, 
La{l6y, 
Ladd, 

Latham, Sherwin, 
Lewis, Singleton, Jas. W. 
Lord, Skinner, 
Mason, Smith~?'· Hyatt 
McCoid, Spaul<Ung, 
McKinley, Speer, 
J\files, Spooner, 
Miller, Springer, 
Money, Stone, 
Moore, Strait, 
Morse, Talbott, 
Mosgrove, T:tflor, 
Moulton, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Neal, Townsend, Amos 
Norcross, Tucker, 
O'Neill, Tyler, 
Orth, Updegraff, J. T. 
Pacheco, Updegraff, Thomas 
Parker, Valentine, 
Paul, Van Aernani, 
Payson, Van Horn, 
Peelle, Van Voorhis, 
Peirce, Wadsworth, 
Phelps, Wait, 
Pound, Walker, 
Prescott, Ward, 
Ray Washburn, 
R-eed, Watson, 
Rice, Theron M. Webber, 
Rich, Wheeler, 
Ritchie, White 
Robertson, willillks, Ch:1s. G. 
R-obeson, Willits 
Robinson, Geo. D. Wilson: 
Robinson, James S. Wise, George D. 
Russell, Wise, Morgan R. 
Scoville, Young. 
Scranton, 
Shallenberger. 

NAYS-55. 
Colerick, Hewitt, G. W. 
Converse, Holman, 
Cook, Jones, James K. 
Cravens, Ketchanl, 
Culberson, Klotz, 
Davis, Lowndes H. Manning, 
Dibble, Matson, 
Dowd, McMillin, 
Evins, Muldrow, 
Forney, Mutchler, 
Gunter, Oates, 
Hammond, N.J. Phister, 
Herbert, Randall, 
Herndon, Reagan, 

Scales, 
Shelley, 
Simonton, 
Singleton, Otho R. 
Stockslager, 
Till.Iruin 
Townshend, R. W. 
Turner, Henry G. 
Vance, 
Warner, 
Wellborn, 
Whitthorne, 
Williams, Thomas. 

::SOT VOTING-82. 
Aiken, Dibrell, Le FeTre, Rosecrans, 
Anderson, Dugro, Lindsey, R-oss, 
Armfield, Dunn, Marsh, Ryan, 
Barr, Farwell, Cha-s. B. Martin, ~ackelford, 
Bayne, Fisher, McClure, Shultz, 
Beach, Flower, McCook, Smith, A. Herr 
Bing_ham, Prost, McKenzie, Smith, Dietrich C . . 
Black, Fulkerson, McLane, Sparks, 
Blackburn, Geddes, Mills, Steele, 
Bragg, Harris, Benj. W. Morey, Stephens, 
Brumm, Henderson, Mom on, Thomas, 
Buck, Hiscock, Murch, Thompson, P. B. 
Cabell, Hoge, Nolan, Turner, Oscar 
Campbell, Holik, Paget Upson, 
Cobb, House, Pettioone, Urner, 
CornelL Hubbell, Ranney, West, 
Cox, Williani R. Hutchins, Rice, John B. Willis, 
Crowley, Jadwin, Rice, William W. Wood, Benjamin_ 
Curtin, Jorgensen, Richardson, D.P. Wood, Walter A._ 
Darrell, Knott, Richardson, Jno. S. 
Dezendorf, Leedom, Robinson, Wm. E. 

So the conference report was adopted. 
The following pairs were announced from the Clerk's desk:. 
Mr. COID."ELL with Mr. BLACK. 
:Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. WILSO~. 
Mr. WEST with Mr. Ross. 
1\lr. l!,ARWELL, of Illinois, with Mr. J\IARTL'Il. 
Mr. HISCOCK with Mr. BLACKBUR..'Il. 
Mr. WAIT with Mr. HOGE. 
Mr. LEEDOM with Mr. SHULTZ. 
Mr. GEDDES with Mr. RICE of Ohio. 
Mr. CROWLEY with Mr. NOLAN . . 
:Mr. FISHER with Mr. COBB. -
Mr. WALTER A. WOOD with lli. BE~JA-'\IL.~ WOOD. 
Mr. :MARsH with Mr. McKE...~IE. 
Mr. V ~VOORHIS with Mr. BEACH. 
]'}h'. HOUK with Mr. DIBRELL. 
Mr. HUBBELL with Mr. STEPHE~S. 
11h'. McLANE with Mr. Uro."'ER. 
Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, with Mr. T~"'ER, of Kentucky. 
Mr. DEZEm>ORF with 11h'. CABELL. 
Mr. BRUMM with Mr. FLOWER. 
Mr. STEELE with Mr. BRAGG. 
Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. ER."\IE.:.'\TROUT. 
Mr. HENDERSON with Mr. MORRISO~. 
]'}h'. PAGE with Mr. BAYNE. Mr. PAGE would -.ote "ay" and 11lro·. 

BAYNE "no." 
Mr. VAN VOORIDS. I am paired with Mr. BEACH on political! 

questions, and not regarding this as such, I have voted. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I move that the reading of the names-

be dispensed with. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection and it is so ordered. 
The vote was th·en announced as above recorded. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, moved to reconsider the vote by which.. 

the report of the Committee of Conference was adopted ; and also • 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
Mr. Cox, of New York, and Mr. LATHAM, by unanimous consent,. 

were granted lea-.e to print remarks on the Life-Saving Service. 
[See Appendix.] 

ORDER OF BUSIXESS. 

Mr. CALKINS. I call up the contested-election case of Lynch vB~ 
Chalmers. 

Mr. HAWK. I hope the gentleman will not do that until I can 
offer a resolution which is important in reference to the condition. 
of the folding-room. 

Mr. CALKINS. I must call up the unfinished business. 

AGREEME1\"T WITH CROW Th"DIA...'\S. 

_Mr. MAGINNIS. Mr. Speaker,Irisetoaqnestionoforder. Yester• 
day by unanimous consent the bill (S. No. 1045) to accept and ratify. 
an agreement with the Crow Indians for the sale of a portion of their 
reservation in the Territory of Montana required for the use of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad, and to make the necessary appropriations 
for carrying out the same, was called up, and the reading of it was · 
almost finished when the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. RoBE
SON] objected, and it was then agreed by unanimous consent the 
bill should be printed in the RECORD and be called up this morning • . 

There is nothing in it :Mr. Speaker, more than this: the Secre
tary of the Interior held that the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
had a right of way through this Crowreservation, but claimedas an 
act of justice, although it had a legal right, it would be better to pay 
for it. A commission was sent out whic.h made an agreement witlr 
these Indians, and the company agreed to pay $25,000, although I 
believe there is no legal obligation on the companyto do it. As this 
railroad company is trying to do a decent thing toward the Indians, 
which railroads rarely do, rhope there will be no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will a k for unanimous consent. 
Mr. CALKINS. I do not yield for asking unanimous consent. Does· 

it require unanimous consent t 
The SPEAKER. It docs. 

' 
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Mr. MAGINNIS. It wa unuerstood by unanimous consent it 
should come up yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. It was agreed it should be printed in the RECORD, 
. and it appears there this morning. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I know the RECORD says so, but the bill was 
printed in the RECORD to be called up this morning. 

'The SPEAKER. This could only come up at all e>ents by unani
mous consent at this time. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I understand that, sir; but my request was not 
stated correctly yesterday, as gentlemen around me will bear wit
ness. I asked that the bill be printed in the RECORD with the under
standing that it was to come up for ~ompletion this morning. Of 
-course I understood that the passage of the bill could only be by 
unanimous consent, but on yesterday objection was made by the gen-

. tleman from New Jersey after the bill had been nearly read through, 
and though I do not now see him in his seat, he reserved, of course, 
the right to object to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair ean only say, in response to the gen
tleman from Montana, that this bill can ~orne up this morning by 
unanimous consent alone. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I ask that the bill be put upon its passage. 
Mr. SINGLETON, of illinois. If this requires unanimous consent, 

.I shall object. 
1\Ir. RANDALL. I have been trying for a long time to get a bill 

up for the relief of sufferers at the Frankford arsenal, where a nnm
·ber oflives were lost, but have been met with objection constantly. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the question to the House. 
·Is there objection to the present consideration of the bill which the 
. gentleman from .Montana proposes 7 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I object. 
Mr. MAGINNIS. Does the Chair decide that the bill does not 

. come up this morning by consent, in view of what took place on yes
terday! 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the bill could only come 
before the House by unanimous consent to-day, and objection has 
been made. It was understood that the gentleman was to call it np 
to-day, but like any other matter it would still be subject to unani
:mous consent; and the Chair will also state that it could not have 
-the preference under any circumstances, in view of the fact that the 
:unfinished business of yesterday, which is a question of the highest 
-:privilege, has been called up. 

Mr. <JALKINS. I demand the regular order. 

PRIXTING OF SENATE BILLS. 

Mr. REED. I would like to offer an order which has relation to 
-the business of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us hear what it is. 
Mr. REED. I offer the following: 
Ordtrtd, That the bills of the Senate of a public character now on the Speaker's 

table be printed for the use of the House. 

:Mr. RANDALL. That is right. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the order t 
Mr. HOLMAN. This is simply to print the bills f 
The SPEAKER. To print only. 
Mr. VAN HORN. Are not these bills already printed Y 
Mr. REED. In many ca-ses they are not. Where there has been 

a Senate amendment, or where numerous amendments have been 
appended to bills, they are sometimes printed and others are not. It 
is a very difficult matter in many cases to get at the text of a bill, 
and this order I think is absolutely necessary. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the order suggested by the 
gentleman from Maine f 

There was no objection. 

REPORT OF COJ\IMIBSIO~RS OF FISH AND FISHERIES. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit at this time a Senate con
current resolution in relation to printing, which under the law is 
required to be submitted and referred. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Resolved b1J the Senate, (tM Hott8e of RI!J>.resentatives ccmcwrring,) That there be 

printed 10,000 extra copies of the report of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries 
for the year 1881, of which 2,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 6,000 for the use 
of the House of ReP.resentatives, and 1,500 for the use of the Conunissioner of Fish 
and Fisheries, the illustrations to be made by the Public Printer under the direc· 
tiou of the Joint Committee on Public Printing, and 500 for sale by the Public 
Printer, under such regulations as theJointCommittee on Printing may prescribe, 
at a price equal to the additional cost of publication and 10 per cent. thereto added. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let that go to the Committee on Printing. 
The SPEAKER. It will be referred, under the rule, to the Com

mittee on Printing. 

EXPENDITURES, BOSTON NAVY-YARD. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of the Navy, with accompanying 
-papers, in re ponse to a resolution of the Honse of Representatives 
of the 12th of April, 1882, covering a tabulated statement of expendi
tures in the Boston navy-yard during the last fiscal year; which 
was -referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 

~ printed. 

GILBERT S. JlTh~"'NGS. 

The SPEAKE~ also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a communication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a petition 
of First Lieutenant Gilbert S. Jennings, retired, for such legislation 
as will give him the rank and pay of colonel on the retired Ust from 
the date of his retirement from active service June 18,1878, to~ether 
with a letter from the Adjutant-General in the case; which wa 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE-LYNCH YS. CHALMERS. 
Mr. CALKINS. I demand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the further considera t iQD of 

the contested-election case. 
Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. · The report in this case was mauo 

on the 6th of April and printed about a week or ten days afterwaru. 
Considering that one. of the few Democrats on the Committee on 
Elections was detained at home while the same was being consid
ered, by serious illness in his family, and considering that this waa 
a measure of the highest privilege, that might be called up at any 
time, we had a right to suppose that it would not he precipitateu 
upon the attention of the House. 'Ve were also informed by the 
members of the Committee on Ways and Means on this side of the 
House that that committee had unanimously agreed to occupy all the 
time until to-morrow in the discussion of the tariff. But as the re
port contains but few legal questions, and upon them must depend 
the decision of this caset we complain not, though the matter be 
before the House sooner than we had expected. 

On the first day of tke session, after the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. MooRE) had made the memorable objection to :Mr. Chalmers's 
taking the oath of office, which he recalled in his speech yesterday, 
and after the objection of the honorable chairman of the Committee 
on Elections to the swearing in of 1\Ir. DIBBLE, of South Carolina, 
the honorable gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. BROWl'I"E,) in reply 
thereto--

1\Ir. MANNING. We are all desirous of hearing the gentleman 
from Georgia, but are unable to do so owing to the confusion in th~ 
Hall: 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will request members to be eated, 
and will postpone the consideration of public business until the 
House is in order; 

1\Ir. HAI\fl\IOND, of Georgia. During this interruption I desire to 
say what I forgot to say in the beginning: that on yesterday, see
ing a recognition out of the regular order, and not knowing just what 
it meant, I objected to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MIL
LER] retaining the balance of his hour after fifteen minutes had beon 
yielded to another gentleman. Havin~ learned that it was perfectly 
proper, I desire to withdraw the objection which I then made. • I am 
requested al..,o, in behalf of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Anum
TON,] who likewise.objected, to withdraw his objection. 

I proceed now to read the remarks of the gentleman from Indiana 
[1\Ir. BROWl'I"E] on the organization of the Hou e, in reply to the 
chairman of the Committee on Elections. This was the conclusion 
of his speech: 

I say to my Republican friends and aJ1 others that we cannot afford t o establish 
bad precedents in cases of this kind. I have seen something of the com~equences 
of "had precedents in election cases. So far as I am concerned, I am determined to 
make a clean record, and consider these questions as judicial ones, and vote accord
ing to my conscience and my judgment. 

It is to that class of gentlemen of this House, who have tho coura~e 
of their convictions, I propose to address my argument to-day. Iu 
doing that I beg to say that, necessarily, I "\Vlll have to go over much 
of the ground covered by the minority report. It was not printed in 
the RECORD because of an objection from the other side on yesterday ; 
and, therefore, for me to do so now is pardonable. 
STATKlffil<iT OF THE CASE A...'ID THE DECISION OF THE SGPREME COURT OF MIS ISSIPPl. 

The proper officers of Mississippi certified that Chalmers had a 
majority of 3,779 over Lynch, his sole competitor for a seat in this 
House as the Representative from the sixth district of that State. 

In a bill in chancery, filed by Lynch on the 16th of November, 1880, 
to enjoin the secretary of state of Mississippi from issuing to Chal
mers the usual certificate of election, Lynch swore that his vote was 
10,775, and Chalmers's vote was but 10,216, thus leaving him elected 
by 559 majority. In it he contended that the commissioners of elec
tion in some of the counties had rejected illegally 5,402 votes, which 
should have been counted for him, and 1,044 votes which should 
have been counted for Chalmers. 

Falling to enjoin the secretary of state (but without a trial of his 
bill) he began and carried on his contest against Chalmer under 
sections 105 to 130, inclusive, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. Meanwhile Chn.lmers having a proper certificate of election, 
and therefore prima facie entitled to the seat, was sworn in and 
must retain his place unless Lynch has shown that Chalmers was 
not and that he, Lynch, waselectedsuchRepresentati>e. The notice 
of contest charged improper conduct on the part of Chalmers's friend . 
But fortunately fo1· us there is no evidence raising those charges up 
to the dignity of things to be now noticed. 

This" Shoestrino- district" is five hundred miles long, and about 
forty miles wide. It is without any considerable town except Vick -
burgh, and is almost whollyrural. By the last census, in six ofthe 
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-counties named below there are 5,795 more colored voters than white differed as to whether such tickets should be rejected. Many such 
voters, and in these Qhalmers had a majority of 1,762. Lynch, by were cast for Lynch and many of them were rejected. ' They were as.. 
llis sworn bill in chancery, put them down thus: appe'ars by this fac-s-imile copy, namely : 

Counties. Chalmers. Lynch. 

Claiborne.--··- ----- - ------·-··------ 1,061 288 See record, p.lO. 
Quitman.·-·-·---·-·-··-·------ -·--·- 153 83 See record, p.lO. 

~u~~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~ ~~ ~:: ~::~ ~: ig: 
Wilkinson-----·---·-------------· -- - 1,691 814 See record, p. 10. 

1---------:--------1 
Fi>ecounties------ ----··-----··- 3,6281 1,866 

And as to them he utters no word of complaint, and of course the 
~mmittee make none. It confined itself to the othdr counties. In 
them alone did they find matter for investigation. After a long labor 
their conclusion was this : 

The corrected vote of the parties will stand thus: 
Lynch. 

netnrned vote ______ -----·-.-------·--·-- · -·--···--.--·--------· 5, 393 
OluLlmers: 

9, l'i2 
..idu rejected votes: 

ire~"d~~~:n~d: :::::: :-_ -_:: :·.:·_-_-.: ::::: ::·_-_:: ::::::::::::::: 2, 0~ 
Palestine ·--- _. --· -·. ---- __ --- ___ --- _.- -··· .. --------- -···- --- 231 .Australia ___ .. _______ ____ . ____ . ___ -__ - __ --- __ ... _. _____ -. __ - _ . 192 

Bolivar ___ __ ._--- ___ --------··· .... -- ··--------- - -·--· .. ------ 311 

lJ!K~o~~~~~:::::::::::::::::: ~:::::::::::::::::::::::: :::: 3g~ 

~~~r~l:~~:~:::: ::::: ::·:-::-:: ::::::::::::::::::.:::::::::::::: ~: ~H 

20 
15 
17 
30 
4-5 
24 
20 
45 
92 
60 

9, 545 
From w bioh we deduct -.-- . - ------ . ---- - -.-. - - . -.-.- ---- --- . - . -

9,540 
190 

.AIJ(l add that number to LJI!oh's vote to coiTect the retnrn11 in 
Kingst{)n precinct, .Adama County ...... · ·- -- ·---------.---·- 100 

Which makeR total----------_------·_-----------·-------- 9,735 
M•\iority for Lynch----··-_-·._--·.-.----- - -·----- .. ·--:-----··- 385 

9, 350 

This table shows Lynch elected by only 385 votes. Following it, 
<>n page 22 of the report, is another table making ;Lynch's majority 
6'23, aud a third giving him 1,043 majority. But the committee urge 
only the :tirst as reliable. Their language is : 

These tabulated statements are made for the information of the House. The 
first tabulated statement shows the result which the undersigned members of the 
eommittee all concur in, and upon which the report ill based. 

Your committee therefore recommend the adoption of the following resalutions : 
llesolved. That James R. Chalmers was not elected, and is not entitled to his 

seat in the Forty-seventh Congress from the sixth district of Mississippi. 
Resolved, That John R. Lynch was elected, and is entitled to his seat in the 

Forty-seventh Congress from the sixth district of MissW~P£~· CALKINS. 

• A. H. PETTIBONE. 
FERRIS JACOBS, JR. 
G. W . JONES. 
A . .A. RAl';"NEY. 
S. H. MILLER. 
JNO. T. W.AIT. 
GEO. C. HAZELTOX. 
WM. G. THOMPSON. 
J. M. RITCHIE. 
JOHN PAUL. 

REP UBLICAN NATIONAL TICKET. 

For P1·esident, 

JAMES A. GARFIELD. 
-o-----

For Vice-P1·e~;ident, 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

For Electo'l·s for President and Vice
P1·esident, 

HoN. WILLIAM R. SPEARS. 

Hox. R. W. FLOURNOY 

DR. J. :M. BYNUM, 

HoN. J. T. STETTLE 

CAPT. M. K. MISTER, JR., 

DR. R. H. MONTGOMERY, 

JUDGE R. H. ClTh"'Y, 

HON. CHARLES W CLARKE 
-----0-----

For .Member of the H ouse of Represen
tatives fron-, the 6th Congres8Umal 

Di.strict. 

JOHN R. LYNCH 

It is headed "Republican Ticket." Under those words is a dash. 
three-eighths of an inch long, thus: --. Then follow "For Presi
dent," and below t.hem "James A. Garfield." Under that is another 
dash three-quarters of an inch long, or two dashes like the former, 
put end to end, with a circle or "o" between them, thus: -o- -. 
Then follow" For Vice-PTesident," and under that" Chester A. Ar
thur; " under that is a dash like the first. Then follows '• For Elect
ors for President. and Vice-President," and the names of the electors 
with their several honorary titles, as "Hon.," "Dr.," Capt.," and 
"Judge.'~ Then comes a uash like the second, and after it the fol
lowing words: 

"For Member of the Hou&e of .Repre&entative& from the 6th Oongre&sionaZ District, 
"JOHN R. LYNCH." 

Whether these tickets were rightfully rejected depends upon the 
law of th13 State of Mississippi. The code of 1880 of that State makes 
the following provisions as to electionE~, namely: "The board of 
registration of each county furnishes poll-books to the clerk of the 
circuit court of the county who shall carefully preserve them as 
records of his office." From them lJ_e shall make up poll-books or 

Now, consider that the practice of the committee is to submit the lists of registered voters for each precinct, and these poll-books he 
cases to sub-committees, and for the sub-committees to report, and shall deliver to the commissioners of election in time for every elec
the general committee to join unless they dissent. Consider further tion, who shall return them after the election. In case of change of 
that on the sub-committee which considered this case were only residence of a registered voter this clerk may erase old registry and 
three Republicans and two Democrats, and the report loses much of reregister him. (See sections 105, 106, 107.) The commissioners of 
its weight. election for each county appoint for each election precinct three in-

The issues between the majority and minority of the committee are spector , all of whom may not be of the same political party. The 
not of fact but of law, pure aud simple. As put by the minority, commissioners furnish at each precinct a ballot-box-
tlwy are these: secured by good and substantial locks, and if an adjournment shall take place. 

First. Will Congress receive and count votes of which there is no evidence, ex- after openlng the polls and before all the votes shall be counted the box shall be 
cept the certificate of a chancery clerk, as to what purports to be a transcript of securely clo ed and locked, so as to prevent the admission of anything into it 
election returns .of record in his office, when there is no law in Mississippi au- during the time of adjoru·nment, and tho box shall be kept by one of the inspectors 
thorizing any record to be made of election returns by any officer, and when and the key by another of the inspectors, and the inspector having the box shall 
ncith. er the chancery nor circuit clerk, nor any other officer in Mississippi, is by carefully keep it and neither unlock nor open it himself, nor permjt it to be done, 
law made the custodian of the election returns after they have been counted uy or permit any person to have :ruy acce. s to it, dru-ing the time of such adjourn-
the commissioners of election~ ment. 

. Second. Can Congress count votes which were reJected by the county commis- SEC. 137 . .All ballots shall Lo written or print.ad in black ink, with a. space not 
sioners because they were not certified to by the mspector, as required by law, lc than one-fifth of an inch between each name, on plain white printing news
when there is no other proof of their validity except the fact that the commis- paper, not more than two and one-half nor less th:m two and one-fourth inches 
ioners of election in their statement of the result give the nuwber of ballots so wide, without any dence or mark by which one ticket may be known or distin-

t·ejected ~ guisbed f110m another, except the words at the bead of the ticket; but this shall 
Third. Will Congress refuse to follow tbo construction of a State statuto of iiot prohibit tbe erasure, coiTection, or insertion of any name by pencil-mark or 

election gi"en by a State court~ ink upon the face of the ballot; and a ticket different from that herein prescribed 
'f tth · dill' t h d · th d th ld shall not be received or counted. o pu emma eren 8 ape an reversmg 8 or OJ', cy \YOn SEc. 138. \Vhen the results shall have been ascertained by t.he inspectors they, 

be, fir~t, shall the "marked" tickets be counted f Second, shall the or one of them, or some tit pe:rson designated by them, shall, by twelve o'clock 
\Otes not certified by the inspectors be counted f And third, shall noon of the second day after the election, deliver to the commissioners of election, 
the votes certified by the chancery clerk be counted'? The majority at the court-bouse of the county, a statement of the whole number of vot~s gh-en 
an wers each of these questions affirmativelv, and the minority for each person and for whatoltice; and the said commissioners of election shall 

J canvass the returns so made to them, and shall ascertain and disclose the result , 
answers them negatively. Chalmers is seated. The burden to nnseat and. hall, within ten days aft.ar the day of said election, deliver a certificate of his 
him rests upon the contestant. If the majority errs as to either of election to the person ha'in~ the greate t number of •otes for any office, &c. 
ihese propositions, their case, as they confess, mu t fall to the ground. S~c. l:J9. T~e statement <_>f the result of the electio~ at their precincts s~all po 

Let ns examine the questions in that order certified and Slgned by the ~ector and clerks! and the poll-book, t~y-list, list 

1 
RK.TRCTED TICJrnTS. · ~~~n:.~~~o;le~!~~o~~d b ot · shall ue deli•ered as abo•e reqmred to the 

Certain tickets fol' Chalmers were rejected because they b.acl marks I . SEC.140. '1;'he commissioners of election sbail, ~t~ t~n days after the elec-
. k lik h · d .1 h tion, transm1t to the secreta~ of stat<C, to be filed m his office, a statement of the 

upon them. TIC ets . ~ t em were r~ce1ye anu. counted .• T .at whole number of •otes gi•en m their county for each candidate •o!ed for for any 
was because the COIDIDlSSloners of election 1n the different counties office at such election, &o. 

XIII- 212 
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The tickets marked as stated were received by the inspectors and 
returned to the commissioners. But when the commissioners in the 
several counties came to canvass the returns so made to them and 
ascertain and disclose the results, in some counties they rejected the 
marked tickets. This they did because they held that the marks 
already described violated the section 137, which required tickets to 
be "without any device or mark by which one ticket may be known 
or distinguished from another except the words at the head of the 
ticket," and because the same section concluded with these impera
tive words, "and a ticket different j1·ont tkat herein prescribed shall not 
be 1·eceived or counted." 

The commissioners found no difficulty in knowing and distinguish
in(J' these tickets from the others, and yet they were fac-similes of the 
others, except as to those dashes. It was by those dashes that they 
were known and distinguished; they were the devices and marks 
covered by the statute, a-s the commissioners thought. Advised of 
this conclusion, Lynch sought to enjoin the secretary of state from 
issuing for Chalmers the usual certificate of election, as has been 
stated. His application was to Judge Campbell, of the supreme 
court. He declined to enjoin upon the following grounds: ''Because 
the House of Representatives of the Congress of the United States 
is the exclusive judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of 
its own members," (made so bytbeConstitntionofthe UnitedStates,) 
and a decision of the question as to the election of a member of Con
gress by any other tribunal would not be authoritative or final. 
.Besides this, the chancery court is not authorized to decide contested 
elections, and whatever its rig_ht, if any, to enjoin in aid of a contest 
inaugurated in a court of the ~tate, which such court could lawfully 
determine,. it appears to be clear that interference by injunction to 
prevent an executive officer from performing a duty prescribed by 
law, in reference to an election as tow hich no court can decide, so as to 
conclude any body or thing, would be without the semblance of right. 

The law was new, passed in 1880, and needed construction. In 
Tunica County the commissioners counted 506 tickets, of which this 
is a fac-simile. 

Ronnblican National Tickot. 
For President, 

JAMES A. GARFIELD. 
--0 - -

Fur Vice President, 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

For Electors for President and Pice 
President, 

Hon. '\VLLLIAM R. SPEARs, 

Hon. R. \V. FLOURNOY, 

DR. J. :M. BYNUM, 

Hon J. T. SETTLE, 

CAPT. M . K. MISTER, JR., .. 
DR. R. H. MONTGOMERY, 

JuDGE R. H. C uNY, 

Hon. CHARLES W. CLARKE. 

---0---
For Member of the House of Represen

tatives from the 6tlt Congressional 
Distnct. 

JOHN R . LYNCH. 

The question was carried to the courts in this way. Section 2542 
of the Code of Mississippi provided that- • 

On the petition of the State by its att~rney-general, or a district attorney, in any 
matter affecting the public interest, or on petition of any private person who is 
interested, the writ of manda1nus shall be issued by a circuit court commanding 
any inferior tribunal, corporation, board, officer or person to do or not t<> do an act, 
the performance or omission of which the law especially enjoins as a duty result
ing from an office, trust, or station, and tohen~ there is not a plain, adequate, and 
speedy remedy in the ordinary course of law. 

·under that the district attorney filed a petition in the circuit court 
of Tunica County asking a nwiadamus to compel the commissioners 
()f that connty to recanvass its vote and reject said 506 tickets be
cause they were so marked, and therefore illegal. The commission
ers demurred to the petition upo• the grounds that-

First. That they are merely ministerial officers and have no power to reject 
ballots that have been counted by the inspectors. · 

Second. That the marks on the ballots for which it is claimed they should be 
.rejected are mere printers' dashes, and are not such distinguishing marks as wen; 
f)()ntemplated by the statute. 

The court sustained the demurrer and dismissed the petition. T.b.e 
district attorney appealed to the supreme court. The judgment of· 
the court below was reversed. Chalmers, chief-justice, did not pre
side because his brother, the sitting member, was interestecl in the· 
question. The opinion was delivered by Camp bell, justice, as follows: 

This case presents for ad,judication three questions, namely: 
1. Whether the commissioners of election have the right to re-ject illegal ballots

cast and counted by the inspectors of election and returned to them with the state
ment of the result at the precincts. 

2. Whether the ballots which the comm.lssioners of election for Tnnica County 
refused to r eject should have been rejected by them as being illegal for having on 
them a deTice or mark by which one may be known or distinguished from another. 

3. Whether the action of the commissioners was final , or whether they may be 
required by mandamus to meet and act in the matter again as the court may order. 

We think it clear that the commissioners of election have the right, which they 
should exercise, to reject ballots returned to them by the inspectors of the election 
as having been cast at any of the precincts of the~ county which show themselves 
on inspection to b e illegal. The law devolves on the commissioners of election the 
duty to prepare fot the election by revising the register of electors and the poll
books of the several precincts so that they may show who are qualified electors, 
and by a:ppointing inspectors and an officer to keep the peace at each voting place· 
and by d1stlibutin~ ballot-boxes and poll-books. The mspecto()rs are to judge of' 
the qualification or electors so as to receive or reject ballots offered by them, and 
when thefolls are closed the ballots are to be counted and a statement of the whole· 
number o votes given for each person and for what office is to b0 made, and this 
statement, certified and signed by inspectors and clerks, and the poll-book, tally 
list.s, list of voters, ballot-boxes, and ballots are to be promptly delivered to the· 
commissioners of election at the court-house of the county, to the end tbat they 
may canvass the returns so made to them and see that the result of the election at 
each precinct, as certified to them by the inspect~rs and clerks, is correct accord
ing to the r eturns. They are to canvass the returns ; that is, they are to scrntin· 
ize the acts of those engaged in holding the election at the different places of vot
ing, as shown by the r eturns. niade to them in pursuance of law, and determine· 
from such returns who r eceived the greatest number of legal votes, and who is 
entitled to receive their certificate of-election in cases in which they give sncft 
certificate, and what return they shall make to the secretary of state. 

It is trne that commissioners of election are not judicial officers, in the sense oX. 
trying causes, hearing evidence, and pronouncing final judgment between parties 
seeking office, but they are charged with the duty of canvassing returns, which 
includes the list of voters and list made in conn ting, and the ballots, and they must 
examine such returns ~d declare the legal result and certify it. If they find an. 
error in computation, they must correct it. If they ascertain from the lists of voters. 
that persons not registered, and therefore not legal voters, have cast ballots, they 
cannot correct that, because of inability to ascertain which ballots are le{!al and 
which not; but if they find in the ballot-boxes ballots declared bylaw to be illegal, 
and such as shall not be counted, it is their plain duty to reject them; and if in can
vassing_ the returns they a.scertain that the inspectors, in disregard of law have. 
countea ballots it says shall not be counted. that error should be corrected by the
canvassers as certainly as an en·or of arithmetic should be. The law makes the 
inspectors jud~es of the qualifications of electors from necessity, because they are
t<> receive the oallots, and, when received and deposited in the box it is not sup
posed by the law to be possible t~ identify them, but the ballots show for them
selves whether or not they conform to law, and there is neither difficulty nor un
certainty in rejecti~~ ballots a..s beinj! illegal, because of what is shown by them. 
upon ins_eection. w e think the effect of section 137 of the code of 1880 is to con
demn as illegal, and not be received or counted, eYeryballotwhich has on its back. 
or face any aevice or mru:k other than names of persons, by which one ballot may 
be distinguished from another. 

This statute does not condemn devices or marks on tb.e outside of a ballot merely,. 
but clearly embraces the face of the ballot as well. That is apparent from the ex
ceytion contained in it, and a device or m;uk on the face of the ballot is as much 
Within what we suppose t~ have been the object of this provision as one on the
outside or back of it. It is apparent from the provision that its object is not only 
to preserve secrecy as to what ballot an elector casts, which is the leading idea of 
statutes in some other States, which prohibit any device or mark on a ballot folded 
which betrays the secret of the voter; its object is to secure absolute uniformity 
as to the appearance of ballots, in order that intelli<YencQ may guide the electors 
in their selection1 and not a mere device or mark by whlch ignorance may be capti
vated. The Legislature was trying to prevent multitudes fiom " being voted" and: 
bein~ guided by a mere device or mark by which they should distiu~ish the bal
lots ~ney were to use in the process without a knowledge of the names of persons' 
for whom their ballots were being cast. Elections are a contrivance of govern
ment which prescribes who are electors and how they may express their will, and 
it is a legitimate exercise of power to prescribe the description of ballots which 
shall be used. Section 137 of the code of 1880 does this, and requires all ballots t;o. 
be written or printed with black ink, with a minimum space between names, on 
plain white news printing-paper of a certain width, and without any device or 
mark by which one ticket may be known or distinguished from another, &c.; and 
it declares that a ticket different from that prescribed shall not be received or
counted. Considerations of policy dictated the description of ballots prescribed, 
and it was deemed of such importance to secru·e an observance of the requirement 
that it is declared that ballot-s not conforming to the description prescribed shall 
not be received or counted. 
It would have been competent to impose a penalty on the circulation or use of' 

such ballots, but the means by which their use is sought to be prevented is the re
jection of the ballot when offered or from the count. It is not penal for an elect~r 
t<> use a ballot differing from the le~al pattern, but it shall not be counted, and thus 
he fails to eJ.'J)ress his will througn such an iustrument.aJ.ity. 1f the device or
mark is external, and observed by the inspectors, they should not receive tbe bal
lot. If it is received, and on being opened is discovered to be of the kind condemned 
as ille~al , it is not to be cotmteu; but if the inspectors count such ballots in dis
regara of law and their duty the commissioners of election, assembled at the 
court-house, with time a.n.d opportunity afforded to scrutinize and correct, as far 
as may be done by the data furnished by the face of the returns, without a resort 
to evidence aliunde, should reject, as the inspectors should have done, ballots 
which the law says shall not be counted. The only safe guide as to what ballots 
are illegal because of devices or marks is the statute. It excludes any mark or 
device by which one ticket may be known or distinguished from anot-her. A dis
tinction between ballots by means of devices or m.arks instead of by means of 
the names on them is what the statut-e aims to prevent, and we are not at liberty to· 
confine the broad lan~age of the statute to any pa:tticuJar description of devices. 
or marks, for ingenuiLy would evade any such limit. The law should be enforced 
as written. 

There is no room for distinction between what is directory and what is manda
torY., what is essential and what is not. The requirement that ballot-a shall be· 
wntten or printed with bla-ck ink, with a space not less tlum one-fifth of an inch 
between names, seems to have been designed to guard against confusion and mis
take as to nam('s of the persons voted for for the different offices, while the require
ment of plain white news printing-paper of a designated width within narr()W lim
its, -and the exclusion of any device or mark by which one ticket may be known or 
distinguished from another, must have been intended to secure uniformity in the 
appearance of ballots, so that ignorance and blind party devotion m.lght not be led 
to the adoption of ballots by the guidance of some mar'k and devices, as to which 
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they were instructed by their leaders, and which. inst~ of intelligent compre
hension of whom or what they are casting their ballots for, should determine their 
selection of ballots to be cast. It was well known that ballots are prepared before
hand under ihe direction of political managers, and are distributed for use among 
electors; and it was further known that captivating marks and devices on ballots, 
appealing to ignorance and blind party zeal, were a favorite resort as an election
eering device <Ieemed legitimate and freely practiced with much effect; and the 
purpose of section 137 was t{) stop this pernicious vractice and to make the pro
hibition effective by prohibiting any mark or deVIce by which one ticket can be 
distinguished from another, and by rejecting any ballot in violation of its require
ments. It was assumed that ballots would still be prepared beforehand by party 
managers or persons interested in having them leaal, and that, as all would be 
alike, the advantage to one party over another sho~d not consist in tickets, but 
that ballots must be selected not by devices and marks, but because of the names 
to be voted for. 

We do not think that the commissioners of election can be required to meet and 
recanvaAs the returns of the election. Having made their canvass and declared 
the result, an<l transmitted a statement of it to the secretary of state, their con
nection with the returns ended. Any error committed by them is not to be cor
rected by requiring them to reassemble and correct it. The le<Tality of their ac
tion may be the subject of judicial investigation in cases in which provision is 
made for contesting the election by an appeal to the courts of the State, but only 
in those cases. 

The Honse of Representatives of the Congress of the United States is the judge 
of the elections, returns, and qual.iftcations of its own members, and the courts of 
t he State have nothing to do with this matter. 

This case might properly have been disposed of without considering any of the 
questions made by the record except that last mentioned, but the attorney-general 
informed us from the bar that doubts exist as to the proper interpretation of the 
election law of 1880, and that criminal prosecutions have been instituted against 
the commissioners of election of some of the counties for supvosed violations of 
:the law in reference to their duties, and we have complied W1th his request in 
declaring our view of the several questions presented by the record. 

Judgment affirmed. To be reported. 
George, J., concurring: 
I concnr entirely in the opinion of the court as drawn up by Judge Campbell. 

The duty to examine and reject illegal ballots rests on every officer or court re
quired or authorized by law to count them. The statute prohibits the use of any 
mark or device on a ballot by which one "ticket may be known or distinguished 
from another." That the mark or device adopted is a mere printer's mark, com
monly used for ornamentation, makes no difference. The statute prohibits any 
distinguishing mark whatever, and no court has the right to do away with the 
effect of the statute by holding that marks which are mere printers' ornaments 
may be used. It is wholly unimportant whether the markin~ on the ~icket was 
thb result of ignorance or a design to evade the statute. The lDSpectors and com
missioners have no power to in~uire into motives; nor has the statute made mo
tives imp01;tant. It condemns as ille~al every ballo.t or ticket whlch is so marked 
" that it may be known or distingnisned from anoeher." The ti'cket used in this 
case and made an exhibit to the petition is thus marked, and should have been 
r~jected. We have nothing to do with the policy or impolicy of the statute. The 
language is plain and does not admit of construction; and it is the duty of the courts 
and: other officers to obey and enforce it in the sense the words clearly indicate. 

Tho House should follow the construction of the Mississippi statute 
made by her supreme court. It is plain, therefore, that the court 
decided that the commissioners of elections were bound by law "to 
reject illegal ballots cast and counted by the inspectors of elections 
and returned to them with the statement of the result at the polls;" 
that they should have rejected the 506 marked ballots as illegal" for 
having on them a device or mark by which one may be known or 
distinguished from another." But the court held that the commis
sioners, having decided and declared the result, could not be reas
sembled and made to change that result. 
If this construction of the statute is correct, all ticke~s so marked 

were illegal and ought not to have been counte<l in :Mississippi and 
ought not to be counted here. Should the House act upon that con
struction f We answer in the affirmative. First, because the House 
should follow the construction made by the highest judicial tribunal 
of the State whose statute is under investigation. The Supreme 
Court of the United States is absolutely supreme, answerable to no 
tribunal and to no constituency. If it would be governed by such a 
construction surely this House, not a judicial body but accustomed 
to seek its law in the statutes and reports, shoultl feel so bound. 
That that court would follow such a construction ordinarily none 
can doubt. Tli'e rule has been uniform from Shelby vs. Gra.y, 11 
Wheaton, down to its latest utterances. Since 1789, at its birth, it 
has acted under the statutory requirement that "the laws ef the 
several States, except where the Constitution, treaties, or statutes of 
the United States otherwise require or provide, shall be regarded as 
rules of decision in trials at common law in the courts of the United 
States in cases where they apply." And always it has held that 
"the laws of the several States" are to be sought for, not in the 
statute-books only, but in the reports also1 and that the construction 
of a State law by the highest judicial tribunal of that State deter
mines what is that law. (See Green n. Neal, 6 Peters, 291.) 

The majority report says: 
It is seriously contended by the contestee that the decision of the supreme court 

of Mississippi construing the sections of the election laws of that State ought to 
be followed by Congress, and that it is against the settled doctrine of both Con
gress and the Federal judiciary to disregard the decisions of State tribunals in 
construin ~ their own local laws. This is too broadly asserted and cannot be main
tained. !'tis true that where a decision or a line of decisions has been made br, · 
the judiciary of the States and those decisions have become a "rule of property,' 
the Federal judiciary will follow them. Not to do so would continually place titles 
to property m jeopardy ancl disturb all business transa<ltions. The rule as to all 
other questions is well stated in Township of Pine Grove vs. Talcott, (19 WalL, 
666, 6G7,) as follows : 

'' It is insisted that the in>alidity of the statute has bee.n determined by two 
judgments of the supreme court of Michigan, and th&t we are bound to follow these 
adjudications. With all respect for the eminent tribunal by which the judgments 
were vronouncecl, we must be perm.F._ted to say that they are not satisfactory to 
our mmds. * * * The question before us belongs to the domain of general ju
risprudence. In tl1is class of ca.ses this court is not bound by the judgment of the 
courts of States where the cases arise; it must hear and determine for itself." 

Thn.t the Supreme Court of the United States will follow a " line of 
decisions" of a State supreme court construing a statute of that State, 

which have become a rule of property, is true. But it will not wait 
for such a line of cases before following. Outside of the excepted 
ca-ses mentioned in 18 Howard, 595, and 8 Wallace, 575 Federal 
questions, 17 Wallace, 648, it follows any such decision. It will fol
low the latest when they are not in "line." (2 Black, 599; 4 Wal
lace, 196.) 

The constitution of Mississippi, adopted in 1832, forbade the intro
duction of slaves there for sale. In Graves vs. Slaughter, 15 Peters, 
449, the United States Supreme Court held that a note given for such 
slaves could be recovered, because the State had passed no law to 
give effect to the constitutional prohibition. Afterward, in B1·ien 118. 

Williamson, (7 Howard, Uississippi Reports) the supreme court of 
Mississippi held the reverse, and after that the Supreme Courtofthe 
United States changed. This was its language: 

Undoubtedly this court will always feel itself bound to respect the decisions of 
the State courts, and from the time they are made will regard them as conclusive 
in all cabes upon the construction of their own constitution and laws. (Rowan 'OS. 
Runnels, 5 Howard, United States Reports, 139.) 

Secure in its own grand pow'ers and free from the petty weaJmess 
which would make it doubt the integrity or discount the ability of 
the State courts, it admits that their decisions upon their own stat
utes are authoritative. 

Nor is it confined to ' ' property" in any narrow sense. It covers all 
rights which maybe litigated. Be ides, the office of Representative 
is "property" very valuable to the possessor and sacred to his con
stituency. (See Ex pm·te Garland, 4 Wallace, and cases cited.) 

And the House of Representatives has uniformly not only followed 
the construction put upon State laws by the State supreme court-s 
but by State executives as well. The rule was well expressed-by the 
Committee on Elections iu the Tennessee cases in the Forty-second 
Congress. We quote it: 
It is a well established and most salutary rule that where the proDer authorities 

of a State go>ernment have given a construction to their own constitution or stat
utes, that construction will be followed by the Federal authorities. This rule is 
absolutely necessary to the harmonious working of our coruplex governments, State 
and national, and your committee are not disposed to be the first to depart from it. 

The Forty-sixth Congre s followed the construction of Iowa's con
stitution by her governor and kept in Republican Representatives, 
though 18wa's Legislature now hold otherwise, and another Congress 
would follow this last construction. As another escape from this rule 
the majority report uses thls language: 

Every State election law is by the Constitution made a Federal law where Co-n
gress has failed to enact laws on that subject, and is adopted by Congress for the 
purpose of the election of its own members. (Page 10.) 

This language is strangely involved. It declares that State election 
laws are made "Federal law" by the Constitution and ''adopted by 
C011gress." It sounds oddly to talk of Congress adopting a constitu
tional result. But there is no such thing in the Constitution ; and if 
there were the construction of them by the proper tribunals would 
still :fix the law, for in the same sense construction by the State courts 
would p1·o hac 'l!'ice become Federal. There is no such thought in the 
instrument. Its only language on tbe subject is: "The times, places, 
and manner of holding elections for Senators a11d Representatives shall 
be prescribed in each State by the Legislatu1·e thereof, but the Congress 
may at any time by law make or alter such regulations, except as to 
the places of choosing Senators." Congress has not legislated as to 
the ''manner" of the election of Representatives, exeept to require 
them to be elected for districts and that the voting sh&ll be '' by writ
ten or printed ballot; and all votes received or recorded contrary to 
this section shall be of no effect," (Revised Statutes United States,· 
sections 23-27,) and as to the duties of election supervisors. (Ib., 
section 2026, &c.) · 

The majority report continues this language: 
To say that Con~ess shall be absolutely bound by State adjudication on the 

subject of the election of its own members IS subversive of the constitutional pro
vision that each Honse shall be the judge of the elections, qualifications, and re
turns of its own members, and is likewise inimical to the soundest principles of 
national unity. 

* * * * * * * 
The foundation of this contention is that if the Congress of the United States 

fails to enact election laws, and makes use of State laws for its purposes, it adopts 
not only the laws thus enacted, but the judicial constructian of them by the State 
courts as well. (Page 10.) , 

None contend "that Congress shall be absolutely bound" by such 
decisions. The Su]Jreme Court is not "absolutely bound;" it can 
disregard them. But it follows them for high considerations of public 
good. A court of errors is not "absolutely bound" by the verdict of 
a jury, but will not set it aside unless it" shocks the moral sense." 
So this House should follow a. State construction of the State ln.w, 
unless it is manifestly absurd. " The constitutional provision that 
each House shall be the judge of the elections, q ualifica tiona, and re
tnrnsofitsownmembers" meansthatthejudgmentshould be accord
ing to law. That law when Congress has not acted is the State Jaw, 
and the State law is the State statute as construed by the State 
supreme court. We know not what the majority means when it says 
this idea is :'likewise inimical to the soundest principles of national 
unity." Certainly it is not at war with our constitutional national 
unity. 

The next point is that Congress should follow State decisions con
struing these State statutes only where "decisions have been con
tinued and uniform in such a. way and for such time as to become 
the :fixed and settled law of a. State." "·where decisions have been 
made for a sufficient length of time by State tribunals construing 
election laws so that it may be presumed that the people of the 
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tate knew what such interpretations were would furnish another 
_good reason why Congress should adopt them in Congressional elec
tion cases. But this reason would be of little weight when the elec
·tion had been held in good faith before such jud1cial construction 
:had been made, a.nd where there was a conilict of opinion respecting 
1the true interpretation of a statute for the first time on trial." 

Such has not always been the langua~ of the honorable chairman 
f the Committee on Elections. In the J!'orty-sixth Congress he sub

mitted a minority report signed by himself, Speaker KEIFER, and 
Mr. Weaver. In it he used this language: 

We think thii question, under the present constitution and laws of Pennsyl
vania not an open one. The highest court of judicature of the State has decided 
it; at'leas~ it has given a construction to that part of the new constitution under 
consideration, and we quote therefrom. (Report, page 41.) 

That was a single decision, not" a line" of them, and yet under it 
a Democrat was refused a seat in a Democratic House. 

In the same Congress, in the case of Bisbee 1:8. Hull, from Florida, 
:Mr. CALKINS objected to Hull's being sworn in upon a regular cer
-tificate. He said: 

How can this certificate stand, even as e tablishing a prima facie right, when 
rthe basis upon which it rests has been swept away by a deci8ion of the s-uprem~ 
• court of the State of Florida1 

.After Hull was sworn in his case went to the Committee on Elec-
tions, and it unanimously followed an opinion of the supreme court 

·of Florida, construing the Florida election laws-only one decision, 
. and that, too, made after the election. Speaker KE-IFER drew that 
lreport. It contained this language: 

The opinion of the supreme court of Florida, pronounced by the chief-justice, 
• on the question of can>assing the vote of the county of Madison, will be found in 
' the record, page 221. · 

* * * 
As already stated, duly certified. copies of these returns were put in evidence 

by the contestee; they are signed by all the officers of the election; they are per
fect in form, clear and explicit in the statement of the votes cast, and have all been 
adjudged by the unanimous opinion of the supreme court of Florida, in a case before 
i t, to be good and valid returns of tll.e election at thue polls. (17 Florida Rep .• page 17.) 

Mr. CALKINS was a member of that committee, and under that 
report another Democrat was turned out by a Democratic Honse. 

Mr. CALKL~s drew the report in Boynton vs. Loring, in the Forty
. ixth Congress, in which occurred this language: 

But it is not necessary for us to decide this question, and we do not, much pre
ferring that the courts of Massachusetts shall first construe their own statutes, 
and when tbey have undergone judicial construction we would follow the decis

, ione of the courts of that State. 
And this report was signed by all the committee (including Speaker 

; K~IFER) except Mr. Weaver, the Greenbacker. 
. And the Mr. CAL~S who, as a member of the Committee on Elec
··tions of the Forty-sixth Congress did all these things, is the distin
·auished chairman of the Committee on Elections in this the Forty
:0eventh Congress, who prepared this majority report, which so vig
IQrously fights against the prin.ciples then laid _down. Then he 'Yas 
ready to follow State courts m the construction of State election 
laws freely. Now he puts it thus gingerly: 

It need, however, hardly bo added that a line of carefully considered cases in the 
States, in which such courts have undoubted jurisdiction~!>o far as they would 
apply in J.lrinciple, would go a ltmq way W'WMd settling a a.isputed point of con
struction many State election law. In fact it may be said that it wohldprobably 
be the duty of Congress to follow tbe settled doctrine thus established. (Report, 
page 11.) 

But seemingly afraid that his last enunciation "\\rill not be satis
factory he proceeds further to attack the Mississippi decision. He 
ays that this construction of the statute was obite1· dicta, because, by 

.decidi.Jig ·that the commissioner-s could not be compelled to recan
vass the votes of Tunica County, the court could have avoided the 
decision of the other.points. The construction was not obiter even 
under the citations made by the report. There was a square issue 
upon each of the questions decided. · They were made by a public 
officer to settle a dispute in which every elector in the State had a 
direct interest and every elector in the United States had an indirect 
interest, and the court could not decently pass by any one of them. 
So avoiding decision of questions, even in ordinary cases, was so great 
an evil that many States have legislated against the wrong. In 1\-Ir. 
CALKINs's own State since 1851 the constitution has declared: "The 
supreme court shall, upon the decision of every case, give a state
ment in writing of each question arising in the record in each case, and 
the-decision of the court thereon." (Constitution of Indiana, 1851, 
article 7, section 5.) 

In 187~ a statute of Georgia enacted that " the court (supreme 
£ourt) shall decide all questions presented in the record of each case 
• .carried. up to it for review." (Code 18731 section 4271.) It maybe so 
:in many States. And neither in Indiana nor Georgia would the court 
~have any patience with one who would argue that their decision upon 

ny question plainly made in the record was obiter, because it was 
·not twcessa1·y to an adjudication of the rights of the parties. 

It is uot true, as stated by the majority report, that "the conrt de-
• • clared in terms it had no jurisdiction of the subject-matter embraced 

_in the first and second grounds stated in the opinion." All it said was: 
The Honse of Representatives of the Congress of the United States is the judge 

, of the elections, r tnrns, and qualifications ai its own members, and the courts of 
; t he State have nothing to do with this matter. 

If that fact ousted the court of jurisdiction, what becomes of the 
J>OSition that a ·'line of well-considered decisions," &c., should be 
followed f A thousand would not change the fact that at last the 
Hou~- was-judge, and that' ' the courts of the St_ate have nothing to 

do with this matter." Nor does the majority of the Committee on 
Elections stand to that doctrine. The Republicans invoke exactly 
the opposite doctrine in their report in the case of Mackey vs. O'Con
nor, made on the lOth of April, 188'2. Then, in discussing the duty of 
election officers under the laws of South Carolina, when that elec
tion was held, they used this language : 

In the election laws of South Carolilla, so far as a member of Congress is eon
earned, there is absolutely nothin.,. authorizing county canvassers to pass upon 
the validity of an election, and to 'decide whether or not the votes there cast are 
to be count-ed and canvassed. Such is the effect of the decision of the supreme 
court of that State, Ez parte Mackey et al. vs. Can ville et al., rendered upon an ap
peal taken by the contestant upon an application to one of the circuit judges for 
the writ of mandamus to compel the county canvassers of Charleston t.o count the 
votes of two of the polls rejected by them. 

I cite another memorable case. Three years ago Maine was turned 
over to a Republican ~overnor and Legislature upon a decision of 
her supreme court ma.Qe upon a "solemn question" (not case) sub
mitted. 

MARKED BALLOTS VOID. 

The marked ballots ought not to be counted, even if we proceed 
regardless of tho construction of the Mississippi statute made by her 
hi(J'hest judicial tribunal. 

Citations of cases as to the ~eneral rule of construing election 
laws are useless here. None will dispute about that. But let us 
come down to the very question under consideration. 

The election law of Indiana, by section 18, requires the T'Oter to 
receive his ballot and "put the same unopened into the ballot
box," and by section 23 requires that all ballots "shall be written 
or printed on plain white paper, without any distinguishing marks 
or other embellishment thereon, except the name of the candidates 
and the office for which they are voted for, and inspectors of elec
tions shall refuse all ballots offered of any other description; provided 
nothing herein shall disqualify the voter from writing his own name 
on the back thereof." 

Here the fact that the law compelled the ticket to be voted un
opened, without marks or other embellishments thereon, except that 
the voter might write his name on its back, shows that her courts 
were right in holding that a mark inside ~f this unopened ballot, 
and not seen till the counting of the votes, could not cause the ballot 
to be then rejected. That the Mississippi statute dealt with the faoo 
and not the "back" of the ballot is plain from its words: ~:All bal
lots shall he written or printed in black ink," "without any device 
or mark by which one ticket may be known or distinguished from 
another, except the words at the head of the ticket ; but they shall 
not prohibit the erasure, correction, or insertion of any name by 
pencil-mark or ink upon the face of the ballot; and a ticket different 
from that herein prescribed shall not be received nor counted." (Sec
tion 137, a.nte.) 

In Commonwealth 1:8. Woelper, 3 S. & R., 29, the supreme court 
of Pennsylvania held that such a law must be strictly construed. 
Tilghman, C. J., delivering the opinion, said: 

The tickets in favor of those persons who succeeded in the election had on them 
the en~Vaving of an eagle. The judge who tried the case charged the J~ that 
these tickets ought not to have been counted. The ca e is certainly Wlthm the 
words of the law. The tickets had somethin~ more than the names on them. But 
is it within the meaning of the law 'l !thinK it is. This engraving might have 
several ill effects. In the tirst place, it mi~ht be perceived by the inspector, even 
when folded. This knowledge mi.,.ht poss1blyinfl.uence him inreceivin.,.orreject
ing the vote. But in the next pc;ce, it dt!prived those persons who di:l not vote 
the German ticket of that secrecy which the election by ballot was intended to 
secure to them. A IIUl.Il who gave in a ticket without an eagle was set down as an 
anti-German and e~ sed to the animosity of the party. Another objection is that 
the symbols of p . increase that heat which it is desirable to assua~e. We 
see that at the elec ·on some wore eagl~s in their hats. The ca e tbus falling 
within the words and practices of this kind leading to inconvenience, I think the 
court ou~ht not exercise its ingenuity in support ot· these tickets. Let us at least 
prevent roture altercations at elections by laying dow:a such plain rules for the 
conduct of inspectors as cannot be mistaken. I am for construing the by-law as 
it is writt.en and rejecting all tickets that ha>e anything on them more than the 
names. This objection strikes at the root of the election, for the evidence is that 
all the tickets in favor of the defendants were stamped with an eagle. Whatever, 
therefore, may be the law on other points, it is clear, upon the whole, that the 
dEifendants were not duly elected. 

The law of Oregon required tickets to be written or printed on 
plain white paper. The officers rejected a ballot because it was on 
colored paper. Its supreme conrt, upon a case made, decided thus: 

Section 30, pa~e 572, of the code provides that "all ballots used at any election 
in this State shau be written or printed on a plain white paper without any mark 
or desip,ation being placed thereon whereby the same may be known or desig
nated.' The voter in this instance is conclusively presumed to have had knowledge 
of this requirement, and to have had it in his power to comply with it by using a 
proper ballot. It was a matter entirely under his own control, and if he chose to 
disrega.rd tbe law he cannot complain if the consequence was that his vote was 
lost. (Th.e State vs. KcK.innon, 8 Oregon, 500.) 

Ohio has the identical Mississippi requirements a to tickets except 
that it does not declare that marked ballots shall not be counted. 
We might cite other election laws from many States and draw com
parisons with them, but as this report is signed by a. distinguished 
lawyer from the State of Massachusetts I call attention to her law. 
Chapter 7 of the Statutes of Massachusetts, 1882, contains her elec
tion laws. By section 4 the secretary of state is required to furnish 
to all election officers self-sealing envelopes of uniform size and color, 
and bearing the arms of the Commonwealth; and no other envelopes 
can be used at the polls. By section 9 none but re{Pstered persons 
can vote. By section 12 the vote must be presented. by the >oter in 
person " in a sealed envelope, or open and unfolded, and so that such 
officers can know that only one ballot is presented."' 
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By sccHon 14 no tickets aro to be printed or distributed when three 

or more must be voted for ''unless such ballots are of plain white 
:paper, in weight not less than that of ordinary printing-paper, and 
are not more than 5 nor less than 4t inches in width, and not more 
than 12t nor less than lit inches in length, and unless the same are 
prin te<l with black ink on one side of the paper only, and contain 
no printing, engravillg, device, or mark of any kind upon the back 
thereof. The names of candidates shall be printed at right angles 
with tho length of the ballot in capital letters not Mss than one
eighth nor more than one-fourth of an inch in height, and no name 
of any person appearing upon any ballot as a candidate for any office 
shall be repeated thereon with respect to the same office. Nothing 
herein contained shall authorize the 1·efusal to receive or count any 
ballot for any want of conformity with the requirements of this sec
tion." Suppose the last clause stricken out, and in lieu of it the 
worus of t,he Mississippi statute, "and a ticket different from that 
herein :prescribed shall not be rec~ived or counted." Suppose on the 
back of such tickets (for that law deals with the "backs") were 
two "monkey dashes" and other "printers' marks," would they not 
be rejected because obnoxiom to the prohibition against "printing, 
engraving, device, or rna1·k of any kind upon the back thereof!" 

On the 1st of March, 188"2, the committee on election laws of Mas
sachu etts reported favorably what seemed to be one of a series of 
intended amendments to her election laws. Its :first section was in 
these words: 

No person shall, a.t an election for the choice of Statchdistrict, county, or city 
<lfficers, cast any ballot unless the same is at least 4t inc es in length and width, 
and no such ballots shall be received or counted by the election officers. 

The officer who sent me the bill says he understands its purpose to 
be" to provide against the counting of' stickers' which have fallen 
from the tickets or ballots to which they were affixed when cast." 

But whatever was its purpose, I cite it aa an·other attempt to 
compel fair elections by strict regulations. And I call attention to 
language used by the distinguished Representative [Mr. &u..~~Y] 
who is a member of the Committee on Elections in this House_, on 
the 17th of this month, in the report in Bisbee '1:8. Hull. It was this: 
11 It is a fundamental principle as :firmly established as any rule of 
law that votes mu.9t be cast as the lato directs," and he adds that votes 
otherwise cast are "ille~al and void." The law of l\fississippi 
directed that tickets should not be counted unless they were '' wjth
out any device or marks by which one ticket may be known or dis
tinguished from another oxcept the words at the head of the ticket." 
Each of these rejected b;Jlots had on it four difterent marks, by either 
or any or all of which they could he known and distinguished, and 
were known and distingui hed from other tickets. Will we violate 
this fundamental principle that these votes may be counted! 

In the contested election ca e of Curtin t·s. Yocum there was a 
report, (No. 345, second session Forty-sixth Congress.) I believe 
none dissent-ed from this language in that report: 

The authoritiel!l are uniform to the effect that all statutes are mandatory-which 
cannot be. disregarded without ignoring the legislative intent. The will of the 
Lejlislature cannot be carried out unless the prension of the statute is complied 
with, and to disregard one of the afeguards which the law-making power of Penn· 
sylvania deemed necessary for the protection of the ballot. (Page 4.) 

The same rule is well expressed in Doerflinger vs. Hilmantel, 21 
Wisconsin. The statute forbade unregistered voters from votino-, 
and declared the vote to be illegal. The court said : 

0 

The ~spectors cannot receive his vote, and if th~y .cannot it cannot afterward 
be received and counted by the courts. .And next It IS to be ob erved that it is a 
nt:gative statute. It. has be~n said on Ve'fY high author;ty that negative words 
will make ~ statute rmperatlve. (Dwarns on Statutes, 715; 7 Law Library, 55, 
and cases cited.) The words of the act are: "No vote shall be received at any 
annual election in this State unless," &c. It is difficult to conceive any language 
more strongly imperative than this. 

THE HAJOll.ITY CONFESSES AND A VOIDS. 

The only reply by the majority report, is (page 13:) 
In the present case we find, as a matter of fact, that there was no intentional 

vJ.oloa.tion of the law,. and we further find, as a. matter of fact that every precau
~OD; was. taken which a reasonably prudent man would be llkely to take under 
&f:Dilar Circumstance~; that the contestant in person applied to those whom he 
might reasonably believe to be well versed in the art of printing. and with the 
l~w in 'their. hands, discussed the question of distinguishin~ mark~, and was as· 
sured that tickets w~mld be prep~ed and printed strictly Wlthin the letter of the 
statute. .After the tickets were pnnted the contestant was assured that they were 
lawful, and might be relied upon as not being obnoxious to the law. It does not 
appea,r that the :print.ers' dashes which ~ppear on ~e ticket were observed by the 
contestant. or. his friencls,, at least until the mormng of the election, after they 
were all distributed, and 1t was too late to furnish. other tickets· and when the 
~ashes were .dis.covered it ~as stoutly contended that they were ~ot distinguish· 
mg ~rks within the meanmg o~ the law. It also appears that there was no in
t~ntion on the part of any one, either those connected with the printing of them 
or those for whose use they were designed, to print the dashes in the tickets fo~ 
the purpose of distinguishing them from any other ballots of any other party. 

~tis also p:t;oved that ticket;S precisely slmilar to those that are questioned in 
t~ contest~ m so~r as the P:t;nters' dashes are concerned, were printed and fur· 
mshed to the opposmg party mat least one of the counties in the sixth Con~es· 
sional district of Mississippi, and were unquestionably voted without a suspicion 
that they were obnoxious to the law. 

That the marks were used to distinguish the tickets appears by the 
record. Luther Reed, a farmer, forty-four years old, and an election 
commissioner of Warren, testified that he antl his fellow-commis
sion.ers unanimously rejected all marked ballots, where protests 
ag_amst them were filed because they thought them illegal. In testi
fymg as to occurrences at the election, he said, "I saw a squad of 
coloreu men standing together, and heard some say " these are the 
marks which I vote by." (Objected by the contest~nt's counsel as 

hearsay.) Cross-examination continued: "I saw the tickets but I 
di~ not go near enoug~ to seowhat tickets they were." One ~fthem 
satd, "I voted the '0' ticket." (Record, page 40-41, and see ticket on 
page 139 of record.) H. 11!. Marshall testified as to the election in 
Warren County, as follows: · 

Question 4. Did, or not, the Republican officers or challengers at the polls keep 
a t!Lllv of the votes for Lynch and announce the state of the vote when the polls 
closed and before the votes were counted~ A. Yes; Captain Bourne kept a tally, 
and at the .clo e of the polls announced the result; which, when the votes were 
counted, hit the exact result or nearly so. (Record, 250.) 

The Republican challenger at Kingston precinct, Adams County 
Henry B. Towers, testified : r 

Out of the 350 which I have on my tally· beet I actually saw and read the name
of Lynch on 160 b_allots, the balance I t~k _by what the voters aid. (Record, 133.) 
The voters were mstructed to turn their tickets toward me a-s they came into the 
voting-room. (Record, 137.) 

Away with your talk about a secret ballot, an unmarked ballot, when 
thus your voters are ma,rched to the polls" like dumb driven cattle!" 

Nor can the committee escape upon the idea that the voters did 
not see these tickets till the morning of the alection. That objection. 
would be just a-s valid with any kind of marks on the tickets, as 
spread-eagles or the like. This contest is not with the voters, but 
with Lynch. The statute of the United States treats it solely as a 
case betw&n Lynch and Chalmers. Now, what had he to do with
preparing these marked ballots Y \Ve stop not to noticethat he told. 
the secretary of state that all his tickets were printed at one office, 
&c., (record, 259,) while the fact was that heemployed two offices to 
do the work. Grant that hew as misunderstood, as he claims. (Read 
at pages 45, 46, 47, 49, 51, 52.) Ji'rom them it will appear that he had· 
the law and had the proof-sheets of the Democratic ticket and his 
own befo_re him side by side; he criticised the difference in the type 
of" heading," and that he swears on the trial that he regarded the 
utter ab ence of marks on the Democratic ticket as a device by which 
they might be known. He thought obedience to the letter of the
law a violation of the law. 

The record contains no evidence that Mr. Chalmers had any marked 
tickets made or saw any before they were voted. The record, at pages~ 
42, 43, shows that the chairman of the Democratic executive com
~ittee .of Issaquena County by letter ordered "2,000 regUlar Repub
·lican t1ckets, Garfield a,nd Arthur, and electors, but with our candi
date for Congress, Ron. JamesR. Chalmers's name at bottom." And 
he received them, but the record does not show that any of them. 
were used, I believe. 

More than a thousand years before Christ Saul was told to go and 
destroy the Amalekites, to destroy utterly all of them. He went an(l: 
brono-ht back the captive Agag and sheep and oxen, and he was. 
called to account by the prophet for his neglect of duty. I canal
most see him as he replied: "Why, I brought the king a captive. 
Have yon no pride as an Israelite T And the people have brouo-ht 
back the best of the sheep and the oxen for sacritice. Do you ~ot 
believe in sacrifice f" The stern answer was: "To obe..y is better· 
than sacrifice, and to hearken than the fat of rams." 

And sha.~ we be told in this presence~ by the law-make1·s, that laws
made, not m the South alone but all over this country-for they are 
alike-for the purpose of preserving the purity of elections are to 1te 
set aside at pleasure 7 If so, where are you to stop t \Vould it be 
permissible to put a black line around this ticket as a symbol of" 
mourning for Garfield f Would it have been permissible to :print the
face of Lincoln thereon and say "He was the emancipator of the
negro race!" Obedience to law shows a pJain path; disobedience
places you at sea, and God only knows where you will :find harbor. 

I find, Mr. Speaker, that I will not have time to discuss the cer
tificates of the supervisors, &c., and it is best to leave that to others. 
But I will attach here as part of my remarks the appendix t-o one of 
t~e ar~uments before the committee, showing what was said at the 
tliDe or the passage of the law touching the right of supervisors in 
county precincts to make returns. I know that with lawyers remarks 
prior to its passage about what a law means do not always amount to 
a great deal. But it does seem that in this place-and in this presenc& 
they are considered. 

Mr. RA.l\TNEY. Not in the courts. 
Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. As the gentleman from Massachu

setts properly remarks, not in courts. In this place we have had a 
treaty, ''the highest law," as Mr. Webster calls it, absolutely twisted 
from its meaning, as Congress understood it, by a veto, because of 
prior talk between the Americans and Chinamen who negotiated th& 
same. Surely, there:fure, Garfield's construction of the superd ·ory 
law will go down with us to-day. Here is the appendix: 

AFPENDIX. 

"When the sundry civil bill of the Forty-second Co-11gre s went to the Senate an 
amendment known as the tenth amendment was put ou, extending the la.w as to 
supervisors of election to all Congressional districts alike. This was resisted by 
the House, and after an excited a.nd angry contention between the two Houses a 
compromise was made providing for the appointment of supervisors -in Congres-• 
;~~~~~stricts outside of cities of 20,000 inhabitants, but limiting their power as 

"And provided furthe-r, That the supervi<>ors herein provided for shall have no 
power or authority to ma.ke arrests or to perform other duties than to be in -the 
rmmediate presence of the officers holding the election and to witnes.'l all their 
proceedings, including the counting of the votes and the making of a return 
thereof." -
sai~· Garfield, chairman of the committ~e, when making the conference report,_ 

''The effect of this is that the supervisors authorized by this act stand by and 
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witness the p1 ocoodin~s of the election, and have the official rip:ht to stand by, so 
thact if frauds are bemg perpetrated the Government of the United States may 
have as witn&3SCS a member of the Democratic party and one of the Republican 
party to. the facts in the case." (See Congressional Globe, page 4455, second ses· 
sion, Forty-second Con!!ress.) 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. iet me suggest to my collea!!Ue whether the effect of this 
amendment may not be to deprive these officers o'f the power to challenge, and 
also of the power to make the certificate which they now make under the existing 
law¥ I call the attention of my colleague to these words: "shall have no :power 
or authority to make arrests, or to perform other duties than to be in the lmme
diate presence •f the officers holdina the elections," &c. It seems to me, and I 
suggest it as an apprehension, that t'hls strips these supervisors or inspectors of 
the power both of challenge and also of indorsin_~ the certificates of election. 

Mr. GARFIELD. That may be true; but, even it it be true, the presence of these 
officers, appointed by a judge, acts as a moral challenge. 

Mr. BROOKS. I understand that they have not the power to give certificates of 
election. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I should say clearly not. 
I Mr. BROOKS. Nor have they any power to make any return. 

Mr. GARFffiLD. Nothing of the kind. (Page 4454.) 
Mr. GoODRICH .. My question is, whether the present amendment does not clearly 

retain to the sul?6rVlSocs appointed by the General Government, through the in
strumentality of the court, the duty and the right to make a return or certificate 
of election contrary to and in opposition to the State officer 7 

Mr. KERR. Under the language of that amendment I think it is perfectly clear, 
as a question of law, that these two supervising witnesses will have neither rip:ht 
nor authority to sip:n or to superintend, or in any way to modify or to chan"'e the 
returns of the election. They may merely stand and see how it is condncte'a: 

Mr. GoODRICH. Now I desll'e to ha.ve that proviso read to the House. 
Clerk read as follows : 
"And provided further, That the supervisors herein provided for shall have no 

:power or authority to make arrests or to perform other duties than to be in the 
lDliDediate presence of the officers holding the election and to witness all their 
proceedings, including the counting of the votes and the making of a return 
thereof." 

Mr. GOODRICH. That is it, "and to make a return." 
Mr. GARFIELD. Oh, no; that is not it. [Laughter.] They only witness the mak

ing of the return. 

There are here also certificates of clerks of chancery courts, &c. 
Now, there is no law in Mississippi that authorizes any clerk to have 
anything on the face of this earth to do with an election except that 
the clerk of the circuit court keeps the book of registration and 
changes the regiBtration where parties move, &c. ; and he delivers 
that poll-book to the commissioners when an election is to be held, and 
they return that poll-book to him after it is held. I challenge gentle
men ·who shall conclude upon me to show one word in their statutes 
enlarging their powers beyond that. I may be mistaken, but that 
is the way I understand her law. That being true, how do you get 
such a certificate as evidence here f I read from a standard work 
on election cases. It is Rogers's Law and Practice of Elections and 
Election Committees, published in 1837, an English book. On page 
84 the principle is laid down thus : 

The general rules which apply to evidence in the courts of law apply also to 
evidence before a committee of the Hoose of Commons. The same witness who, 
from want of understanding, defect of religious principle, or infamy of character, 
is incompetont in the one place must necessarily be so in the other. So, also, the 
policy which forbids husband and wife from giving evidence either for or against 
each other, and which considers as sacred the communications made to counsel or 
solicitor, are rules of law inviolably to be preserved in all tribunals. It is there
foro unnecessary to treat at any length on snch points in a work like the present, 
though some of them are incidentally noticed hereafter. 

On page 117 is this language : 
• It is a general rule of evidence that the burden of proof lies on the person who 

has to support his case by proof of a. fact of which he is supposed to be cognizant. 
Upon this yrinciple it has been held that where a class of voters seeks the benefit 
of exemptions, they must show that they are legally entitled to the benefit of 
them. 

It is always necessary that the best evidence should be given which the nature 
of the thing admits of. The true meaning of this rule is that inferior evidence 
shall not be received when, from the nature of the thing, better evidence may be 
presumed to be in a. party's possession or power.-lbid, 117. 

On page 119 it is said: 
The committee resolved that, in the absence of the poll-book, parol evidence 

could not be admitted. 
On page121: 
Coleraine, P. & K., 508: A list of freemen prepared by a former chamberlain in 

obedience to an order of the house, but not returned to the house; and a return 
to the house of the names of the freemen, with the dates of their admissions, 
made by the present chamberlain, from information derived from the corporation 
books, held to be inadmissible. 

On page 122: 
So, also, a certificate of the registry of a deed was rejected as not being the best 

evidence, the deed not being proved to be lost.-2 Peck, 137. 
The proceedings are as closely assimilated as Ute nature of the subject will admit 

to that which usUally takes place at the trial of another at law in the ordinary 
conrts.-Oushing's Parliamentarq Beportil, 269, section 657. 

The rules concerning the admissibility of evidence have been established chiefly 
with a view to those tribunals where the department of trying the facts of causes 
and of expounding and deciding upon the law are intrusted to different persons. 
When those two provinces center in the samejudfes, as in election committees, 
the same strictness hardly seems to be necessary. "' * The law SUJ?poses com
mittees to be acquainted with the nature of legal evidence, and therefore it must 
b& presumed that if they do admit evidence wruch, when they hear it, turns out 
to be illegal, they will lay no stress upon it in forming their verdict. Juries, on 
the contrary-, by intendment of law are considered as u~acquainted with the na
ture of legal evidence. (Notes to the Cardigan Case, 3 Dong., 231,232, 1175.)
Word.'l'worth's Election Reports, 36; published in 1834. 

I mention those as examples of the rigidity of the rule in England. 
Now, what is our statute on the subjecU I do not care to inquire 
as to the statute of Mississippi, but take the statutes of the United 
States. Unde1· them this trial is had. First, it must be a certificate 
by "the keeper of the said records or books." This is section 906, 
applying to anything but. court records. And it must be under his 
seal of office; and to that must bear the attestation of a judge that it 

is in due form ; and there shall be a, further authentication by the 
clerk or prothonotary-

Who shall certify under his hand and the seal of his office that the said !?resid
ing justice is duly commissioned and qualified; or if given by such governors sec
retary, chancellor, or keeper of the great seal, it shall be under the great seal of 
the State, Territory, or country aforesaid in which it is made. 

Now, there is no such evidence in this case, and the committee would 
not act upon the informal, illegal certificates. And I only mention it 
now because the gentleman from Tennessee [l\Ir. PETTIBO!I.TE] yester
day seemed to think it was necessary to fight the committee on these 
propositions. I suppose he felt that tho committee could not get 
along on their report and needed help by his running on the outside. 

I will remark in passing that this side has not shown a very great 
respect for the reports of committees on that side. But ordinarily 
we have paid some attention to what their committees have said. 
It is true that the other day, upon a unanimous report tonchincr the 
better government of the city of Washington, one or two of the Yead
ers of the other side of the House attacked it fiercely, and one dared 
to say in his place, when reminded that it was a report from a com
mittee on his own side, "And we rebuke our committee." 

Now, gentlemen, when you treat your own committees in that 
way, you cannot expect us to have so great confidence in them as we 
might otherwise have. 

Now I will allude to some remarks of yesterday made by another 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. MooRE.) I will state first that the 
general tone of his speech was an arraignment not only of the State 
of Mississippi bnt of the whole South, of every part of the country 
where there are colored voters. His idea was that there was no hon
est election simply because Democrats were returned from districts 
where there were more colored mec. than white men. 

That I believe is a fair statement of his argument. He produced 
statistics of the district of Mr. Chalmers, and from those statistics 
he argued that a colored man ought to be here instead of Mr. Chal
mers. I do not think that logic good. If it be good, then Mr. Shaw 
ought to be here instead of Mr. Moore, from Memphis, for Shaw was 
a colored gentleman who desired to come to Congress from that dis
trict, and the district has more colored voters than white vot.ers. 
Yet when his name is presented Moore says, "Oh, Shaw, it will not 
do, [laughter;] I want it." He is as kind about givin~ away other 
people's places as wa-a Artemus Ward about sending his wife's rela
tion to the war. [Laughter.] 

I do not wish to answer the gentleman by mere talk about what 
the condition of the So nth is, for he would say it was a Bourbon' 
evidence, but I will read from authority on his own side, from the 
reports of the Attorney-Generals of the United States as to the con
dition of the South. I will read first from the report of Attorney
General Devens, made in December, 1879. He says : 

It has been my effort resolutely and fairly to execute all of the laws of the 
United States protecting the purity of elections, in the same way that other laws 
are executed, and to bring to justice those who have violated them. 

Some addition to the expenses of the Department have been made by the prose
cution of offenses committed against these laws by various forms of intinlidation 
and fraud, the more prominent of which latter was the offense familiarly known 
as "ballot-box stuffing." While convktions have not been obtained in as many 
cases as could have been desired, I have known of none which was commenced with
out proper and sufficient evidence to justify them. The uum ber of convictions ob
tained in the various States, however, authorizes the belief that a more healthy 
sentiment is developing itself against offenses of this character. That they trike 
at the very foundation of republican government cannot be disputed. 

Now, what did he meanT That the number of conviction at that 
time satisfied him that there was a more healthy state of public opin
ion T I have taken pains to collate from the reports of the Attorney
Generals for the last six years all the acquittals, convictions, and 
nolleprossed in all the States of the Union under the election laws. Let 
ns look first at the year 1Es79. How many convictions were there 
during that year~ There were forty; and there were thirty acquit
tals and seventy -six cases nolleprossed. Where were the convictions ' 
There were two in Alabama, four in Connecticut, six in Florida, 
seventeen in Maryland, five in New York, three in New Jer ey, one 
in Virginia, one in Louisiana, and none in Mississippi. 

In 1880, after another election had been held, and when the At
torney-General, like the gentleman from Tennessee, was gathering 
his facts from newspapers, he wrote a tirade on the subject of the 
violation of the election laws, and urged that they should be enforcetl. 
(See his report, pages 16-17.) (No mention of the matter occur · ·n 
his last report.) What was the enforcement T With the power of the 
Government in his own hands, with officers of his own, and with j uriea 
fixed to suit the purpose, so far as they could be according to the law, 
what were the convictions then T '!'hey mounted up pretty largely; 
Mississippi got fifty-two of them in a year; Texas had thirty-nine; 
New York, forty; Connecticut, four; Kentucky, one; Missouri, three; 
Pennsylvania, two; South Carolina, one; Ohio, two, &c. 

Now to what was that dueT You have seen it stated here that ad 
interim there was a change in the laws of the country. This tatnte 
of ])fi sissippi was pas ed in 1880; its construction was uncertain. 
These men were indicted at a time when the pa.s ions engenderetl by 
the strife of the election had not been cooled down. 

They went to court, anrl. they said, practically, "You indicted us 
for not doing our duty. We did our duty as we understood it. Per
haps technically we ·dola.ted the law and committed a crime, but it 
involves no moral turpitude, a.ud no man dares charge us with any 
thing of that kihd. If yon put it upon a mere technicality that we 
violated the law, that is true and we plead guilty." 



1882. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- HOUSE. 3383 
.. f' ... 

.Table showing tke disposition o] ail cases in United States courts for t•iolation of the enforcement acts or election laws frmn J~me 30, 1875, to June 
30, 1877, compiledfroon the reports of the Attorney-Generals of the United States. 

1876. 1877. 1878. 1879. 1880. 1881. 

Grand totals for 
the six years 
ending June 30, 
1881. 

. 1-g -d .0 ~.g .0 -d l.g .0 -d 1~ .g -d 1~ -d -d 11 -d ~.g 
1 ~~ ~ ~ e~ ~ ~ e~ ~ ~ e1 13 ~ e1 ~ ~ e ~ ~ ~ 81 

States. 

·g. §' & -~ p §'g. -~ g. §' g. "to: ·g. ~ g. "E ·s ~ g. -~ g. g. g. -~ ·g. $'g. 
o ~r-. ~ 8' ~~-< ~ o ~r-. '"' o oF-< 8 g' or-. '" o ~~-< § o 'Or-. 
.q lzi 0 8 ..q Z 0 8 ..q Z 0 0 -<1 Z 0 0 ..q zo 8 ..q Z 0 

0 <!j lzi 0 

--------'-----1---1-----1-----------1-----------------------

.Alabama . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 6 07 1 1 29 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 . . . . . . 4 . . . . . . . . . . . . 10 1 3 10 4 7 110 

.Arkansas.................. . ................................................... 1 ...... ...... ...... . ..... ...... ...... ...... ...... ...... ..... . ...... 1 
Delaware.................................. 3 4 ...... ...... ...... .•.... ...... ...... ...... 9 ...... ...... ....... ...... ...... ...... 4 12 
Connecticut..................... . ............. . ..................................... 4 .. . ... 4 ...... ...... ...•.. 4 ...... 4 8 ...... 8 
Florida.................................... 3 ...... .•.... 7 1 1 6 2 3 ...... ...... ...... 1 11 2 7 14 16 

~:~~~kY·::::::::::::::::::::: :::::: :::::: ·--~~- :::::: :::::: ~ :::::: :::::: ·--~~- :::::: :::::: :::::: :::::: ----~- ·---~- ----i- :::::: :::::: .... i. 
1 ~ -

Maryland.. . ..................... . ... 28 1 2 1 1 ...... ...... ...... 17 6 4o •••••• •••••• •••••• 2 3 7 21 37 13 
Missouri. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 . . . . . . 2 
Mississippi................................ 4 .••••. 1 6 ...... ...... 2 ...... 1 5 ...... ...... 6 52 10 22 52 12 45 
New Mexico............................... ...... ...... ...... ...... ...... ...... ...... ...... ...... ...... ...... ...... 3 ...... ...... ...... ... . .. ...... 3 
New York..................... 1 ...••. 1 26 3 9 ...... ...•.• •..••. 5 2 ...... .•.... ...•.. .••... 40 3 41 72 8 ..•.•• 
"New Jersey................... .... .. ...... ...... ...... ...... . ... .. ...... ....•. .... .. . ..... ...... ...... . ... . . ...... ..... . 4 1 . ... .. 4 1 .....• 
North Carolina......... . ...... 1 .. .... 2 1 ... . .. 1 ... .. . .... .. ...... ...... . .. . . . . ... .. .•.... . .. . .. ... .. . . .. ... ...... .. .. .. 1 3 

~~1!::-~J:~·:::::::::::::::: :::::: :::::: ·---i· ····2· ----3- ···53·::::::----~-:::::: ··-·a· ··--5· :::::: :::::: :::::: :::::: i ····2· :::::: ~ 1~ M 
.Ohio . ........................................... --- ......... ---... ...... ...... ... . . . ...... ... ... ...... . . . . .. .... .. .....• 2 4 4 2 4 4 
Tennessee........................... ...... ~ ...... ...... 9 •••... ..•... ...•.. . ..... .•..•. ...... ...•.. ...... ..•••. 1 .... .. .... .. 1 21 
Texas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 . . - . . . . . - . . . . . . . . . 2 . - .. - . 3 . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 . . . . . . 39 3 16 39 8 18 

ri~:.::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::: :::::: ----~- ::::::::::::· · --a·::::::::::::::::::----~-·--~~-----~-::::::::::::----~- ····7· ····3· -·--i- ~ 1~ ~ 
Indiana........................... . ...................................................................................... 2 5 3 2 5 3 
Iowa ...................... . ............................ · 2 ....•..••••••••••. --··-- .•.••• .•••.. ••••.• •••••• •••.•. •••••• .• • ... .••..• •••••. 2 ··---- ••••.• 
Louisiana............. . ........ .... .. ....•. . ..... 2 .•..... ---· . . .••.. ~-... .. 2 ...... 1 5 . ... . . ...... 6 .. . .. . . .. .. . 16 9 1 29 

Totals ....... - ........... --3-:~ -- 3-5-1--111-1--38- r--u-- - 1-85- ...... --6--- 20- _ _ 4_0 ___ 3_0_ --76- - - 1---2-~~-1-62- - -4-8 - 1-23_ 1_ 2_48_ --1-31-~-446-

W ASBINGTON, D. C., February 8, 1882. 
· SIR: In reply to an inquiry contained in letter of Representative CHALMERS to 

you of 29th January, I have to say that within the three years that I have been 
attorney of the northern district of MiasissiJ?pi only two cases have been ;prose
cuted against citizens of the sixth Uongress10nal district of Mississippi m the 
Federal court of my district, namely: United St.at.es vs. M. B. Collins, Warner 
Mathews. and .r ames E. Monroe, for returning the >ote of one precinct as the vote 
of Coahoma County at the Congressional election of 1880; and they ent.ered the plea. 
of nolo contendere, and were fined a nominal amount; and United States va. Dr. 
Coleman, for stuffing ballot-box at same election, who also filed the same plea, and 
was subjected to small fine. -

Very respectfully, G. C. CHANDLER, 
United States Atuwney. 

Hon. B. H . BREWSTER, Attorney-General. 

What was the :fineY I have the official statement from the Attor
ney-General of every one of them. There is but one in the lot who 
was charged with stuffing a ballot-box or with anything else than 
failure to comply with the election laws. Every man of them was 
acquitted on trial, except feur, and they were :fined $50 each. I in
.sert here the table which I made and the report furnished from the 
Attorney-General's Office: 

Names of defend
ants. County. Offense charged. Disposition of snit. 

WilliamFrench .... Warren ..... Omissionofdutyasoffi- Verdict, not guilty. 
cer of election. 

LutherReed ........... do ............ . do................. Do. 
DavidButcher ......... do ............. do....... . ........ . Do. 
M. Marshall ........... do ....... Procuring officers of Informationquashed. 

election to omit duty. 
A. W. Brien ........... do ............. do................. Do. 
W. R. Grantham .. Washington Neglect of duty as offi- Defendant left State; 

cer of election. nolle pros. 
Andrew Jackson ...... do ............. do ................. Plea of nolo conten-

-~~~\tC:i~~;:::: ::::i~ ::::::: ::::::~~::::::::::::::::: 
JohnCompton ......... do ............. do ................ _. 

~:l ~~~~~~:::: ::::~~ ::::::: ::::::~~::::::::::::::::: 
:Reuben R. Tann ....... do ............. do ................ . 
-George T. :R.ehn ... Adams ...... Deprivingvotersofsuf-

C. L. Tillman .......... do ....... ---~~a:· ................ . 
·s. S. Menkins .......... do .... . ........ do ................ . 

dere; fine, $50; paid. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Verdict, not guilty. 

. John A. Dicks . . ....... do ............. do ................. • 

Do. 
Do. 
Do . 
Do. 
Do. 

Noah Barlow .......... do ............. do ............... · .. 
Lewis W. Bryan ....... do ....... Omissionofdutyasoffi-

cer of election. 

~d:ri!~S:~tt;~: ::::~~ ::::::: ::::::~~::::::::::::::::: 
C. S. Bennet ........... do ............. do ................ . 

~~i.~:-r':c~~~-0-~ ::::~~ ::::::: ::::::~::::::::::::::::: 
ji~t'h.~:lie~ ::::::: ::::~~ ::::::: ::::::~~::::::::::::::::: 
~d~!;~~~o~·:: ::::~~ :::~::: ::::::~~:~::::::::::::~~: 
E. B. Foster ....... . . . . do . . . . . . . Interfering with super-

visor of election. 
H. S. Hendrickson ..... do ............. do ................ . 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Do. 

Now, let us look a little further into that matter. How was it 
easier to make convictions in the South then, even if we have to ac
count for it on other principles Y The Attorney-General, in ills report 
for 1879, on page 14, on the subject of witnesses, calla attention to the 
law allowing witnesses to be subprenaed for criminals and to be paid 
by the United States, (Revised Statutes, section 878 ;) and he adds 
the following : _ 

A great expenditure is thrown upon the Goverx.nent by this provision, as large 
numbers of witnesses are often summoned on behalf of defendants whose presence 
is apparently not necessary to a fair trial of the case, and there certainly bas been 
much abuse of this privilege, which necessarily entails a large loss upon the Gov
ernment. I respectfully suggest that it mi~ht well be considered whether (except 
in capital cases) the number or witnesses which the United States shall be required 
to snmmon and pay for a defendant sbould exceed four, and also whether these 
should be J?ermitted thus to be summoned unless it is reasonably shown that their 
testimony IS to go to the merits of the case. . 

In 1880 he thought it important to repeat that recommendation, 
and to add this language : 

It should be thoroughly guarded; and no witness should be aUowed to be aummone~ 
merely for the purpose of attesting or attacking tJte credibility of other ~oitnesses, whicli 
i8 one of the ?nostfreqtumt 71Wdes of multiplying such witnesses. 

True, Mr. Speaker, this is only a recommendation to Congress to pass 
such a law; but be it said to the honor of the representatives of the 
people they have differed with the Attorney-General as to the pro
priety of such legislation. The same request is repeated in the last 
report, that of 1881; yet no member of this House has thought of in
troducing a bill to carry out that recommendation. And yet its repe
tition serves almost as an order to Federal judges. I know not what 
are the provisions in other States, but in my own State when a. man 
is indicted he can summon as a witness any man he chooses for any 
purpose without disclosing to the judge or the prosecuting attorney 
what be expects to prove. It is certainly hard enough, as that report; 
said, that section 878, Revised Statutes, "gives to persons indicted 
in the courts of the United States an advantage which few, if any, 
of the States confer. If any person so indicted makes affidavit set
ting forth that there are witnesses material to his defense, that he 
cannot safely go to trial without them, what he expects t.o prove by 
each of them, &c., and that he is not possessed of sufficient means 
to enable him to pay the expenses of such witnesses, the courts, or 
any judge thereof in vacation, may order such witnesses, if found 
within the limits of the district in which the court is held, or within 
one hundred miles of the place of trial, to be subprenaed. In such 
case the costs incurred by the service of process and fees of witnesses 
are paid in the same manner that similar costs and fees are paid 
where witnesses are subpoonaed on behalf of the United Htates." 

He must disclose his defense before trial, before he shall have a. 
subpama. But I submit it would be a very severe rule to say to a. 
man, "Although you may be indicted at the instance of a man wh() 
is unworthy of belief, a man whose character places him oatside the 
pale of decent society, and are too poor to pay your own witness fees, 
you shall not produce witnesses to prove that he is such a man, 
because it costs the Government a little money." 

Here we are day by day rolling out our rhetoric and frowning at 
the grand old British lion, saying that we will spend millions rather 
than ha-ve a citizen improperly imprisoned in a British jail; yet WQ 
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nave the Attorney-General saying in 1879, and reiterating it-I think 
without properconsideration-evenin the last official report, in effect, 
" Imprison as many of our own people as you please, not at home, 
but away off in the cold regions of Albany, in the penitentiary, for 
the violation of election laws, though it be upon the oaths of men 
who are infamous, because the Government objects to paying wit
ness fees even for her citizens indicted, and who swear to their ina
bility to get witnesses because of poverty." 

Against the talk of the newspapers, against the abuse which the 
aentleman from Tennessee bestows upon the people among whom 
t.e lives, I present the official statement and the official fact to 
how that he has slandered his countrymen. · 
It will not do for gentlemen to say that the officers of the law 

are not honest. They are your officers. It will not do to say you 
.cannot convict. The records show that you have convicted. There 
is but one honest way to look at this thing i. that is, to look at 
the records of your courts in the South as you ook at them every
where else; giving them full faith and credit. Assume that it may 
be true that just after an election many charges may be made, 
and that when the excitement has cooled the prosecutin~ officers 
may discover that there is no proper foundation for the actions they 
have instituted, and may quash the indictments. 

Do not brand the officers of your own choosing, your pro ecuting 
attorneys and your judges, with baseness, but look at the record and 
find that during six years there have been one hundred and thirty
one acquittals, and four hundred and sixty-:-six nolleprosses to two 
hundred and fol,'ty-eight convictions, and the conviction in almost 
every case has been under some local law, some special arrangement, 
some plea that did not a{fect the honor of the court, nor of the de
fendants, but preserved the forms of justice. While speaking of the 
proceedings in Texas I forgot to state that in all those cases the of
fense was purely technical, and the judge fined the parties one dollar 
a piece. 

The gentleman from Tennessee l1.Ir. MoORE] started out yester
day with this language : 

:Before prooeedin~ to the discussion of this ca e, with all deference and respect 
"for the older and Wiser members of our party who think differently-

That was put in for politeness-
I wish now and here to enter m;v. solemn prote t against the hilly-shally, pig-and
puppy policy of our managers, if we have any on om· side of the House. 

Now, it is not my business to defend the other side of the Honse, 
but I have some friends over thm·e, and I will remark, without fur
t.her controversy, that the gentleman from Tennes ee ought not to 
have said that; it was a little more than was deserved. He adds: 

We have a. number of Republicans here, who know themselves to have been 
lawfully elected to seats upon this floor-

The Constitution, as the majority of the committee say in their 
report, :makes m the judges in a ca e of this kind, even above the 
courts ; but the gentleman from Tennessee makes the contestants 
the judges-makes Mr. Lynch the judge in this case. They know 
~'they ought to have their seats." He says: 

We have a. number of Republicans here who know themselves to ha>e been 
lawfully elected to seats upon this floor, now and for nearly five months past en-
Z:~fo~n~~~~~~~ House to give them an opportunity to present their 

Then he goes on : 
But when our own party friends, from whom we have a reasonable right to at 

least expect some sort of sympathy, deliberately decline from day to day to allow 
us to bring up the claims of these neglected a socia.tes, we think we have a just 
and valid right to feel deeply aggrieved. 

"We!" That is :Mr. Lynch & Co.; not the Republican party, not 
the country. 

He continued : 
We have three contesting members whose cases, after many months of inves

tigation, are now ready to be presented to this House with favorable reports, pre
pared with such care and cautious investigation as will commend them, we trust, 
to the jud~ent and sense of l'ight of every fair man in this House and in this 
country. we insist now upon their right to be hea.rd. The Repu blicanA of the 
South, they who have come up through great tribulation-

Without their garments being spotless- · 
will not lona-er excuse the party for this dangerous and unjust neglect of the 
highest pri;iieges of these Representatives, namely, the right to occupy and pos
sess therr lawful but now usurped seats upon this floor. 

Mr. Speaker, I shall make no threats. I have for twenty years voted and shall 
continue to vote the Republican ticket, no matter at what personal cost, and that 
cost is well known to many ; but all other men are not so ingrained as I am into 
the principles of the Republican party; and I warn this Congress to-day and the 
whole country fhat unless they do simple .iustice, and do it reasonably soon, to 
these Republican contestants who have almost literally fonght their way to the 
doors of this House, it will require no prophetic foresight to see the Forty-eighth 
Congress in the hands of a round Bourbon majority and led by a Bourbon Presi
dent. 

* "' * * * * * 
I confess that I am, and I think the country is, growing nry imp~ttient with the 

milk-sop policy of our Republican ml\iority here, and unless we decide soon to first 
.seat the men who have been fairly and honestly elecied, and then go on vigorously 
in the prosecution of the important public business for which we were sent here, 
I do not hesitate to say that the country will not do what it ought to do if it fails 
to repudiate our party at the very next election. A word to the wise is sufficient. 

Here is a man representing an important district and proclaiming 
bimselfthe champion of6,000,000ofcoloredpeople, who stands here in 
this House, where every member is under oath, and says to members 
.~f his party: "If you dare to vote as the gentleman from Indiana 

[Mr. BROW~"E] said you ought to vote, on your conscience and your
judgment, you may expect a Democratic majority in the Forty-eighth 
Congress." 

Talk abQnt party lash! The meanest slave-driver t-hat ever dis
gra-ced the South did not dare to put the lash so hardly upon the
back of his meanest slave. 

I know not what_ the honorable gentleman is, or what his views 
are, except as I gather them from his speech. In the Directory he 
remarks simply he was elected over Casey Young, I su~pose think
ing that was quite (l'lory enough to die on. But in his speecll ho 
demonstrates to us that he is not a lawyer; indeed he says so, and 
the bar will be as gratified in learning that as will the public ia 
learning another thing, that he is not. This speech would indicate 
he was a very cruel man, a very harsh man. That is not so. He i 
sleek and fat and good-natured, a very gentleman in manner anfl a 
very gentleman in thought, no doubt. He does not mean what he
says in his speech. What private grievance he has I know not, but 
I cannot believe the gentleman in earnest. 

When I was a boy, raised in a village, the first time I went to a. 
city I was greatly alarmed at a. savage I saw upon the side-walk,. 
with tomahawk in hand, feathers in his cap, and a scalp in his belt. 
Seeing me alarmed, a friend led me quietly up to it andsaid: "Why,. 
this is not a savage; tap it, look at it; it is simply made of block tin, 
painted, and perfectly hollow. There is no danger in it whatever." 
[Laughter and applause.) . 

I mention that so the country in readin~ this speech may 1..."D.ow 
that the gentleman was joking. I mention It seriously, :Mr. Speaker, 
because of his importance in this House. Think of hiin standing on 
themightyriverwhereishishome, with his back to Tennessee, North 
Carolina, and Virginia. He has no eyes in the back of his head; 
he turns his back on them thinking they are sa:fe. He casts his eye 
out over Arkansas and Texas. To his right hand are Missouri and 
Kentucky. To his left are poor, prostrate Mississippi, Louisiana, 
and Alabama. To them he speaks, and as the waters bear his voice 
down toward the mouth of the Mississippi River it is caufo-ht up by 
the Gulf Stream, and skirting the coast of Florida and o Georgia, 
South Carolina and Hatteras, on up to the North and away overt()_ 
the downtrodden people of Europe, this man's voice, the champion 
of the downtrodden everywhere, the champion of tho e whose rights 
are neglected, rolls on in mighty >olume. I regret it, but I am 
obliged to tell the world that he is only a champion in disgui e · he
is po ing. [Laughter and applau e.) 

[During the delivery of Mr. HA-miO~"'D'S remarks, before his hour
had expired, he said: I should like to know at this point, in ordel
that I may properly shape the remarks which I desire to a.ddress to
the Honse, whether at the expiration of my hour I may calculate on 
being allowed ten or fifteen minutes more if necessary. 

1.Ir. ROBESON. I will move, if that be necessary, to give the gen
tleman from Georgia fifteen minutes additional. 

Mr. CALKINS. And even if the House should not consent to that, 
I will state to the gentleman that at the close of his hour I will take 
the floor ann yielcl him fifteen minutes. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I am obliged to the gentleman from 
Indiana for his courtesy. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. ROBESON} 
asks unanimous consent that the hour of the gentleman from Georgia 
be extended fifteen minutes. 

1\Ir. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I hope I shall not need that exten
sion, and yet I do not know but I may. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the request which 
has been ma<le, and the time of the gentleman from Georgia is ex
tended for fifteen minutes. 

1.Ir. H~'f.MO~"'D, of Georgia, then resumed and concluded his re-
marks.] 

1.Ir. CALKINS. I now ask the contestant be heard. 
There was no objection; and it was so ordered. 
1\Ir. LYNCII (the contestant) rose. [Applause.l 
~Ir. MOULTON. I ask that order be preserved in the galleries. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order. 
Mr. LYNCH, (the contestant.) Mr. Speaker, inpresentingthis case

to the House and to the country I will not discuss the legal questions 
that are involved; nor will I review the testimony that has been 
taken. The e points have been and will be forcibly presented by 
members of the committee who nave familiarized themselves with 
the case. I will content; myself with calling public attention to the
disreputable system of elections of which the pending case is a natu
ral and necessary outgrowth. 

Out of 21,143 votes polled the contestee actually received about 
5,000. In the counties of Adams, Claiborne, Jefferson, Washington, 
and Wilkinsan omething over 5,000 votes were counted and returned 
for him that were polled against him. Giving him the benefit or 
these frauds, he was still defeated by a majority of 663. His pre
tended claim to the seat is based upon the action of election com
missioners or county retllTilin~ boards in several counties in throw
ing outover5,000Republican tickets that had been received, counted, 
and returned by the precinct inspectors. Over 3,000 of these tickets 
were thrown out for the alleged reason that the election officers failed 
to comply with some technical requirements of the law; such, for
instance, as a failure on the part of the election clerks t.o send up
with the returns a list of the name of those who voted. 
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WARREN COUli"'TY. 

In W a.ITen County all of the Republican tickets except those pollecl 
in the first ward of the city of Vickslmrgh were t]n·own out, for the 
alleged reason that they had on their face the usual and ordinary 
printers' dashes, which the contestee claimed to be a distinguishing 
mark. The rejection of these tickets wa.a the most dis~raceful act 
in the whole questionable business. ·warren County, which includ~s 
the city of Vicksbur~h, is the county and city in which General Gqal
mers now claims to live and where he is presumed to be well, if not 
favorably known. Although the election machinery in Warren, as 
in all the other counties in the district, was in the hands of his par
tisan friends and upporters, but where, I am pleased to be able to 
say, the election was fair and the count honest, up to the time the 
returns were made to the county commissioners, the county gave a 
majority of 1,052 against him. No one supposed for a moment that 
the com:nissioners could be induced or even seduced into commit
tin~ this great outrage, especially as the precinct inspectors had 
pot:utiyely refused to reject these tickets in spite of the appeals th.at 
were made to them to do so. 

But General Chalmers, who seems to be equal to any emergency 
when his personal interests are at stake, appeared before this board 
in the person of his law partner, and without notice to his opponent, 
without allowing the other side an opportunity to take exceptions 
to the jurisdiction of the board or to present the other side of the 
question on the merits of the case, insisted upon the commission, 
without delay, of this great wrong, although they had ten clays 
under the law in which to make their returns to the secretary of 
state. The opinion is prevalent in Wan-en County to-day that this 
board of election commissioners, which consisted of three men of 
only ordinary intelligence, would not have committed this outrage 
upon popular suffrage, as one of them frankly .admitted to me, had 
both sides of the question been presented at the time. But the con
testee, through his law partner, made them believe that it was their 
sworn duty to a-ct exactly in accordance with his advice and agreea
bly to his instructions. In fact it can be truly said that he virtu
ally decided the case himself; and as his modesty is not equal to his 
ambition, it is perhaps not strange that he decided the case in his 
own favor. 

But there is anoth<~r fact in support of the assertion that tb,e com
missioners act.ed agreeably to inl:ltructions furnished from General 
Chalmers's law office. The result of the election in the first ward 
of the city of Vicks burgh was as follows: Chalmers, 168; Lynch, 57. 
The 57 Republican tickets polled in that ward were exactly like 
those that were declared by the commissioners to be unlawful, and 
yet these 57 tickets were declared to be lawful and were therefore 
counted and returned as such. If all of the other tickets voted by 
the Republicans in the county wer·e unlawful on account of the print
ers' dashes, then these were unlawful also, for they were all exactly 
alike. When the commissioners were asked whythevdidnotthrow 
these out also, their answer was because they were· not protested 
against. The rea-son they were not protested a~ainstis no doubt due to 
the fact that the contestee had a large majonty in that ward. The 
charge, therefore, made by the Vicks burgh Herald, the ablest Demo
cratic paperpublishedin the State, that the Republican tickets in that 
county were not thrown out because they had a few printers' dashes 
on them, but because they did not have the name of Chalmers on 
them, is unquestionably true. The assertion that the illiterate Re
publican voters were enabled to distinguish the tickets of the two 
parties by these dashes is untrue, because every ward in the city and 
every precinct in the county was supplied with counterfeit Republi
can tickets, the only difference between the genuine and counterfeit 
Republican tickets was that the latter had the name of Chalmers 
instead of Lynch on them for Congress. The printers' dashes, therli
fore, could not possihly operate to the disadvantage of Mr. Chal
mer. 

RACE PREJUDICE. 

In reading one of Gath's letters to the Cincinnati Enquirer shortly 
after the election of 1880, I saw the following: 

The Tribune interviewed General Chalmers, of Mississippi, yesterday, who 
coolly said: "I think about 5,009 votes for _,Lynch were thrown out in the district, 
out of 15,000 in all. As self-preservation 1s the first law of nature, I am in favor 
of usinl? every means short of violence to preserve the intelligent white :people of 
Mississ1ppi in supreme control of political affairs. They are justified m using 
every means that wit or money, short of open bribery, can procure. If this is 
Chalmerism," he con11luded, "I am proud of it." 

The words " short of violence" and ''short of open bribery" were 
no doubt used for purposes of embellishment and smooth reading. The 
facts would have been more accurately stated, as expressive of the 
purposes and methods of the element of which that gentleman is a 
recognized exponent. had these qualifying words been omitted But 
the l~~age the gentleman is reported to have used, as quoted above, 
is harruy less than a libel upon the most intelligent and respectable 
white people of Mississippi. That General Chalmers is authorized 
to speak for the Bourbons of Mississippi, I unhesitatingly admit. 
That he is authorized to speak for the conservative white people of 
Mississippi, I most emphatic ally deny. That he does not and has not 
expressed their feelings, sentiments, and wishes, either in his utter
ances or methods, I most positively a.ssert. No one, I presume, will 
deny that whenever there is a conflict between wealth and intelli
gence upon the one side and poverty and ignorance upon the·other, 

the former can always meld a controlling influence, or at least hold 
tho latter within legitimate bounds, and that too without resorting 
to any lawless or questionable me:ms for that purpose: Whenever 
fraud and violence are resorted to, upon the plea that they are neces
sary to prevent the asccndency of ignorance over intelligence, the 
impression that is naturally created upon the public mind is that the 
order of intelligence is either very inferior or else there is no antag
onism or conflict between these elements. 

I deny that race prejudice has anything to do with fraud and vio
lence at elections in the Sonthern States. There is not half as much 
race feeling at the South as many of the Bourbon leaders of that sec
tion would have the countr·y believe. The antagonisms that exist 
there to-day are not based on antipathies of race, but they are based 
on antipathies of parties. The race feeling was strong shortly after 
the war, but it has now very nearly died out. Colored men are not 
now persecuted in the section from which I come on account of their 
color, but Republicans, white and colored, are persecuted in many 
localities on account of their politics. More colored than white men 
are thus persecuted, simply because they constitute in larger num
bers the opposition to the Democratic party. The opposition to me 
as the candidate of the Republican party for Congress wa-s no more 
intense than it would have been had the Republicans nominated an 
aristocrat of the ante-bellurn :period who fought on the side <;'f the 
confederacy during the late war. The barrier to my success was not 
due to my color; it was due to my politics. 

Bruce, Douglass, Langston, or any other reputable colored man, 
as the candida.te of the Republican party for the Presidency in 1880,. 
would ha.ve come just as near carrying Mississippi as did General 
Garfield. The Southern Bourbons are simply determined not to tol
erate honest differences of opinion upon political questions. They 
make no distinction between those who have the courage, the man-
hood, and the independence to array themselves in opposition to 
Bourbon methods and measures. It matters not what name the oppo
sition may assume nor of what elements it may be composed. They 
may call themselves Republicans, or Greenba-ckers as insomelocali
ties, or Independents as in others, or Readjusters as in Virginia. The· 
fact that they oppose the ascendency of Bourbon Democracy makes. 
them, from a, Bourbon stand-point, enemies to the South, to its inter
ests and to its people. All that is needed at the South to-day is the 
inculcation of a just and liberal public sentiment which will destroy 
political proscription and intolerance. That being done a full vote, 
a free ballot, and a fair count will necessarily follow, for it is an in
disputable fact that fraud and violence have, as the basis of their 
existence, proscription and intolerance. [Applause.] 

THE SOLID SOUTH. 

That the South is solidly Democratic at the expense of the purity 
of elections is no longer a disputed question. Every intelligent man 
knows it and every candid man admits it. Many of those who de
fend the methods of Southern Bourbons, do so upon the plea that 
wealth and intelligence ought not to be governed by poverty and 
ignorance, and, as the wealth and the intelligence of the South are 
identified with the Democratic party, and the poverty and ignorance 
with the Republican party, it necessarily follows that Democratic 
success is essential to the ascendency of the intelligent and property
owning classes. According to their reasoning, therefore, the country 
ought to countenance and justify fraud and violence on their part. 
Let us inquire into this a little. The claim that the Democratic party 
at the South embraces within its membership all of the wealth and 
the intelligence of that section has not the slightest foundation in 
fact. I know whereof I speak when I assert that the opposition to 
the Democratic organization, in the State of Mississippi for instance, 
embraces within its membership a large per cent. of the wealtht the 
intelligence, and the moral worth of that Commonwealth. 1t is 
equally true that the Democratic party embraces within its member
ship some of the most ignorant and depraved of our population. 

True1 the Republican party at the South has a larger percentage 
of the illiterate voters than has the Democratic party, but it is also 
true that both parties contain a sufficient number of each of these 
classes to prevent either from being accepted as the exclusive repre
sentative of either class. Under the existing order of things it is 
impossible to make wealth and intelligence the basis of party organ
ization in any one of the Southern States. If it be true that the 
Democratic organization at the South is the exclusive representative 
of the wealth and the intelligence of that section, why is it they do 
not establish by law an educational or a property qualification for 
electors Y I think I can inform the country why it is they have at
tempted nothing of the kind. It is because they know they cannot 
disfranchise the illiterate Republican voter without disfranchising 
at the same time and in the same way the illiterate Democratic 
voter. It is because they know they cannot disfranchise the poverty
stricken Republican voter without disfranchising at the same time 
and in the same way the poverty-stricken Democratic voter. This 
is the "self-preservation" which they consider to be the "first law 
of nature." 

I admit that a much larger number of Republican than Democratic 
voters would be thus disfranchised, but a sufficient number of Demo
crats would be disfranchised to create a public sentiment which 
would destroy the Democratic organization and drive the party from 
power. As to that party being the exclusive representative of polit-
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ical morality, the fads present-ed in this case have gone far to dis
prove that claim. I assert with feelings of deep mortification 
.and profound regret that in the official person of the contestee in 
this case the country is presented with a living monument of rifled 
ballot-boxes, stifled public justice, and a prostituted suffrage. Al
thou~h the gentleman has occupied a seat upon this floor during the 
last nve years, yet no one knows better than he does himself that he 
has never, with possibly one exception, 1878, when the Republicans 
made no organized opposition, received as many as one.:tmrd of the 
votes polled at any election at which he was a candidate. With 
.all of their boasted intelligence and independence it is an unfortu
nate fact that Southern Democrats are particularly noted for their 
ubserviency to party leadership. They rely chiefly upon their party 

leaders and local newspapers for political instruction and directiOn 
.and they generally do or allow to be done whatever their leaders 
.and party papers advise, whether it be right or wrong, fair or unfair. 
Under the e circumstances it can be truly alleged that the contestee 
in this case is more responsible for the frauds and outrages that were 
~ommitted in his behalf and for his benefit than any one else. 

I am satisfied that had he gone before the people of the sixth dis
trict and told them that while he was ambitious to represent them 
in Congress, yet as an honorable man he could not afford to coun
tenance or encourage any fraudulent or questionable methods to 
bring about that result, the election would have been fair and the 
-count honest throughout the district. But it is an unfortunate fact 
that no such words as these were ever known to fall from ills lips. 
()n tho contrary, the fraudulent acts that were committed by a por
tion of his friends and supporters, and which resulted in his being 
returned to a seat upon this floor, were received by him with either 
silent acquiescence or public approval. His chief aim, his sole object, 
:Seems to have been to occupy a seat upon tills floor, regardless of 
the means by which that Tesult might be brought about. I can 
.assure the House and the country of the fact that it gives me no 
pleasure to feel compelledi in vindicating the cause of truth and jus
tice, to use such strong anguage in referring to .my distinguished 
.opponent, because, aside from his questionable election methods, he 
is a gentleman whose ability, eloquence, and genial disposition are 
calculated to commend him to the· appreciation and respect of those 
with whom he may be officially or socially connected. Gladly would 
I acquit him of ever having countenanced or encouraged the com
mission of election frauds if the facts would only warrant me in so 
doing. 

But, Mr. Speaker, must it be assumed that the commission of these 
-crimes and these outrages are encouraged by the wealth and the in
telligence of the sixth district of Mississippi Y In the name of those 
who in ante-bellum, da.ys gave tone and character to Southern society, 
under the supervision and direction of some of whom I received my 
-early training, and by whom I was taught to seek through a lauda
ble and commendable ambition the realization and accomplishment 
of those things which can be honorably achieved only by those who 
.are imbued with and actuated by the hlghest, noblest, and most ex
alted aspirations, I must enter my ·earnest and emphatic protest 
.against snch an unjust, unfair, and unreasonable assumption. While 
I admit that the late war, which was disastrous in its results so far 
as many of the Southern white people were concerned, produced a 
marked and lamentable decadence in the public morals of that sec
tion, yet I know, of my own personal knowledge, that there are, even 
in the sixth district of Mississippi, white men and Democrats who 
are admitted by all who know them to be men of honor, character, 
and integrity. When, therefore, the contestee attempts to make it 
appear that these men indorse and defend the methods by which he 
was returned to a seat upon this floor, he thereby becomes a maligner 
of his section and a traducer of the most intelligent and respectable 
portion of his own people. 

I can assert whereof I know to be a fact that there are thousands 
of Democrats in the sixth district of Mississippi, many of whom voted 
for the contesteel but who know and admit that he was fairly and 
honestly defeated, and that he reflects no credit upon himself1 his 
party, and his State in claiming a seat upon such a flimsy and ndic
ulous plea as the one set up by him in this case. The worst that can 
be said about these bw-abiding Democrats is, that through a mis
taken zeal for the success of their party they remain, as a rule, ret
icent and inactive, while the ignorant and immoral are allowed to 
debauch the suffrage in the interest of the Democratic party, and 
thus bring odium and disgrace upon their State and party. 

Both of the great political parties of the day are no doubt anxious 
to bring about a cessation of the agitation of sectionalism. They 
differ only as to the basis upon which this agitation shall cease. The 
Democrats who are in favor of upholding and defending the Bourbon 
.system of fraudulent elections, as illustrated in this case, for instance, 
.are anxious to bring about a cessation of sectional agitation upon 
the basis of a violent and fraudulent suppression of the popular will. 
The Republicans, on the other hand, and I am pleased to be able to 
say thousands of honest Democrats as well, are anxious that this 
.agitation shall cease, upon such conditions as will secure to all citi
zens the equal protection of the laws, and a willing acquiescence in 
the lawfully expressed will of the majority. As an humble member 
of the great Republican party, I have no hesitation in declaring it to 
be the unchangeable determination of that party to continue to wage 
.. '1 persistent war upon Bourhou methods at the South l{Dtil the right 

of every citizen to ca t his ballot for the man or the party of his 
. choice and have that ballot fairly and honestly counted shall have 
been acquiosced in from one end of the country to the other. [Ap
plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. Speaker, so far a thi case is concerned it is not a question of 
party. It is one that appeals to the patriotism and justice of the 
American people. You are called upon to determine in this case 
whether or not 10,000 voters of one party in a district shall be al
lowed through systematic frauds and ballot-box manipulation to be 
equal to 20,000 voters of the other party in a district where the elec
tion is fairly and honestly conducted. You are called upon to de
termine whether or pot in a district containing about 40,000 \Oter 
30,000 of them shall be allowed through the commission and perpe
tration of flagitious crimes to be practically disfranchised and the 
10,000 alone to have voice and representation upon this floor. You 
are called upon to determine whether or not these grave offenses 
against law, justice, and public morals shall receive the condemna
tion or approbation of the national House of Representatives. To 
the Democratic members of the House who are the chosen repre
sentatives of a willing constituency and whose titles are not saturated 
with the crime of fraud, I have this to say: that you will accept the 
fraudulent methods and practices that were resorted to in behalf of 
the contestee in this ca e as your standard of political morality is 
what I have been too charitable to believe and too generous to as
sert. That any considerable number of representatives of any party 
can give these oft(mses the sanction of their approval is what I can
not and willnot believe until thatfa.ct has been unmistakably dem
onstrated. 

I am aware of the fact that Southern Republicans are sometimes 
reproached because they do not make forcible resistance to the per
petration of these frauds; but it must be remembered that the frauds 
are always committed under some sort of color of law. The five 
thousand and more Republican tickets that were thrown out in the 
sixth district of Mississippi were thrown out by men whose sworn 
duty H was to make true and correct returns of all the votes pollefl 
in their respective counties. In counties where not less than 5,000 votes 
were counted and returned for the conte:Stee that were polled against 
him, the frauds were either committed by the sworn officers them
selves or by accomplices who had been selected for that purpose. 
The frauds are always committed either by the sworn officers of the 
law or by others with their knowledge and approval. What lawful 
redress have Republicans, then, excopt to do just what I am now 
doingf 

You certainly cannot expect them to resort to mob law and brute 
force, or to use what may be milder language, inaugurate a revolu
tion. My opinion is that revolution is not the remedy to be applied 
in such cases. Our system of government is supposed to be one of 
'law and order, resting upon the consent of the governed, as expressed 
through the peaceful medium of the ballot. In all localities where 
the local public sentiment is so dishonest, so corrupt, and so demoral
ized as to tolerate the commission of election frauds, and shleld the 
perpetrators from justice, such people must be made to understand 
that there is patriotism enough in this country and sufficient love 
of justice and fair play in the hearts of the American people to pre
vent any party from gaining the ascendancy in the Government that 
relies upon a fraudulent ballot and a false return as the chief source 
of its support. 1 

BRA VERY AND FIDELITY OF THE COLORED PEOPLE. 

The impartial historian will record the fact that the colored people 
of the South have contended for their rights with a bravery and a 
gallantry that is worthy of the highest commendation. .Being, un
fortunately, in dependent circumstances, with the preponderance 
of the wealth and intelligence against them in some localities, yet 
they have bravely refused to surrender their honest convictions, even 
upon the altar of their personal necessities. They have said to those 
upon whom they depended: You may deprive me for the time being 
of the opportunity of making an honest living; you may take the 
bread out of the mouths of my hungry and dependent family; you 
may close the school-house d'wr in the face of my children; yea, 
more, you may take that which no man can give, my life, but my 
manhood, my principles you cannot have! [Applause.] Even when 
the flag of our country was trailing in the dust of treason and re
bellion; when the Constitution was ignored, and the lawfully chosen 
and legally constituted authorities of the Government were disre
garded and disobeyed; although the bondman's yoke of oppression 
was then upon their necks, yet they were then true and loyal to their 
Government, and faithful to the flag of their country. [Applau e.] 

They were faithful and true to you then ; they are no less so to-day . 
· .A.nd yet they a k no special favors as a class; they ask no special 
protection as a race. They feel that they purchased their inheritance 
when upon the battle-fields of their country they watered the tree of 
liberty with the precious blood that flowed from their loyal veins. 
[Loud applause.) They ask no favors; they demand what they 
desel'Ve and must have, an equal chance in the race of life. They 
feel that they are a part and parcel of you, bone of your bone, flesh 
of your flesh. Your institutions are their institutions, and your Gov
ernment is their Government. You cannot consent to the elimination 
of the colored man from the body-politic, especially through ques
tionable and fraudulent methods, without consenting to your own 
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<l.ov.Tllfall and to your own destruction. That the colored people of the 
United States have made and are making material progress in the 
acquisition of know ledge, the accumulation of wealth, and in the 
development of a high order of civilization are facts known, recog
nized, and admitted by all except those who are too blind to see them 
or too prejudiced to admit them. · 

The condition of the colored people of this country to-day is a 
living contradiction of the prophecies of those who have predicted 
that the two races could not live upon the same continent together 
upon terms of political equality. In spite of these predictions we 
.are here to day, clothed with the same rights, the same privileges, 
and the same immunities, with complete political assimilation; loyal 
to the same Government, true to the same flag; yielding obedience 
to the same laws, revering the same institutions; actuated by the 
same patriotic impulses, imbued with the same noble ambition; enter
taining the same hopes, seeking the gratification and satisfaction 
of the same aspirations; identified with the same interests, speak
ing the same language; professing the same religion, worshiping the 
same God. The colored man asks you in this particular instance to 
give effect to his ballot, not for his sake alone, but for yours as well. 
He asks you to recognize the fact that he has the right to assist you 
in defending, protecting, and upholding our Government and per
petuating our institutions. You must, then, as I am sure you will, 
condemn the crimes against our institutions, against law, against 
_;ustice, and against public morals that were committed in this case. 

CONCLUSI0::-1. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I regret to be compelled to say that it 
seems to be the settled determination of the Bourbon party at the 
South that we must either have a centralized Government or no 
Government at all. They seem to be determined that if they can
not destroy the Government in one way they will in another; for 
it is an incontrovertible and indisputable fact that the sanctity and 
the purity of the ballot is the chief pillar in our governmental struct
ure. Destroy that pillar, and the structure must necessarily fall. 
I speak to-day not in behalf of my party, but in behalf of my country. 
I hope that I speak not as a partisan, but as a patriot. If the party 
to which I belong and to which I feel that I owe allegiance cannot 
commend itself to the approbation and support 9f a majority of the 
American people upon its merits, then it does not deserve success. 
Political parties under our system of Government are supposed to be 
organized for the purpose of advocating certain political principles 
.and to carry into effect certain public policies. Upon all such ques
tions we may honestly differ and make such differences the basis of 
party organization. But upon questions affecting the stability of 
the Government and the perpetuity of our institutions we are at 
least presumed to be a united, harmonious, and indissoluble people. 

1\fr. Speaker, this disgraceful system of election frauds in several 
of the Southern States through and by which that section was made 
solid in its support of one of the great political parties of the day 
ought, must, and will be destroyed. [Applause.] The people of this 
great country are too intelligent and patriotic to tolerate a continu
ance of such outrages upon our elective system. Such methods and 
such practices are contrary to the spirit of the age in which we live 
and to the civilizati<;>n of the nineteenth century. That there may 
exist in all parts of our country-North, South, East, and West-and 
among all races and classes of our people peace, happiness, concord, 
and fraternal feeling upon such conditions as will secure to all exact 
justice and the equal protection of the laws is the aim, the object, 
the hope, and the aspiration of every patriotic American citizen. For 
the. accomplishment of these grand and noble purposes and the attain
ment of these commendable and patriotic ends, I invoke, in the lan
guage of the immortal Lincoln, the considerate judgment of mankind 
and the gracious favor of almighty God. [Great applause.] 

[During the delivery of the above speech, the hour having expired, 
the time was, by unanimous consent, extended to its conclusion.l 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDE~TT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
~ommunicated to the House by Mr. ~RUDEN, his secretary; who also 
mformed the House that the Pre,.•udent had approved and signed 
bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 1017) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Ordway; 

An act (H. R. No. 4202) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Chase; 

An act (H. R. No. 4786) granting an increase of pension to Dennis 
Sullivan; , 

An act (H. R. No. 5383) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Jane Dulaney ; 

An act (H. R. No. 365) granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Anderson; 

An act (H. R. No. 4182) gran~g apens~on to Sarah A. Hooper; 
An act (H. R. No. 1619) grantmg a penswn to Flora C . .McCaslin; 
An act (H. R. No. 1769) granting a pension to MaryT.l\IcCawley; 
An act (H. R. No. 2258) granting a pension to Richard M. Baker· 
An act (H. R. No. 3867) granting a pension to Elizabeth S. 1\f. 

Finley; . 
An act (H. R. No. 130) granting a pension to Ann Atkinson; 
An act (H. R. 'No. 1225) grant ing a pension to Mrs. Rosetta L. 

MC'.Kay; 

An act (H. R. No. 1337) granting a pension to Sylvador Jackson i 
An act (H. R. No. 1521) granting a pension to Susan R. Johnson ; 
An act (H. R. No. 4787) for the relief of Benjamin F. Dobson; 
An ac~ (~. R. No. 124) to establish distinct United S~at~s _courts, 

With diStrnct officers, m the northern and southern JUdiCial dis
tricts of the State of Georgia; 

An act (H. R. No. 5221) to amend section 3066 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, in relation to the authority to issue 
warrants ; . 

An act (H. R. No. 4454) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Mississippi River at or near Keithsburgh, in the State of 
Illinois, and to establish it as a post-road; an& 

An act (H. R. No. 3246) changing the name of the German Pro
testant Orphan Asylum Association. 

ELECTION CO~~EST-L YNCH VS. CHALMERS. 

.Mr. CHALMERS. Mr. Speaker, the contestant began his remark~:~ 
by the announcement he would not discuss either the law or the facts 
of this case, and I t ake it that no gentleman who heard him will differ 
with him in regard to that proposition. He has not discussed either 
the law or the testimony as disclosed in the record before this House. 
What he has said is but a repetition of what has been said time and 
time again by him and his co-conspirators who have, through the 
public press of this country, endeavored to destroy the reputation of 
the white people of the Southern States. Gentlemen who have heard 
that address will perhaps recall the language of the notice of con test 
in this case, which was tilled full of just such generalities, full of such 
charges of fraud, violence, and all manner of corruption. And yet 
when the question came to be tried, when the proof was asked for 
when it was adduced before a committee of this House, they hav~ 
by their report refused to agree with him, except on one single point 
he made. 

He has undertaken to arraign me personally before this House. I 
ask gentlemen to look at the record which he has brought here him
self and see whether there is anything in it, a line or a syllable from 
the lleginning to the end, that casts any personal aspersion on my 
character. He said distinctly in his speech just made, that in the 
county of \Varren, which is my home, where I lived, the election 
was as fair and free and the vote as full as it could possibly have 
been; and his only charge offered was that my law partner pre
sented a legal exception to the counting of the marked ballots cast 
in this county, and his exception was afterward maintained by the 
supreme court of the State of :Mississippi. That and that alone is 
the charge he now offers, and none whatever is shown against me in 
the record he presents before this House. 

I am sorry the record does not show the same thing as to himself. 
If you will look into the r ecord you will find him convicted of hav
ing twice contradicted himself by making directly contradictory 
statements, and making them under oath. This will show you at 
once how mnch confidence can be placed in the statements he makes. 

When the question first came up about these marked ballots of 
which so much has been said, he endeavored to persuade the secre
tary of state to count them for him. In order to convince the sec
retai·y that these ballots should be counted for him, he said his bal
lots were exactly alike in the whole district, and they had been 
counted in every county except Warren. The contestant was asked 
the question by the secretary of state whether these ballots were 
all printed at the same office. His reply was, "No, they were printed 
at two di:ffer.ent o:fi1ces." When I heard that, I came to the conclu
sion that it was impossible that such peculiar marks as appeared 
upon these tickets could have been put upon them, and put upon 
them in the identical place on each and of the same character, by 
two different printing offices, unless it was done by design. The 
secretary asked him the next day, in the presence of a witness, in 
order to fasten this testimony upon him, the same question. Lynch 
then said : "You misunderstood me. They were not printed at two 
different offices. I had them all printed at one office." 

That is the testimony as it appears in the record in this case. I do 
not go outside of it. Notwithstanding his contradiction of his first 
statement and his statement that they were printed at one office, 
the record shows conclusively that they were printed at two differ
ent offices; therefore the contestant stands convicted of not havinrr 
spoken the truth, and he is convicted by the r ecord and not by any 
outside statement of mine. Again, when he offered himself as a 
witness in this case and was cross-examined, the question was asked 
if he had examined the proofs of the tickets; he said : "I examined 
the proofs of those printed at the Miller office, uut have no recollec
tion of having examined those that were printed at the Herald offica 
at all. I supposed one examination was suffi.cient.'J And yet on the 
record you will find in another place on the next day he states in de
tail when he went into the Herald office what he said to the foreman 
there, and that he then and there compared his tickets with the 
Democratic tickets which were shown him in that office. Here again 
he is convicted of making directly contradictory statements. Now, I 
say you may search that record from beginning to end, and every 
member of the Committee on Elections will bear me witness to the 
fact that there is no line or syllable contained in it that wiD cast 
one single spot or blemish upon my personal character. 

But upon this question of these marked ballots let me say further 
that my attention was called here to-day to a fact to which l desire 
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to ask the careful attention of this House. It is pretended, as I have 
shown, that these tickets were marked in this peculiarmanncracci
dentally, alt~ough it was done at two different offices. Now, my 
attention has just been called to tho fact that a majority of the com
mittee undertook to have printed in their report a jac ttintile of one 
of these tickets, and yet the ticket exhibited in that report is not a 
jac simile of the one used, and I ask the chairman to look and see if 
in this respect I do not speak the truth. That attempted jac simile 
of this ticket is set out in the majority report of the committee and 
any gentleman can compare it with the ticket exhibited in the testi
mony and see for himself that one is not afac simile of the other. Again, 
in the RECORD of to-day, printed for the use of this House, the major
ity report is again printed, and again the Public Printer of this Con
O'ress attempted, with the report before him, to make a jac simile of 
the ticket appearing in the report, and again he failed to do so; and 
I ask the chairman of the committee if I am not correct. So we have 
here two efforts of the Public Printer under instructions to make a 
facsimile of this ticket and yet neither is correct, and the two thus 
made still further differ from each other. 

Mr. CALKINS. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him 
in this connection T 

Mr. CHALMERS. Certainly, with pleasure. 
1\Ir. CALKINS. I wish to state that I think it was possibly my 

fault, and not that of the Public Printer, thatthisjac ttimiZewas not 
made. l\fy impression is that in sending over to the Printer the 
ticket, which it was desired to have copied exactly, I sent one of the 
ti<tkets which appeared in your brief. 

1\fr. CHALMERS. Then that only strengthens the point, because 
the chairman of the committee admits that he himself and the Pub
lic Printer both could not make a fac sintile of that ticket. 

1\:lr. CALKINS. I only want to say this in justice to the Public 
Printer, for it was perhaps not his mistake but my own. 

Mr. CHALMERS. With all of the facilities afforded by that ex
tensive printing office a fao simile of the ticket was not made when 
attention was especially called to it. Again, as I have said, in the 
RECORD of this morning, where the maJority report of the committee 
is set out in full, the Public Printer undertakes to give a jac simile 
of the ticket, and I desire to call attention to the fact that again he 
makes a failure. They have put marks on these tickets in both cases 
to which I have referred which differ entirely from those on the origi
n:11 ticket, and differing from each other, although endeavoring to 
make a copy; and yet you are asked to believe that in the city of 
Vicks burgh two printing offices printed identically the same tickets 
with four different and peculiar marks upon them, and this was done 
without any design. And yet we are told there is no fraud and no 
intention to commit any in printing these tickets. I believe that 
there is no gentleman who will not admit that these ballots should 
not be counted if on a candid examination of the facts they believe 
these marks upon the tickets were put there with intent, and not by 
accident. 

Mr. Speaker, nothing is more difficult to combat than rumor. Vir
gil said of it, " crescat ewndo." It runs with the wind, and gathers 
strength at every step. This wa.s true of it in the earliest days of 
the world, and is a thousandfold more true now when it flies on the 
wings of the telegraph, and is disseminated by the unlimited power 
of the press. The public mind is quick to believe scandal, and there 
is a morbid appetite which devours with avidity every tale of outrage 
and horror. However false the story may be, and however clear and 
convincing the refutation which comes after, few stop to learn the 
truth, while the falsehood rolls on like the increasing waters of the 
1\Iississippi, until it covers with ruin all who fall victims to its fury. 
A. false and sl-anderous tale of horror was once told of a confederate 
fight which shocked the humanity of the civilized world. If it had 
been true, what was said of it on t_h~ floor was eminently true, sav
ages might have sat at the feet of Its perpetrators and learned les
sons in brutal atrocity; but there are gallant Union soldiers on this 
floor whomimet often in battle, General BROWNE, of Indiana, and 
Colonel HEPBUR..'Iif, of Iowa, who I met not only in fight but under a 
flag of truce, when we broke bread and tasted salt together, and I 
think I may safely trust either of these gentlemen to defend me any 
where a~rainst such foul accusations. 

A. maii believed to be guilty or reasonably suspected of being 
guilty of such barbarity would naturally and readily be believed 
guilty of any crime that malice, envy, or party prejudice could brinO' 
against him. When it was charged that the same man was the hea:l 
and front of bulldozing in Mississippi, intimidating and driving 
colored voters from the polls, or the hea{i of ballot-box stuffers, com
ruittin~ the most outrageous frauds upon suffrage and polluting the 
fountam-head of our free institutions, and when these charges were 
flashed over the country as Associated Press dispatches, it is not 
strange that the public believed them. Nor was it strange that a 
political Guiteau, inspired by these inflammatory newspaper denun
ciations, should have sought notoriety by attempting in the name of 
humanity and civilization to assassinate-the political rights of such 
a man. The imbecility or insanity of such a harmless creature is 
only to be pitied. If he can forgive himself, I can certainly forgive 
him for his tragic failm·e. 

The passion and prejudice excited by these false charges is the first 
great obstade to an honest, fair, and impartial consideration of this 
case. That Republicans should entertain these preconceived preju-

ilices i uot to be wondered at, when there are Democrats on thi~ floor 
who I asketl to look into the record and who answered me that they 
were afraid to look for fear they might find, something they would 
not like to know. · 

I have challeugedinve t.igation. I have nrgeu gentlemen on both 
sides of this Chamber to earch the record to the bottom, and if tbey 
found anything in the record disgraceful to me or my district to de
cide against me. And I ay now, if after a careful examination of 
the record, the argument , and the report any gentleman on this 
floor, whether Democrat or Republican believes that the conte tant 
has by legal evidence ~stablished his claim to a seat in Congre , I 
hope they will vote for him without regard to politics. 

I hope on the other hand that no gentleman here will violate law 
and disregard long and well-established rUles of evidence in order 
to reach a conclusion or su tain a preconceived opinion foutHled on 
rumor. 

But, 1\Ir. Speaker, there is another and almo t insurmountable 
obstacle to an impartial consideration by Republicans of this case. 
Party ties are strong and no man likes to place him elfin oppo ition 
to his party friends and party associates. It subjects him to the 
sneers of being a self-reliO'ious pretender to more honesty than hi 
neighbors and to the harsh criticism of being a traitor to his politi
cal allegiance. It makes him an object of distrust and suspicion 
among tho e whose good opinion he prizes and whose confidence he
woul<l sacrifice much to pre erve. 

I know the barriers that stand in the pathway of any Republican 
who might feel inclined to vote against the majority of his party in 
this case. It would l>e as self-sa-crificing in a pagan to confess him
self a Christian, a Protestant to proclaim himself a Catholic or a 
Jew to acknowledge that any good could come out of Nazareth, as. 
for a Republican, in the face of the newspaper clamor on the subject, 
suddenly to acknow !edge that the election of a Democrat in the ix:th 
Congressional district in Mis is ippi was legal and fair. And yet I 
have faith enough in humanity to believe that there are orne gentle
men on that ide of the Chamber who can break through tho crust 
of political prejudice and who, if they can see the truth a-s it is, will 
do justice even in a case like this. If they can be made to see and 
to understand that in order to seat the contestant they must di re
gard law, ~nd must yiolate ~on~ and w!)ll-es~ablished rules of vi
dence, I will not believe until I .hear and see It that able and mtel
ligent lawyers will sacrifice their honest convictions on well-settled 
principles of law at the dictation of newspaper clamor. 

I have therefore besought gentlemen on both sides of the Hou to· 
examine the record thoroughly, and I am proud to say that all who· 
have examined it and have spoken to me on the subject have con
fessed to me their great surprise at finding how grossly the cnso had. 
been miRrepresented by the press. And some of my Republi can. 
friends have gone further and confessed that they were disappointed 
in not finding clear and convincing proof of fraud, violence, and cor
ruption. But unfortunately few have found time to exaruiuo the
record or the reports. Some even of the Committee on Election 
have acknowledged to me that they did not have time to exaruin~ the· 
case, and they relied upon the report of the sub-committee. So it 
is, the House relies upon the committee, the committee relies upon 
lihe sub-committee, and the sub-committee sometimes relies upon one· 
man, so that a member's right to his seat is left to the hazard of a 
single judgment. The newspapers ha~e harried the committee with 
a cry for the rejection of Southern Democrats. All the sub-commit-
tees have been diligently at work at the same time on different 
cases, and they come with reports all signed by the whole commit
tee, and yet announcing diametrically opposite opinion of law and 
conclusions on facts in different cases. The incongruities of these 
reports would be laughable if the subject was not too serious for 
laughter. 

Three sub-committees were examining three different cases all at 
the same time. And I say to you that in the Bisbee-Finley ca e and 
in the Lynch-Chalmers ca e three identical questions arose. One
sub-committee decides them one way to unseat a Democratic mem
ber from Florida, a.nd another sub-committee decides them diamet
rically the other way to unseat the Democraticmemberfrom 1\fissis
sippi. They are led to this inconsistency because of the fact that 
they were all examining the ca.ses at the same time. 

!(ow look at the Florida ca e-and, by the way, it made a differ
ence of only27 votes against General Finley. There the question was 
as to whether certain Republicans had voted for Presidential elect
ors, leaving off the name of the candidate for Congress. It was aid 
a Republican enemy of Mr. Bisbee induced them without their 
knowledge to so vote. The proof of the voters was brought in; they 
were iO'norant negroes, and could not know what was or was not on 
the tickets they voted, but they swore that they had voted for Mr. 
Bisbee. The clerk of the court was called upon to produce the bal
lots as they were preserved in the ballot-box jn his office. Thoso 
ballots thus produced showed that the voters had not voted for 1\Ir. 
Bisbee; that they had simply voted for the Presidential electors. 

Now, what does the committee do in that caseY They say it is 
enough to say in reply that there is no law in Florida that requires 
ballots to be preserved i no Jaw in :f'lorida that authorizes a clerk to 
have anything to do With the election returns· and therefore they 
hold that that testimony is of no value. And f think they are right 
on this point. 
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Now, when you come to the Mississippi case you see this same ques

tion arises: that 742 votes are counted for contestant from IssaqueJla 
County, of which there is no earthly testimony except the t~stimony 
<>f the certificate of the chancery clerk, who undertakes to gwe a cer
tificate as to what he says is the record of the votes on file in his office. 
Now, I answer the committee, just as Mr. ~TXEYsays in hisreport 
in the Florida case, that it is enough to say there is no law in Missis
sippi to authorize the ballots to be preserved, and there is no law in 
Mississippi to authorize the chancery clerk to have anything to do 
with election returns. 

But the gentleman who made thQ majority report in the Missis
sippi case says that he attaches that clerk's certificate onto some
thing else. He says that the commissioner reported to the secretary 
of state that they had rejected so many votes from Hayes's Landing, 
for instance, 75 votes. And the report says that while that does not 
()f itself show for whom they were ca-st, in comes the clerk's cer
tificate to supplement that of the commissioners, and the clerk's 
eertificate corroborates and su t.ains the number of votes thrown 
()Ut. 

Now, if yon will examine that certificate yon will :find that this is 
not true, and that the clerk's certificate does not correspond with 
the commissioners'. In the :first place, it is said by the commission
~rs that 75 votes were thrown out by them. If you will look at the 
pretended certificate of the clel'k you will :find that it reports only 
65 votes cast for Mr. Lynch and l\lr. Chalmers. So that the concur
rence of statement which the committee rely on does not hold good 
if yon look to the vote for Con~essmen. Nor does it hold good 
when you look to the votes cast for Presidential candidates. 

But that ought not to cut auy :fi~ure in this case, because e-very 
lawyer knows that when any certifying officer gives a certificate 
about that which the law doe not authorize him to certify to it is 
(){no value. ·when he give a certificate about a record which the 
law does not authorize him to make every lawyer knows that the 
eertificate so given is of no >alue whatever. Yet upon that flimsy 
testimony they count 742 votes for Mr. Lynch. Now, if you strike out 
those votes he is defeated by 315 majority, for they claim for him 
()nly 385 majority. 

Again, take :Mr. RAX~""EY's report in the Bisbee-Finley case, in the 
Orange County precinct, in Florida. Here again he lays down the 
law correctly, that no returns can be counted unless they are signed 
and cArtified by the in pectors; and when once rejected they must 
be proved by evidence aliunde or they cannot be counted. That is 
what they say in the Florida case, and that is the law. That is sus
tained by McCrary and every other writer on elections. 

But when they come to apply that rule to the Mississippi case you 
will :find that they count 481 votes in favor of the contestant in 
Bolivar County under worse circumstances than in Florida, for in 
Bolivar County the commissioners refused to count the vote, in Mis
sissippi, while in Florida the commissioners did cotmt them. Yet 
in the }'lorida case they say that those votes must be stricken out 
because the commissioners counted them, while in the Mississippi 
-case they say they must be put in bec·ause the commissioners ?l..id not 
-count them; the two standing upon precisely the same testimony. 
.And here again I say that if you strike out tho e 481 votes the con
testant is defeated, even if yon 8ive him the 742 votes counted for 
him by the committee upon the clerk's certificate on Issaquena. 

Again, in the Florida case it was determined that when the ballots 
in the box outnumber the voters the whole poll must be thrown 
-out. That was the old common-law rule. Many of the States, Florida 
.among the number, have corrected it by statute; and yet the com
wttee refused to abide by the Florida statute and purge the vote, 
while in Mississippi, where the commissioners followed the precise 
rule which the gentleman from Massachu etts [:Mr. R~'"XEY] and 
the majority of the committee lay down iu the :Florida case, they are 
denounced for ha-ving committed a fraud upon the election. In the 
Palestine box in Adams County there were found 35 more votes than 
there were voters; there were only 17 Democratic voters altogether. 
These extra vote could not have been put in by any Democratic 
ballot-box stuffer. The box was left during the recess in the hands 
<>f colored men. When the question was asked whether they were 
not all Republicans who had charge of the box, old Leonnox Scott 
~nswered: "I cannot say they were all Republicans 1 they were all 
colored men; but heaps of colored men calls themselves Republicans 
.and ·they votes the Democratic ticket." There having been found in 
this box 35 more votes than there were voters, it follows, accordin~ 
to the rule laid down by the gentleman from Massachusetts-the ola. 
rule mnst stand where not corrected by statute- the box should go 
()Ut. Yet the majority of the committee come in and sayin their re
port it must be counted and thus give 214 majority for the contestant 
from this box. 

Mr. CALKINS. I can now answer the question of my friend from 
Mississippi which I was not able to answer directly awhile ago. I 
am now able to state that the mistake in the report of the committee 
is entirely a mistake of the Printing Office, as any one can see by an 
examination of the ticket appearing in the original brief of the con
testee, [Mr. CHALMERS,] a copy of which was sent to the Printing 
Office. 

1\fr. CHALMERS. So then I was l'ight-- ' 
Mr. CALKINS. The gentleman was right. 
Mr. CHALMERS. ·~at the Printing Office, although instructed 

to make ajac-sintile, did not do it, while you would have us believe 
the Vicks burgh_ offices did it accidentally and without instructions. 

I repeat that three propositions of law are decided one way in the 
Florida ca-se and the other way iu this :Mississippi case by this Com
mittee on Elections; and the determination of the ?tlississippi case 
will be in favor of the ittin<rmemberifeitherone of the two first prop
ositions laid down in the Florida case is maintained, and both are 
unquestionably the law. The clerk's certificate was no more than a 
private paper from Issaquena. And in Bolivar the boxes were prop
erly rejected because not signed and certified. Having once been 
rejected they must be otherwise proved, and yet no proof is offered 
except the statement of the commissioners a-s to the number they re
jected. This wa no better proof than in the Florida case when the 
commissioners not only ste,ted the number of votes but who they woce 
for, and counted them. In the Bolivar County case they do not state 
who the votes were pretended to be for. In truth, in one of the boxes 
the commissioner:; expressly say they do not know for what officer the 
votes were cast, and in the other they simply say so many Demo
cratic and so many Republican -.otes. This certainly was no proof of 
the vote aliunde. 

Again, in the case of Stolboard vs. Aiken, the Committee on Elec
tions have laid down the doctrine that in the settlement of these cases 
they will follow the rules of evidence; and, as suggested by my friend 
from Georgia, [Mr. liA..."\IM:O:m>,] the House adopted that repol't; so 
that the House stands committed to the doctrine that the rules of 
evidence should be followed in determining election case . If you 
follow those rules in this case, it is impossible for any man to say that 
the contestant is entitled to a seat. The votes counted on the chan
cery clerk's certificate must unquestionably go out; and that ettles 
the case. The 481 votes in Bolivar County must go out ; and that 
adds to the majority against the contestant. 

Now, I ask gentlemen why are they not willing to listen to rea,aon 
ancl to law in this case~ Why do they come here with their minds 
made up in advance that they must, as was stated by the contestant, 
look to the number of colored voters in the district and the number 
of white voters, and from that determine how many Republican 
votes and how many Democratic votes were ca-st f This whole ques
tion was distinctly brought up years ago in the :Forty-fifth Congress 
by Mr. Blaine in the Senate when he introduced a resolution for the 
purpose of inquiring into the snppl'ession of colored voters in the 
South. He then took the sixth district of Mississippi as his text, and 
said he was a,aked to believe that all the colored voters in that dis
trict ha-d been converted from Republicanism to Democracy in the 
twinklin~ of an eye. I say now what I said in Mississippi, that if 
this district bad thel'e and then been properly defended in the Senate 
·the heavy load that rests upon my shoulders would not be there to
day. I attempted to get the floor in the Rouse to defend my district 
but failed.. I published a defense in the RECORD; it appears in the 
proceedings of the last session of the Forty-fifth Congress; yet I 
venture to say that not half a dozen men in this Honse ever read it. 

I said then, as I say now, that this great Republican majority in 
the counties forming that district was the fact that brought about 
the overthrow of the Republican party there. I repeat now the 
statements I then made. I :fir t call attention to the fact that in 
Tunica County, the upper county of my district, Captain Manning, 
a Federal soldier and Freedmen's Bureau officer, the sheriff of the 
county and my personal friend, had been a prominent candidate for 
United States Senator, and was defeated by Mr. Bruce, a colored 
man, who ably represented 1\IiR issippi in the Senate. Captain 
Manning came back under the beliefthatthe colored men had treated 
him unfairly in that race; and in the next canvas , when Mr. Lynch 
another colored leader was nominated for Congress, Captain Man
ning openly opposed him on the stump with all the force of his office, 
and the result was that while Hayes carried that county by 1,800 
majority over Tilden, I had a majority of 600 o-ver Lynch; a majority 
counted under the supervision of Republican officers. There was the 
:first break in that county. 

Take next the county of Coahoma, the home of Governor Alcorn. 
There a split grew up between the Alcom and the Ames wings of 
the Republican party, which grew so -violent that it resulted in a 
riot. Three hundred armed negroes came intu the tow:R of Friar's 
Point for the purpose of assailing Governor Alcorn and burning the 
town. They were dispersed by a combined force of Democratic and 
Republican white men. This produced a split in that cotmty, which 
utterly destroyed the Republican organization there. 

Take next Bolivar County. In that county there was a wide split 
gro,ving out of a contest between two colored men for the office of 
sheriff. .A. gentleman on this floor, lately a colored Senator from Mis
sissippi, who lived in thatcoll,llty, knows what I ayto be true. These 
two colored men, Johnson and Ousley, were candidates for sheriff. 
There were two t~andidates for clerk, a white carpet-bagger by the 
name of Florey and a colored man named Stirling. The contest was 
so great that it brought out the large t vote e-ver polled in that 
county. There was a difference of only 15 in the votes of the candi
dates for sb eriff, and of only 1 in the votes of the candidates for clerk. 
The colored man charged that he was cheated by .his carpet-bag oppo
nent, and this produced the utter demoralization and destruction of 
the party organization in that county. 

Take ne}..-1; ·warren County. There, in 1872, Grant had a majority 
of :3,000 over Greeley; yet in the next year, when there was a split 
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between Ames and Alc~rn, Ames carried the county by merely 225 
majority. · Thus there was a split in the politics of that county. 

Come next. to Adams County, the home of the contestant. There a 
split grew up between McCary, a colored candidate for sheriff, and 
Wood, another colored candidate. Mr. Lynch and his friends sup
ported McCary; the Democrats took up Wood and he was elected. 
Here again the Republican organization in the county went to pieces. 

And Immediately after this, the next year, for the first time these 
counties were put together into a Con~ressional district. They had 
no county organization, they had no districtotganization, and when 
they met to nominate a candidate for Congress the colored men took 
possession of the convention and nominated Mr. Lynch. :Many of 
the white Republicans left it in disgust and supported me in the can
vass, saying, if the colored Republicans think they can run this dis
trict by themselves let them try it. 

All these facts are to be found in the record published in the last 
session of the Forty-fifth Congress. I refer to them now simply to 
show how all this talk about a large colored majority in my district 
when sifte'd to the hottom shows that this of itself was the cause of 
their downfall. The Democrats took advantage of the splits in the 
counties and won the victory. 

Now, then, in that condition of affairs I was nominated as the Dem
ocratic candidate for Congress. It was stated at the time, and it 
was generally acquiesced in, that I had some popularity in the coun
ties where I had practiced law; and I believe I can refer to the testi
mony of some gentlemen, and Republican gentlemen, too, who went 
down the Mississippi River in the Forty-sixth Congress to inspect 
the levees-! think they will bear witness that they were met by 
colored men who told them, although they were Republicans, they 
llltd voted for me for Congress and would do it again. They so re
ported to me on their return, and I believe their testimony to be true. 

If I may be pardoned the egotism of it, I can point you to two in
stances which show that the belief of my Democratic friends was 
well founded. In that same county of Bolivar there were two col
ored preachers, Nelson Glass, a Baptist, and Simon Daniel, a Meth
odist. They were both justices of the peace. It was in the early 
days of colored office-holding. They were under the impression the 
:fines and forfeitures they collected for misdemeanors belonged to 
themselves, and they pocketed the money. They were indicted for 
embezzlement. They were prosecuted with great fierceness by the 
district attorney and by the judge on the bench. I defended them, 
and it was a scene of intense excitement. The court-room was :filled 
with women and men. The first verdict was brought in about ten 
o'clock at night. When the jury came in there was a breathless 
silence in the room. When the clerk read out the verdict, not guilty, 
there broke out as wild a camp-meetinO' scene as ever occulTed in the 
woods of Tennessee or Georgia. The old women began to clap their 
hands and shout '' hallelujah I " and '' ~lory to God I" 'I' he men began 
to cheer, and they took me on their shoulders and bore me in tri
umph from that court-room. 

Again, when I was elected to Congress five years ago I started in 
my buggy to the steamboat landing, and the colored voters of Friar's 
Point, in the county of Coahoma, took the horse from the buggy and 
dragged it to the landing themselves. This I say is some evidence 
I had some popularity with these colored people. Instead of making 
my canva s with a rifle and shot-gun, as was false1y charged here by 
the contestant to-day, it is a matter of history I made it with a brass 
band of instruments blown on by colored musicians, and in a patriotic 
ban<l-wagon which was painted red, white, and blue. [Laughter and 
applause.] 

In the second canvass I made, as wa.s admitted by the contestant 
here to-day, I had no apposition. In the last canva-ss, which is now 
being considered, I had the a-dditional ad vantage that I had faith
fully served my people in this Congress. I believe every man who 
served with me in the Forty-fifth and Forty-sixth Congresses will 
bear witness that I have been as diligent and earnest in looking after 
the interest of my colored constituents as I have after :the interest of 
my Democratic white constituents. This gave me an a-dditional 
advanta.ge in that ra-ce. 

But I pad still another a-dvantage. Mr. Lynch wa.s opposed to 
General Grant in the Chicago convention. The negroes of my dis
trict were devoted to General Grant, and some of the best colored 
speakers in that district, equally as good as the contestant himself, 
were his opponents on the stump and advocated my election because 
they charged him with having been a traitor to the great hero who, 
next to A braham Lincoln, had won their emancipation and their free
dom in this country. 

Now, gentlemen, to say under these circumstances that you must 
claim a ~olid Republican vote from the colored people. is to say that 
they a,re not to be moved either by sympathy or reason. It is to say 
that yon deny to them the common instincts of humanity. If you 
say this it would be to admit that the Republican party had at
tempted to place the destiny, the liberty, the rights of property, and 
every other right of the white men of the South under the authority 
of st.ocks and stones which could not be moved by anything. Now, 
you can take your choice: you can believe these voters are moved 
like other voters, by sympathy and reason, or you must come out 
and admit you have endeavored to destroy the civilization of the 
white people of t.he Southern States. 

I have said there is no charge against me personally in this record; 

but. I feel as deep an intArest in the honesty and integrity of my con. 
stituents a.s I do in my own. This Committee on Elections under
takes to point out one single case of fraud in the whole district. 

I ask gentlemen and· appeal to them to examine the record for· 
themselves before they vote on this case, and they will find tha.t o 
far from contradicting the solemn, sworn returns, as the contestant 
has said-and mark you it was a solemn, sworn return-instead of' 
contradictin& that return the testimony absolutely sustains the count 
as made by the commissioners of election. Who are the witnes es r 
The :first is the brother of Ur. Lynnh himself. He was there on the
ground from the morning until the noon adjournment. He say he 
went there to look and see that there was a fair count, and that he 
went and looked at the tickets before they were put into the box. 
He says there were 235 votes polled before he left, and of that num
ber he saw a majority of them. All he saw ha-d the name of his
brother on them. Ifhe sawno moreit is anevidencethatthevoters 
were against him and did not desire him to see their ballots. This 
is the Kingston precinct. He only claims that he saw a majority of 
the whole number, and 219 is therefore all that he pretends to swear 
to having seen. Jerry Taylor swears to only 60. Abraham Felter, 
the constable who stood at the door to allow the voters to come in, 
said they generally showed their tickets to him as they came in. 
They all rely upon the testimony of the Republican challenger. He
stood at the polls with pencil and paper, and swears that every voter 
was instructed to show his ticket before he put it into the box, S() 

that he could ma.ke a private tally. Now he puts down 350 votes as 
having been cast for Mr. Lynch, and yet on examination he says that 
he could only swear to 160 for Lynch. He is a colored man and a. 
partisan friend ofthe contestant. Three times he swears positively 
that he saw only 160 votes for Lynch. 

Now, when you look into the returns from this box you :find that the
inspectors and commissioners have given him exactly this number,. 
160 votes. If there had been any tampering with the ballots after 
they were cast, as has been alleged, it certainly is a most remarkable 
thing that these men who were robbing the ballot-box should havf'l
left in it precisely the same number, no more and no less than the
partisan friends of Lynch swear he was entitled to and as having 
been seen cast for him. Now, this testimony sustains the count of' 
tB.e returning officers instead of impeaching it. But supp@se there· 
had been a difference between the two counts. If, as they pretend 
to believe, there was tampering, or if the one count did not sustain 
the other, which would be entitled to most credit¥ Now, it dearly 
appears on the cross-examination, the witness Fowles says that of' 
the 350 votes cast 160 were cast for Lynch, and some of them might 
have voted the Democratic ~icket; but I say, if these witnesses had 
sworn positively that the 350 votes were all cast for Lynch what 
would have been the attitude of the case '1 Are not the sworn offi-· 
cers of election entitled to consideration! Were not the sworn offi
cers, men of intelligence and character, who returned under their' 
oaths 160 votes for Lynch, entitled to consideration 'I 

But you say they are white partisan friends of mine. How was it 
on the other side--were they not partisan friends of the contesta.nt 'f 
I brin~ out the testimony of the sworn officers of the law. On the other
hand lB produced the colored partisans of the contestant. They sus
tain the count which you here complain of. But if they did not, 
which testimony will you take T Will you take the tally-stick at the
poll, kept on the outside, or the sworn return, signed, sealed, certi
fied to by the duly authorized officers who conducted the election Y 

In order to set aside these returns you must fasten corruption upon 
the people of Kingston precinct, and who are they f I have the book 
here, but will not stop to read it. In the history of :Mississippi stands. 
the record of the town of Kingston, reaching back one hundred and 
twenty years. The settlers of Kingston were the descendants of a. 
New Jersey preacher. It is said that they increased in numbers, grew 
rich and prospered; that theS:Were distinguished for high moral char
a-cter,and thattheyweredistin~shedforrefinement and ho pitality;. 
and the history of Mississipp1 will bear it out. The :E'arrars, the 
Fowles, the Ashfords, the Swazeys live there to-day, and their names. 
appear in this record. Their history reaches back to New Jersey, 
one hundred and twenty years ago. Now, what are you asked to. 
believe Y That these descendants of distinguished families whose 
names they still bear, that these men were willing, iu order to put 
me into Congress, to do dishonor to their name and their ancestry, 
that they were willing to resort to fraud and swindling in the elec
tion; and you must believe that upon the evidence of a mere tally
stick, kept by a partisan friend of the contestant who sits on the 
outside of the polls. 

This Congress said the other day that the China.mau was not a :fit 
associate for the white man of California, that he wa not even fit 
to labor for him there; but this Congress is asked by this contestant 
and this Committee on Elections to say that the descendant of the 
African is more honest, more honorable, and mo.re truthful than the 
white descendants of the New Jersey preacher in Adams County, 
Mississippi. I appeal to the Jerseymen upon this floor to resent 
this insult cast upon their people who have made their homes in 
Mississippi. But, Mr. Speaker, in this case, if I understand the tes
timony correctly, it makes no difference whether you count the 
marked ballots rejected in Warren County or not. My certified ma
jority was 3,779, and if you give tlte 2,000 marked ballots thrown 
out to the .contestant, he is still a good ways from being elected. 
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But if you refuse to count the marked ballots then yon do violence 
not only to New Jersey's descendants bnt to a sovereign State of this 

·Union. 
Time and time again this Congress has said by its solemn resolu

tion and through its Committee on Elections that it will follow, and 
that every Federal authority will follow the decisions of the State 
authorities in regard to State laws and State constitutioos. You 
said that in the Tennessee cases, when under it this House seated 
Republican members of Congress. You said that in the Iowa cases 
in the last Congress when you seated Republicans. You followed 
the decision of Indiana in the case of Neff against Shanks in the 
Forty-second Con~ress. You followed the decision of Pennsylvania 
in a distinguishe<l case that occurred in the last Congress. .A.nd 
again you followed a decision of the supreme court of Florida in the 
B1sbee-Hull ca-se. 

Gentlemen now say that this is a single case. They demand a long 
line of decisions. When the ~peaker of this House was making 
that report, when the chairman of this Elections Committee was 
making that report in the Bisbee-Hull ca-se, they never once thought 
to stop and ask whether it was a single decision or a line of decisions. 
It waa a single decision; and made about that identical case. .A.nd 
strange to say, the Committee on Elections come in here and say 
they will not follow the decision of the Mississippi court because it 
is a single decision and because it is in re~ard to a ' case now before 
Congress. .A.nd yet when we look into tne report in the Mackey
O'Connor case we find that very same Elections Committee, in a 
report signed by every one of them, has said they would follow the 
decision of the supreme court of South Carolina because it gave the 
seat to 1\Ir. Mackey, or because it said that seven precincts in Orange
burgh and Charleston should be counted for Mr. Mackey. 

Here, then, we find that for the :first time in the history of our Gov
ernment you are advancing the doctrine that you will not follow a 
State decision. One of the committee said to me, "We only follow 
the decision when we approve it;" and they take good care never 
to approve it, except when it seats a Republican and throws out a 
Democrat. That is the position they stand in before the House and 
the country. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask the fair-minded lawyers upon that side 
of the House, men who have said that they would stand by the law 
in every case, I ask them to look at the law in this case; I ask them 
as honest Representatives from their own States if they are willing to 
:fix the stigma of shame upon the State of :Mississippi T You have 
followed the decision of every other State; when it comes to mine, 
then for the :first time you find exceptions to the rule. 

Many years ago a gifted Representative of Mississippi stood in the 
Halls of Congress to protest against an outrage which he thought 
was about. to be perpetrated on his State, and his eloquent words 
are more :fit and proper now than they were thea; and I repeat them 
here, that if you do t.his foul thing, if you refuse for the :first time to 
extend either the right or the courtesy-! do not care which you 
choose to call i~if you refuse to extend to Mississippi what you 
have extended to every other State, then, in the language of Prentiss, 
I say: 

Strike from the flag of the Union the bright star that glitters to the name of 
Mississippi; but leave, oh, leave the stripe behind, fit emblem of her degradation. 

Why, sir, but the other day we heard upon that side the declara
tion that with or without law, with or without Constitution, the 
polygamous Mormon must go. That speech was greeted with cheers, 
and its sentiments were adopted by the majority of this House. Yet 
when some Southern community rises indignantly and a-sserts the 
same doctrine in its self-defense, and in its determination to preserve 
its civilization, it is denounced from one end of this Union to the 
other. There was a time when the free-born whi~ men of Missis
sippi said precisely what wa-s said here; they were inspired by the 
same higher-law feeling that with or without law, with or without 
Constitution, the vice, the i~orance, and the superstition of the 
black man hall not destroy tne- civilization of the white man. But 
happily that day :ha passed away. The contestant himself testifies 
that it has passed awa.y. We have been endeavoring to educate the 
colored man morally, sociallY., and politically. 

You "believe that that day has passed away, but you believe and 
you charge that in its place has come a day of fraud. Now, in the 
name of the sixth district of Mississippi, I deny this charge so far as 
that district is concerned, and I say that the record in this case 
l)l·oves it is false. I say that these very charges which this contest
ant has made here to-day were every one of them made before the 
courts of :Mississippi, made before the United States courts. and 
every man who was brought to trial was acquitted after a fair hon
est, and impartial trial before a mixed jury of whit-es ancl blacks, 
except those men from Coahoma County, who confessed exa-ctly 
wbat they had done, and the judge said a :fine of $1 was sufficient, 
because it was simply a mistake m their judgment of law. They 
Jmve been all exa;rnined, too, by this Committee on Elections, and 
the Committee on Elections have failed to sustain the charge made 
by the contestant. 

The contestant has said that the white men of Uississippi have 
counted out a Republican illegally and fraudulently. He attempted 
to prove it and he failed. .A.nd now the Republicans of this House 
are asked to stand up in the broad sunlight of Heaven, in the face 
of this whole nation, and illegally and forcibly to count a Democrat 

out from this Hone. Those who ask you to do it, no doubt, expect 
to sust.ain themselves by going before the country and appealing to
the passions of men and describing in pathetic terms the wrongs 
of the downtrodden black man; but in my judgment the day ha~ 
gone by when the people of the United States can be made to weep 
as we wept in childhood over the Last of the Mohicans and Uncle· 
Tom's Cabin,. 

The faithless and the drunken savage in the West has knocked all 
the romance out of the peerless red man, which existed only in the 
imagination of Fennimore Cooper, and that touching story of gentle 
Eva has been forever dispelled by the matchless frauds and falsehoods 
of Eliza Pinkston. 

.A.nd right here let me say to my friends from Iowa upon this sub
ject of not following the State decisions, you know that the law of' 
Congress requires that members of this House shall be elected in No
vember, unless it is necessary to change the constitution of the State 
in order to change the time of your State elections. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (:Mr. BURROWS, of :Michigan.) The-
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask that the time of the gentleman be extended. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. CHALMERS. I thank the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 

CALKINS.] I shall not trespass much longer on the ·patience of this. 
House. 

I say that those gentlemen from Iowa came here, having been 
elected in October. Their seats were challenged. They proved to 
the Committee on Elections of the House that the State authorities 
had decided that t.he time of election could not be changed without 
changing the State constitution. 

Mr. TUCKER. The governor had so deeided. 
Mr. CHALMERS. The governor alone had decided that. The 

Committee on Elections sustained that decision, or said that they 
would abide by the decision of the State authority, although it was 
not the decision of a court ; that they would abide by the decision of· 
the governor of your State, and so you gentlemen from Iowa were 
permitted to keep·your seats in this House. 
. .A.nd now what do we see' The last Legislature of Iowa changed 
the time of holding the elections, and yet the constitution of the 
State still remains unchanged. Now, one of two things is true: 
either those ni.ae members from Iowa sat here in the l<'orty-sixth. 
Congress without legal authority, and by the grace of a Democratic 
House, because that Democratic House yielcled respect to the decis
ion of a State authority, or they held their seats rightfully. IT 
they held them wrongfully, they owed them to the grace of a Demo
cratic House. If they held them rightfully, then when the Iowa.. 
members of the next Congress c.ome here, they will have been elected. 
without a change of the constitution of the State. .A.nd possibly 
they may be invited to drink from that bitter cup which they now 
press to the lips of Mississippi. Gentlemen -wll us now that Con
gress is a law to itself; that Congress must for itself construe State· 
statutes and State constitutions. The next House of Representa
tives may be Democratic, and when tho e Iowa member come he-re
they will come to ask that Democratic House to chango the rule 
which is now made by their own Republican friends in this House. 
It may be possible that they may not be permitted to hold their seats, 
because they will have been elected under a constitution whi.c.h has 
not been changed; and it has been held by the authorityit" that 
State that an election cannot be held there except in October with
out a change of the State constitution. 

But let me say here that whatever may be the result in my case, I 
trust no such thing will ever be done by a Democratic Congress. Ii 
a State is to be dishonored, if its supreme court is to be t.reat.ed with 
contempt by this Congress, I trust it may stand a monumental ex
ample as a warning to future generations-like the portrait of the 
traitor doge in Venice, which was turned to the wall-to mark an 
unparalleled crime in the annals of our legislation. 

Much has been said in this discus ion about when the Supreme
Court of the United States would follow the decision of a State court. 
One decision was cited where a State court had made conflicting 
decisions; where they had changed the rules of property, had de
stroyed the rights of property. When tha-t case came before the 
Supreme Court of the United States its judges said indignantly1 
"We will not follow the oscillations of a State court; we will not 
immolate truth, justice, and law, though a State court has erected 
the alta.r and decreed the sacrifice." 

Now, I trust that when the honest and fair-minded lawyers on that 
side of the House are asked to set aside the time-honored rule which 
ha-s been followed by every Congress heretofore respecting the de
cisions of a State court; when they are again asked to trample upon 
the rnlesoflegalevidence; when they are a..sked to take as testim<,my 
the certificate of a clerk who was not authorized by law to certify 
about the matt-er in issue; when they a.re asked to lay down one set 
of rules which will turn out a member from Florida and immediately 
turn around and reverse those roles in order t<> turn out a member 
from Mississippi; when they are a.sked t<> take the tally-stick of a 
Republican partisan against the sworn returns of Democratic officers 
of elections, I trust that there may be some at least upon that side, 
some honest lawyers, who will answer in the same indignant spirit 
of the supreme cour~we will not immolate truth, justice, and law, 
though pariy has ere-cted the altar and decreea the sacrifice. 
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But, if I am mistaken; if reason and shame have fled to brutish 
beasts; if the sacrifice of Democrats-and a hecatomb seems to be 
prepared-if the sacrifice of Democrats is to be made and I am to be 
the first victim, then I say to you so be it; you have the power if 
you choose to exercise it. Let yom guillotine fall; you will regret it 
more than I. If you commit this outrage, I say to you, you may drive 
me from my seat by force; you may place another in it; and yet 
whenever you look at him you will be reminded of this day's outrage. 
Whenever he speaks to you his voice will bring back to yon the rec
ollection of this day; and if conscience be not ''but a canker" in your 
breast, in the silence of the niO'ht it will hound yon with the rec
ollection that truth, justice, and law were immolated, and that yon 
were the high priests who officiated at the unholy sacrifice. [Ap
plause.] 

Mr. DE MOTTE. 1\Ir. Speaker, it has been often times said, and 
is worthy of being said again, that the American people are always 
willing to be governed by a majority, and that it does not matter how 
· mall the majority maybe, so that it is a fair one. Want of fairness 
in any of our elections on the part of any party is :1 thing which ought 
to receive, and I believe does receive, the condemnation of the whole 
people, if properly understood. 

There is something in connection with this "Shoestring district," 
.and everything pertaining to it, which suggests continually to me the 
idea of unfairness. If some intelligent man, knowing nothing what
ever about the politics of this country, should take a view of the map 

.()fMississippi, with the Congressional districts as now arranged made 
plainly visible upon it, he would at one glance make up his mind, if 
he was a fair man, that there was something wrong in the construction 
of what is known as the ''Shoestring district." I say again, he need 
know nothing whatever about our election machinery other than the 
fact that this State had been divided with the view of a representa
tion so mew here. 

}lr. HOUSE. Will the gentleman yield for a motion to adjomn f 
Mr. DE MOTTE. Iwoulddosoveryreadily, buttheHouse would 

.hardly agree to it. I shall only occupy a few moments at any rate. 
What makes the conformation of this district peculiar and remark
..able to us is, we know, that the larger part of a certain class of peo
ple belonging in the State of Mississippi are found within it. Hence 
those of us who know the situation feel all the time, when viewing 
the shape of the district, that this strip, forty miles in width and 
..five hundred in len~, was made for a political pmpose-a purpose 
which was not a faiT one. 

We all know that when a State is divided for representative pur
poses, the proper mode is to have the divisions embrace as nearly as 
.may be contiguous territory. Therefore when we see a district thus 
laid out, knowing as we do ouT own political machinery, we are 
very apt to judge in advance that the party in power had some evil 
.end to accomplish. . 

Ther~ has been no time since the war when there has not ueen 
trouble and complaint in regard to the elections held in that district 
. .or its immediate neighborhood. I am not here to-day to arraign 
particularly any party or any man in connection with these evils ; 
but that they liave existed ever since the district was formed, that 
they have been continuously paraded here by contests and through
..out the country on account of the frauds alleged to have been com
mitted, cannot be denied. Hence it seems to me that there has been 
nnfairnes'3, not only in the making of this district, but in the man
nel' in which elections have been conducted there. 

By the returns of the Democratic election officers there were but 
14,565 votes polled at the last election in that district. The gentle
man returned as elected has 9,172 votes. Now I remember very well 
that the candidate who was unsuccessful in my district received about 
twice that many votes. What is the matter in Mississippi f Why 
is it that, with a population equal to that of any other district in 
the United States, only about half the a-verage number of voters is 
required to elect a membed I have prepared a table, which I will 
print in connection with my remarks, showing the average number 
of votes which it takes to elect a member of Congress in the various 
:States of this Union. This table is based upon a House of Repre
·sentatives o£325 members, and upon the election retmns of 1880: 

Table. showing the average number of votes cast fm· member of Congress in 
th~ various States of the Uni{)n. 

.Alabama .................•...... 18,938 
Arkansas .......... _ ............ 21, 245 
California ____ ... __ .........•.... 27,370 
Colorado . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 52, 532 
Connecticut ..................... 33,285 
Delaware----·········--·-·-···- 29,333 
Florida. . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . 25, 809 

~;~:::::::::::::::::::: ::::: ~~: ~~~ 
Indiana ___ ......... ---- ......... 36,205 
Iowa ............................ 29, 336 
Kansaa . _ ... _ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 28, 717 

f=:~!I: :~::~~~:~~:: :~~::::: :: ~: g~ 
Maine.... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35, 963 
Maryland---- ............. ------ 28,703 
Massachusetts ....... _.... . . . . . . 23, 542 

~~~~~a-:::::::::~:::~~~~::::: ~~; ~~~ 

Mississippi . ----- ............... 16, 839 
:Missouri. ...... --- ......... ----- 28,377 
Nebraska ............. ---·--· ... 29,118 
.£ evada. ......................... 18,343 
New Hampshire---- __ ---- ...... 43,181 
New Jersey .•...... --- ..... . .... 35,132 
New York .............. : ....... 32,488 
Korth Carolina ................. 26,675 
Ohio . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34, 522 

g~~~~~i~~~~ ~~~ ~~~ ~ ~~ ~ ~~ ~~~~ ~ ~ ~~: ~~ 
Rhode Island. ____ ------------ .. 14,617 
Sonth Carolina .................. 24,422 
Tennessee.--- .. --- ......... : ... 24,1 2 
Texas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21, 952 
Vermont ...... ·-----··----.----· 32,549 
Virginia ______ ...... ---- .. --· ... 21,161 
West Virginia .................. 28,178 
Wisconsin ...................... 29, G85 

It appears that the average- vote to elect a memLer of Congros in 
the various States is 28,335, nearly twice as many as were cast for 
both candidates in the "Shoestring district" at the election of 1880. 
The average of the State of Mississippi is 16,839, some 12,000 below 
the average in the other States, and in this particular district the 
vote is about 14,000 less than the average of the State. The popula
tion of Mississippi in 1880 was 1,131,597; the vote polled the1·e was 
117,078. This is but one for every 9.6 inhabitants. 

For the sake of contrast let us compare these statistics with the 
State of Indiana. I know we Republicans have been in the habit in 
the -past of charging our Democratic friends with bringing from 
Kentucky, where they have a great Democratic margin which they 
do not need, enough votes to carry the day. When we are success
ful they return the charge by saying that as the northern end 
of the State is largely Republican, we draw on our Republican 
neighbors of Illinois and Michigan for votes in an emergency. 
·whether there be any truth in that or not, I do not care to say, bnt 
I am satisfied with one fact, that in 1880 the election was entirely 
fair, for no Democratic electioneerer was allowed to go anywhere 
without a Republican followed him, to watch every movement he 
made. And vice versa. The two parties watched each other contin
ually, and I think both Democrats and Republicans came out of the 
contest with tolerably clean hands. I know it was a large vote, for 
we brought all we had to the polls. If a man was sick we ha.d him 
ready when the polls were opened, for fear he might die during the 
day. [Laughter.] We voted them early but not often, and took 
care that every man who was entitled to vote voted. 

In Indiana it takes 36,200 votes to elect a member of Congress; 
that is, one vote for ev~ry 4.2 inhabitants. It is rather a remark
able vote, but, as I have said, we were very industrious on both sides. 

But some may say that is not a fair comparison, because in 1\Iis
sissippi there is a lar~.e margin one way, that it is not a closely-con
tested State like Ind.iana. Very well; let us go to Iowa, where 
they scarcely have Democrats enough left for mournful examples. 
[Laughter.) There the Republicans have it all their own way, and 
a comparison would certainly be fair. In Iowa it takes 29,336 votes 
to elect a member of Congress. That is one vote for every five inhab
itants. There is no contest there, as I said before, yet one in every 
five asserts his right to vote, while in Mississippi, where there has 
been a contest, as I understand, one side led by a colored man, and 
the other by a brass band and a wagon with all the colors of the 
Unit-ed States on it, [lau~hter,] and yet but one in !>.6 of the inhab
itants exercised their rignt. to vote. 

What is the reason of this'f Do men care less for their rights 
there than in Iowa or other States f I would think not after hear
ing the earnest speeches made by the two gentlemen claiming seats 
in this House here to-day. It is clear to me that if there are not 
more voters in 1\lississippi than the Democratic election officers have 
retmned, one of two propositiollS is true: there is a great dispropor
tion of women and children in that State or an unfair apportionment. 

There is another thing, Mr. Speaker, . which I think will aid us in 
getting an understanding of the situation in this district. 

In 1880, as I am informed by gentlemen from that State, a cen
sus was taken with a view of legislative apportionment. They base 
thata-pportionmenton the number of electors. They would be in a sad 
way if some of the counties were apportioned according to the num
ber of men who asserted their rights at the polls. That census show 
there were 240,:391 electors in the State of Mississippi in 1880. Out 
of that number only 117,078 voted, leaving 123,31~, a majority of all, 
who never even attemptecl to exercise their right of su:tfrage. The 
"Shoestring district" now under consideration contained by the 
same census 46,424 electors, and yet our Democratic returuing offi
cers tell us but. 14,565 voted-less than one-third of the number. 

I think the truth of this matter as it is gathered from the e>idence 
in this contest is th:::.t more men voted in that district than these 
election officers retmned. About 21,000 men voted, \\""hich is still 
less tl1an one-half the number that rightfully belonged there, and 
for some reason over one-fourth of those votes have not been count-ed. 
And yet the contestee appeals to us to-day to look at the reconl and 
be O'Uided solely by it. 

Very well, let us look at it. ·who makes that record he is so anx
ious we shall rely on Y At every precinct in that district the elec
tion was controlled by Democratic officials . . He and his ft·i ends had 
all the machinery of the election in their own hands. There wa no 
one to say nay. ·The record shows that they organized the election 
uoards, received the votes offered, counted those which were for Ch al
mers, and threw out those for Lynch. It is theiT record, not ours ; 
:md I see no reason why we should be bound by it. 

I do not know how this may look to other gentlemen, unt to mo 
there seems an unusual amount of assurance in the contestee ·tand
ing here before this intelligent body and after having made thit~ r c
onl without allowing u& anything to say and demanding that we 
shall all meastrre our el>es uy it. I do not attribute to the gentle
man any 1m worthy means, but I do say, when his friends had it all in 
their own power and when they deliberately made, not false rctmns 
but useless returns, when they failed to do their duty, failed to make 
the rettrrns required by law, and then refused to count the votes 
because of the o irregularities, it comes with bad grace from him to 
demand ofns to acquiesce. 

Aud another remarkable fact about the matter is, that every one 



i882. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- HOUSE. 3393 
of the boxes thrown out were Republican boxes. Now, how easy 
such a scheme is te organize and carry out. You would simply have 
to mn-ke n. mistake, and mistakes are not criminal; we are all liable 
to make them. They could be made in the pluces where the vote 
was against us, and by the letter of the law which is appealed to 
to-day they could be thrown out. I shall not charge that there has 
been a conspiracy t.o do this, but the evidence and circumstances 
attending this election would fully justify me in so charging. 

But we are told there are not so many Republican voters in this 
district as was supposed. The minority of the committee in their 
report seem to chuckle over this statement as if it were very pleasant 
to contemplate. 

The contestee alluded to that in his speech with a great deal of 
gratification, and went on to say how the immense Republican ma
jority of a few years ago had, in his opinion, been dissipated. Of 
course it was not on account of any unwarranted and unlawful 
means made use of by the Democrats, but because the Republicans 
quarreled among themselves. He alleged that there was no longer 
a Republican majority there. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let us look at this a little more closely. Hit be 
true that the Republicans have not a majority there, what is the 
necessity of throwing out Republican boxes at each election Y H 
they can just as well carry the district by ''painted wagons" and 
"colored bands," as contestee alleges he carried it this time, allow
ing every colored man to have' his own way and to vote according to 
his sense of justice and right, what is thenecessityforcarryingit by 
throwing out Republican votes! 

Does it not seem reasonable, in view of their claim here, that they 
might just as well have carried the district in a fair manner, and 
saved the odium of the unusual, unjust, and unseemly means the 
evidence shows they did resort toY 

But we are told these ballots are marked anu violate the statute 
of Mississippi. This is the ballot: 

REPUBLICAN NATIONAL TICKET. 

For President, 

JAMES A. GARFillLD. 

-o-

F or Vice-President, 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

For Electors fm· Pre~tident an-d Vwe
President, 

HON. WILI..IAM R. SPEARS. 

HoN.R. W.FLOURNOY 

DR. J. M. BYNmr, 

Hu,..~. J. T. STETTLE 

CAPT. M. K. MISTER, JR., 

DR. R. H. MONTGOMERY, 

JuDGE R. H. Cmrr, 

HON. CHARLES W CLARKE 

-o-

F or Mentber of the House •f JWpreren
tiveB from the 6th Congressional 

Di-strict. 

JOHN R. LYNCH 

The law of Mississiflpi reads as follows: . 
SEc. 137. All ballots shall be written or printed in black ink, with a. space not 

less than one-fiftll of an inch between each name, on plain white printing newspa. 
pe~1 not more than two and one-half, nor less than two and one-fourth, ~clles wide~ 
witnont any device or mark by which one ticket may be knoWll or aistingnishea 
from another, except the words at the head of the ticket; but this-shall not pro
hibit the erasure, correction, or insertion of any name by pencil mark or ink upon 
~er~!vO:d t!: ~a;;;;~~d a ticket different from that herein prescribed shall not 

The commissioners of election refused to count these ballots be
cause of the dashes under" Republican National Ticket,"" James 
A. Garfield," "Chester A. Arthur," and" Hon. Charles W. Clarke." 

The supreme court of Mississippi sustained the commissioners in 
their action, and say : 

The only safe gu.ido as to what ballots are illegal because of devices or marks is 
tho statute. It excludes any mark or device by which one ticket may be known or 
distinguished from another. A distinction between ballots by mea.na of devices or 
marks instead of by means of the DBJlles on them is what the statute aims t.o prevent, 
and we are·not atliberty to confine the broad language of the statute to any p¥1;!cn-
~ds~;~~tt~e~~:~cr~ o~~~· for iBgenuity woUld evade any such limit. The 
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Now, I have always had, and hope I shall continue to have, the 
greatest respect for t.he judgment of the highest tribunal of a State. I 
am compelled to say that I have but little respect for the decision of 
the supreme court of Mississippi in this matter, very little, indeed; 
and the reason is that tht'y ba-sed their decision (for I cannot go into 
a discussion of all the points involved) upon a doctrine which, to my 
knowledge, has never before been announced. They say the object
of having the ballots uniform is not only to protect the secret of the 
voter, but that intelligence shall guide him. 

Now, mark you, according to this decision they must take from 
the ballot everything that an ignorant man can recognize, in order 
that intelligence may guide him. The intelligence of whom f His 
own or that of some one else Y I think I can see in this a cunningly · 
devised plan, calculated to make theignorantvoterwho is dependent 
upon some other man rely upon him as to how he shall vote, w bile 
there is no means of ascertaining whether his friend tells the truth 
or not. Now, there had been tickets which bad something on them 
that enabled an ignorant man to know what he was doing. They 
had possibly a spread eagle, a flag, or something of that kind, which 
appealed to such intelligence as he had. But this new-found law 
says that there shall be nothing upon it which the intelligence of 
the voter can recognize, and gives as a reason that'' intelligence 
shall guide" the voter. Therefore I am forced to conclude that it 
was the intelligence of some other man and not the intelligence of 
the voter which was to be appealed to. 

But are gentlemen on the other side of the House willing to go as 
far as that decision goes Y That decision says-and I shall not un..: 
dertake to quote it exactly-that any mark, whether intentional or 
unintentional, whether fraudulent or innocent, upon a ballot, that 
will enable anybody to tell it from any other ballot, shall vitiate it. 
I understand that to be the sum and substance of the decision. And 
I ru;k gentlemen if they will carry that doctrine out to its furthest 
extent T Are they prepared to say that the ballot-of the honest coal
heaver, for instance, who comes from his hod with his hands be- . 
grimed and blackened by his labor, and in handling the ticket shall 
deface it or besmear it so that it might be picked out from among 
other tickets, shall not be counted Y And yet if you go as far as the 
supreme court of Mississippi goes you must say so. 

And again, suppose by some accident any blot, blur, or mark, no 
matter how small, for its size is not material, or even if some wan
dering fly deposits a speck upon it, by which some man on examining 
wonld be able to recognize it as different from some other ballot: will 
you claim that it should also be excluded T The supreme court of 
Mississippi have so decided, and we are appealed to to govern our 
action in this matter by the terms of that decision. 

No, !Ir. Speaker, the trouble with that judgment, in my opinion, 
lies here, that the same motives actuated these men clad in judicial 
ermine that actuated the men who made their election returns in 
such shape that they could not be counted. • 

I fear the same spirit. which has been mentioned here to-day by both 
speakers, which says that a certain element shall control whether or 
no, had something to do in dictating that decision. I have always 
had the ortlinary respect for punctuation marks which a boy care
fully taught to read would have. I have seen sentences curiously 
devised, so that by the removal of a comma or placing it in a differ
ent position it gave au entirely different meaning to the sentence. 
Those were literary curiosities, and I have admired them. But I 
never thought the time would come w ben a punctuation mark would 
deprive a mtizen of the highest righ1; he has in this Government. I 
never thought the time would come when a mere matter of punctu
ation would be urged in this House why the people of Mississippi 
should not be represented by the man of their choice. And although 
a punctuation mark is a small thing and does not deserve much 
attention, yet I think I would be justified in saying to the gentle
man who is now occupying that seat, that there :ue certain other 
punctuation marks which will some times appear when they are not 
wanted; and that there is one that will hang over that seat so long 
as he occupies it; that there is a punctuation mark that will appear 
there to every fair and honorable and truth-loving man all over the 
1and so long as he sits there, and that mark is an interro~_ation point
~laughter]-appealing to him, appealing to us, appealing to every-
body, why is it that he sits there claiming a seat upon a mere mis
take having been made by a voter T 

It has been suggested behind me that possibly a period would be 
put there. That suggested another thought to me. In looking over 
the law of Mississippi I find no allusion to anything except letters 
on the ballot. There is no provision for punctuation whatever. 
Will the gentlemen go still further and say that a period after ono 
of those names shall be a designaf'mg mark Y Will they say that of 
the commas which appeMed there, because they are no more men
tioned in the law than the dashes which the gentleman has made so 
much off They are all one and the same thing, put there for the 
same purpose, and are not such, it seems to me, as any reasonable, 
fair-minded man would for one moment stop to consider. 

Mr. Speaker, I have this to say by way of conclusion: the grea~ 
mass of the people of this country believe that every qualified voter 
should be allowed to go to the polls unmolested and ca.st his vote for 
whomsoevec he pleases, and tkat his vote shall be counted. Ev,ery
thing co.nnected with this election, from the passage of the statute 
concerning the balloi, if this statute is properly construed by tha 
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dUpreme court of M~ssissippi, to the issuing of the ?ertificate ~ t~e 
sitting member, plainly shows to me that those havrng the adnnms
tration 'of the law in their hands have sought anything else than a 
full, free, and fair vote, and no word ?r vote of mine shall help in 
giving any advantage to such a consprracy. [Applause.] 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CALKINS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. RANDALL. I desire to submit a resolution which I have shown 

to the chairman of the Committee on Banking and Cunency, and 
which has his approval. 

lli. CALKINS. I will withdraw the motion to adjourn for the pres
ent to allow the gentleman from Pennsylvania and other gentlemen 
to make some requests for unanimous consent. 

SECOND NATIONAL BANK OF CINCINNATI. 

Mr. RANDALL, by unanimous consent, ubmitted the following 
.:preamble and resolution; which were read, considered, and adopted: 

Whereas the charter of the Second National Bank of Cincinnati will expire on 
or about the 25th day of May, next; and 
. Whereas it is alleged that said bank bas gone into liquidation and has reorgan
ized to continue its existence aa a corporation under existing law: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Comptroller of the Currency is hereby directed to com
municate to this House an;r correspondence between him and the officers of the 
said bank in relation to sa1d liquidation and reorganization, .and to inform this 
House under what existing tatutes said reorganization was authorized ; and, fur
ther, to communicate the manner and form prescribed of such reorganization by 
national banks. 

· Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the pre
amble and resolution were adopted; and also moved that the mo
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

REPRil\"'T OF GEX.EVA AWARD BILL A...'D REPORT. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I ask the House for an order to have 
printed an additional number of th~ rep?rt of the committee on what 
is known as the Geneva award bill. There are none left. I have 
had a number of applications for them, and anum ber of applications 
have been made to other members, and it is desirable to have some 
additional copies printed. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Let the bill also be printed. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Very well. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio requests that the 

Geneva award bill and accompanying report be reprinted. Is there 
objection' 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPER • 

On motion of Mr. ATKINS, by unanimous consent, leave was given 
to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the case ofW. C. 
:Marsh, now b~fore the Committee on War Claims,_there being no 
adverse report thereon. 

CONDITIO~ OF FOLDL'I;'G-ROOl\I. 

Mr. HAWK. I desire to submit for reference to the Committee on 
Accounts a resolution of inquiry as to the condition of the folding
room. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, Tha.t the Committee on Accounts be instructed t.o inquire into the san

itary condition of the House folding-room, and to report whether the same is not 
uetrimental to the health of those employed therein. 

Be itjurthtr resolved, That if said committee shall find said folding-room unfit for 
human habita.tion, they are hereby instructec! to inquire into and report upon what 
terms more suitable quarters can be obtained. 

Ur. HE'VITT, of New York. Why should the gentleman propose 
to refer the resolution to the Committee on Accounts' The more 
appropriate committee would be that which has charge of the heat
ing and ventilating of this ·building. 

:Mr. HAWK. I believe it is usual to send resolutions of this kind 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think also it would be well to have the com
mittee consider whether this Capitol is not in great danger by hav
ing so large an amount of printed matter in the basement of this 
buildin~, and whether it could not be advantageously removed to 
some other place. 

Mr. H.A. WK. It is immaterial to me what committee shall make 
this examination. 

'rhe SPEAKER. The Committee on Public Buildings and Gronnds 
is the proper committee to be charged with the matter of obtaining 
other rooms. If it is a question as to proper ventilation, it would 
properly go to the Committee on Ventilation. 

Mr. H.A. WK. It is immaterial to me which committee is charged 
with the duty. I desire to state that there are forty-two persons 
employed as folders, &c., in that dark, unhealthy place; a place so 
unfit that no member on this floor would be willing to keep a good 
horse or mule in it. I think this is a matter of great importance, a 
matter of absolute necessity. It is immaterial to me what com
mittee the subject may be referred to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. These persons have been on duty 
in the place referred to for some time, and I have heard of no mor
tality among them resulting from it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I have given some personal atten
tion to the condition of things in the folding-room, and I have called 
the attention of the Architect of the Capitol to the very unhealthy 
and improper condition of that room. I quite a~ree with the gAn
tleman who ofters this resolution [Mr. HAwK] tnat this matter de
mands prompt attention on the score of humanity. But it strikes. 
me that the Committee on Accounts is hardly the proper committee
to attend to it. 

The SPEAKER. The r~...solution might be amended so as to direct 
the Select Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics to examine the' 
subject. 

Mr. H.A. WK. I have no objection to that modification. 
The resolutions as modified were then adopted. 
Mr. H.A. WK moved to reconsider the vote by which tl1e resolution · 

were adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

1\'EW ALBANY NATIOXAL CEl\!ET.ERY. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I ask unanimous consentto submit a reso-
lution for pre ent consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 
Tlle Clerk read as follows : · 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, directed to tran mit 

to this House the corre pondence and papers on file in his office touching the con-
8truction of a road from the limits of the city of New Albany, Indiana, to th& 
National Soldiers' Cemetery, situated near said city. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I desire to state that my purpose in offer
ing this resoluti9n is too btain these pn.pers for referenco to the Com
mittee on Appropriations, with a view to ecuriug the neces my 
appropriation. 

The- resolution was adopted. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the· 

re olution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon
sider be laid on the table. 

The htter motion wa agreed to. 

PATRICK CASEY. 

Mr. PEELLE, from the Committee on Claims, by unanimous con
sent, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 3692) for the relief of Patrick 
Casey, and moved that the committee be discharged from its further
consideration, and that the same be referred to the Committee on 
vVays and Means. 

The motion was agreed to. 

WAGO~-ROAD L~ OREGO~. 

Mr. STRAIT, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
had been refen-ed Executive Document No. 97, relating to a grant 
of land to aid in the construction of a wagon-road in the State of 
Ore~on, reported the same back and moved that the committee be· 
discharged from its further consideration, and that the same be· 
laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HEIRS OF M. HALLffiURT~. 

:Mr. SIMONTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 6009) to pay the heirs ofM. Halliburton for property taken and. 
used during the war; which was read a fir t and second time, re
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed_ 

REMOVAL OF POTOMAC FLATS. 

Mr. BOWMAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 6010) to remove all the Potomac flats from the Washington Har
bor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit
tee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

ARLIXGTO~ MILITARY CEMETERY. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, byunanimousconsent, from the Committee 
on Military .A.ftairs, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 3140, a 
bill (H. R. No. 6011) to improve the public road from the Aqueduct 
Bridge near Georgetown, District of Columbia, to the Arlin~ton 
National Military Cemetery; which was read a first and second tnne, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, w lth the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

XATIONAL CEMETERY AT RICHl\-IOl\--n, VIRGTh'"IA. 

Mr. DA VI$, of illinois, also, from the same committee, reported, . 
as a substitute for House bill No. 3138, a bill (H. R. No. 6012) to con
struct a road from the city of Richmond to the Richmond National 
Military Cemetery; which was read a first and second time, refened 
to the Committee of the ·whole House on the state of the Union, and,. 
"'ith the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

COMPE:XSATION OF U.NIT.ED STATES DISTRICT ATTORXEYS. 

:Mr. HUMPHREY, by mianimous consent, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, reported, as a. substitute for House bill No. 16, a bill· 
(H. R. No. 6013) fixing the compensation of United States district 
attorneys, and for other purposes; which was read a first and sec
ond time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state· 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be-· 
printed. 
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PAY:\IE~TS FOR :\IILITARY ERVICE • 

Mr. BAYNE, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on :Mili
tary Affairs, reporteu back with a favorable recommendation the bill 
(H. R. No. 461 ) approving paymentsmadeformilitaryservicesren
dered between April19, 1861, and Auguet20, 1866, under orders from 
the \Var Department; which was placed upon the Honse Calendar, 
all(l the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

.AGRICLTLTCRAL .APPROPP.IATIO~ BILL. 

:;\lr. VALENTINE. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (H. R. 
No. 4466) making appropriations for the Agricultural Department of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1 3, and for 
other purposes, be taken from the Speaker's table. The bill has been 
r eturned from the Senate, that body insisting upon its amendments 
disagreed to by the House. I move that the House insist upon its 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate, and agree to the con
fei·ence asked on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The Speaker announced as the conferees on the part of the House 

Mr. VALE~Tn"'E of Nebraska, Mr. RICH of Michigan, and ::\Ir. HATCH 
of Mi souri. 

LA. WLESS~"ESS I~ ARIZO~A. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
me sage from the President of the United States; which was read, 
as follows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

By recent information received from official and other sources I am advised that 
an alarming state of disorder continues to exist within the Territo17 of Arizona, 
and that lawlessness has already gained such head there as to reqrure a resort to 
extraordinary means to repress it. 

The governor of the Ten'itory, under date of the 31st ultimo, reports that vio
lence and anarchy prevail, particularly iu Cochise County and along the Mexican 
border ; that robbery, murder, and resistance to law have become so common as to 
cease causing surprise; and that the people are peatly intimidated and lo ing 
confidence in the protection of the law. I transnut his communication herewith, 
anrl call especial attention thereto. 

In a t elegram from the General of the Army, dated at Tucson, Arizona, on the 
11th instant, l1 erewith transmitted, that officer states that he hears of lawlessness 
and disorders which seem well attested, and that the civil officers have not sufficient 
force to make arrests and hold the prisoners for trial or punish them when con-
victed. ' 

Much of this disorder is caused by armed bands of desperadoes known as cow
boys, uy whom depredations are not only committed within the Territ{)ry but it 
is alleged predatory incursions are made therefrom into Mexico. In my message to 
Congress at the beginning of the present session I called attention to the exist
ence of these bands, and suggested that the setting on foot within our own terri
t{)ry of brigandage and armed marauding expeditions against friendly nations 
and their citizens be made punishable as an offense against the United States. I 
renew this sujZgestion. 

To effectually repress the lawlessness prevailing within the Territory, a prompt 
execution of t'he proce s of the courts and vigorous enforcement of the laws 
against offenders are needed. This the civil authorities there are unable to do 
withont tho aid of other means and forces than they can now avail themselves 
of. To meet the present exigencies the governor asks that provision be made by 
Congress to enable him to employ and maintain temporarily a volunteer militia. 
force to aid the civil authorities, the members of which force to be invested wit.h 
the same powers and authority as are conferred by the laws of the Territory upon 
peace officers thereof. · 

On the ground of economy acs well as effectiveness, however, it apP.ears to me to 
be more advisable to permit the co-operation with the civil authonties of a part 
of the .A.rmy as a posse comitatus. .Believing that this, in addition to such uae of 
the A.rmy as may be made under the powers already conferred by section 5298, 
Revised Statutes, would be adequate to secure the accomplishment of the ends in 
view, I again call the attention of Congress to the expediency of so amending sec
tion 15 of the act of J una 18, 1878, chapter 263, as to allow the military forces to be 
employed as a. posse comita,u.s to assist the civil authoritieR within a Territory to 
execnte the laws therein. This use of the .Army, as I ha-ve in my former messa~e 
observed, wonld not seem to be within the alleged evil against which that legis
lation was aimed. 

CHESTER .A.. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MAXSION, April 26, 1882. 

lli. PAGE. I move that this message, with the accompanying 
documents, be referred to the Committee on :Milita1·y Affairs and 
printed; and I ask unanimous consent that the committee be author
ized to report at any time on this subject. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope that the authority suggested by the gen
tleman from California [.Mr. PAGE] will be s-iven. From personal 
visits to the part of the country referred tom this message I have 
some knowledge of the o.utrages perpetrated there. I know that In
dian outbreaks and other disturbances of the public peace are now 
producing consternation and anarchy in a large portion of the terri
tory of the United States. Up to this time there seems to be no a.de
quate defense for the settlers in that region. A year ago I visited 
the tlourishing town of Galeyville, in Arizona, and remained there 
a week, among an intelligent and industrious community. Bytele-
1-,"l'UIDS which have been published yesterday and to-day I learn that 
that town has been sacked and burned, and thirty of its inhabitants 
slaughtered in cold blood by bands of Indians. Something should 
be done to protect our frontier and the brave people who have gone 
there. In many localities there se43ms to be utter inability on the 
part of the civil authorities to deal with the existin~ disturbances. 
I hope the request of the gentleman from Califorrua [Mr. PAGE] 
will be granted, and that the Committee on Military Affairs may 
have leave to report on this subject at any time, so that Congress 
may take action in the matter })romptly-. 

The SPEAKER. If there beno objection, theme sage and accom
panying documents ,-dll be ordered t.o be printed and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, with leave to x·eport at any time. 

'!'here was no objection, and it was orderecl accordingly. 

NATIO~AL EXHIBITIO~ AT BOSTON IN 1883. 

~Ir. CANDLER, (by request,) by unanimous consent, introduced a, 
bill (H. R. No. 6014) to a.dmit free of duty articles intended for the 
exhibition of art and industry to be held at Boston, Massachusetts, 
during the year 1&3; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways ancl Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PECIAL ASSESSMENTS ~ THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA • 

Mr. CHAPMAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 60lfi) to provide for the correction of certificates of assessment 
issued for asses ments for special improvements in the District of 
Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

IRRIGATIO- OF S~AKE RIVER VALLEY, IDAHO. 

Mr. RIOE, of Missouri, by unanimous consent, from the Committee 
on the Public Lands, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 5002,. 
a bill (H. R. No. 6016) to provide for the irrigation of Snake River 
Valley, in the Territory of Idaho, and to promote the settlement 
thereof; which was read a first and second time, ordered to be printed, 
and recommitted. 

E~TROLLED BILLS SIG:NED. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same : 

A bill (S. No. 1598) to authorize the Secretary of War to donate 
to the Ladies' Soldiers' Monument Society of Portsmouth, Ohio, four 
condemned cannon; and . 

A bill (H. R. No. 4680) to repeal the discriminating duties on goods 
produced east of the Cape of Good Hope. 

Mr. CLARK. . I move that the House adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at five o'clock and 

twenty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 

PETITIOXS, ETC. 

The following petitions and other papers were laid on the Clerk's 
desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: The petition of Carnegia Bros. & Co., of Pitts
burgh, Pennsylvania, urging the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 4726} 
providing for the appointment of n. commission to test iron, -steel, 
&c.-to the Committee on Manufactures. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Papers relating to the claim of Smith P. 
Dreon-to the Committee on War Claims. · 

By l\Ir. CAMPBELL: Paper relating to the pension claim of Martin 
Carney-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper relating to the pension claim of James Aaron-to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. DOWD: The petition of C. Austin and others, for an appro
priation for common schools-to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. · 

By Mr. S. S. FARWELL: The petition of 150 business men of 
Davenport, Iowa, asking for the passage of the Lowell bill, to estab
lish a uniform systemofbankruptcythroughout the United States
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOOKER: The petition of citizens of Mississippi, for the 
construction of the ship-railway across the Isthmus ofTehuantepec
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By 1\Ir. PHINEAS JONES: The petition of citizens of Mount Clair, 
New Jersey, for legislation for the suppression of polygamy-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also! the petition of Charles M. Holmes, sr., 3.Ildothers, for the pas
sage of the French spoliation claims bill-to the Committee on l<,or
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. KENNA: The petition of Thomas H. Dennis and 38 others, 
of West Virginia, for an appropriation for educational purposes-to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. LACEY: The petition of G. W. Sheffield and 118 others,. 
citizens of Barry County, Michigan, for le~islation to prevent unjust 
discrimination of transportation compames-to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By 1\Ir. MANNING : Papers relating to the claim of William Ar
thur, of Henry County, Tennessee-to the Committee on War 
CJaims. 

By. Mr. RANDALL: Papers relating to the pension claim of Sarah 
Burns-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. RAY : The petition of Cha.rles McDaniel and 20 others and 
of Newton· Clough and 20 others, citizens of New Hampshire, for leg
islation to regulate charges for railway transportation-severally to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of the mayor and common council of Manchester, 
New Hampshire, for the improvement ofthe navigation of the Mer
rimac River-to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Charles McDaniel and 20 others, citizens of 
New Hampshire, for the passage of a bill to make the Com missioner 
of Agriculture a member ofthe Cabinet-to the Committee on .Agri
culture. 

.Also, the petition of Charles McDaniel aiJ.d 19 ot.hers, citizens of 
New Hampshire, for the pa-ssage of an income-tax bill-to the Com
mittee on Ways and :Means. 

Also, the petition of Charles McPaniel and 21 others, citizens of 
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New Hampshire, for legislation to protect innocent purchasers against 
fraudulent venders of patents and patent rights-to the Committee 
on Patents. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: The petition of citizens of California, for the 
passage of the French spoliation claims bill-to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SCALES: The petition of H. P. Stipe and others, citizens 
of Thomasville, North Carolina, for an appropriation for educational 
purposes-to the Commi~e on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. SCOVILLE: The petition ofT. G. Smith and others, rela
tive to internal-revenue taxes-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. ·SHACKELFORD: The petition of 80 citizens of Onslow 
County, North Carolina, for an appropriation for the improvement 
of the navigation of the sounds between Morehead City and New 
River-to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. STEPHENS: The petition of 1\Irs. Cornelia Bernelle, for 
relief-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. T. UPDEGRAFF: The petition of E. V. Brookfield and 
7 o~ers, citizens of Ohio, in favor of Government aid to education 
in Alaska--to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. URNER: Papers relating to the claim of Lewis Ernde
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of J. F. Downs and others, of North 
Carolina; of Dr. A. A. Scroggs and others, citizens ofCald well County, 
North Carolina; and of W. M. Tuttle and others, citizens of Lenoir 
County, North Carolina, for an appropriation for educational pur
poses-severally to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Also, the resolutions of the Produce Exchange of Wilmington, 
North Carolina, in favor of reducing the taxes on bank-checks, cir

. culation, and deposits-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. MORGANR. WISE: The petitionofHon.JamesA.Hunter 

and 25 others, citizens of Westmoreland County, Pennsylvania, for 
the better protection of immigrants-to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. YOUNG: The petition of Armstrong & Miller and many 
other business :firms of Mount Vernon, Ohio i of JohnS. Hawley & 
Co. and 31 other business firms of New York City; of J. H. Smith 
and 42 others, of Ballston Spa, New York; of G. H. Plumb and 38 
other business firms of New Jersey; and of Charles A. Boynton and 36 
others, citizensofBrooklyn, New York City, andHoboken, New Jer
sey, for the passage of the bill now pending to tax the adulterant 
known as glucose five cents per pound-severally to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

SENATE. 
FRIDAY, Ap'ril 28, 1882. 

Prayer by~he Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The J ourn8.1 of yesterday's proceeding~:! was read and approved. 

ADI'OUR..~ENT TO MO~"'DAY. 
On motion of Mr. ANTHONY, it was 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourn to-~ay it be to meet on Monday next. 

PETITIONS AND ME~IORIALS. 

Mr. ALLISON. I present a petition numerously signed by citi
zens of Davenport, Iowa, representing commercial interest , mer
chants, manufacturers, &c., praying for the pa sage of what is known 
as the Lowell bankrupt bill. I move that it lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of citizens of Vinton, Iowa; a 

petition of citizens of Grundy Centre, Iowa; a petition of citizens of 
Belle Plaine.~, Iowa.; a petition of citizens of Sibley, Iowa; a petition 
of citizens ot Davis County, Iowa; and a petition of citizens of Leon, 
Iowa, in favor of an appropriation for the establishment and main
tenance of schools in A4loska; which were referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

l\1r. ROLLINS. I present a petition of David Smith and some 350 
others, citizens of GeorO'etown, District of Columbia, praying for 
the pa sage of Senate bill. No. 419, concerning the construction of a. 
free bridge across the Potomac River. As the prayer is very short, 
I would like to have it read ; it is only a few lines. 

The PRESIDENT JYI"O tempm·e. The petition will be read without 
the names, the Chair hearing no objection. 

The netition wa"8 read, and referred to the Committee on the Dis
trict of Columlbia, as follows : 

The und~ed, inhAbitants of Georgetown, District of Columbia, being deeply 
int~rested in the construction of a free bridge across the Potomac River, at a point 
where the same can be done not only with the greatest economy but where the 
public interest will be best subserved, r espectfully petition that Senate bill No. 419, 
now pending before the Senate Committee of the District of Columbia, be speedily 
passed; inasmuch as the .Aqueduct piers con tructed a t a large cost, are in excel
lent condition, and the site of the .Aqueduct is in every r espect the most suita8le 
location for a. free bridge, the present military road to Arlington and the national 
cemeterv passing over it, and in connection with already established roads lead
ing to the adjacent prouucitl.g counties in Virginia. 

Mr. LAPHAM prosented a memorial of the Maritime Association 
of the Port of New York, in favor of the abrogation of the treaty 

with the Hawaiian Islands in respect to the importation of sugar 
~ee of duty; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions. . 

. ~Ir. LAPHAl\~. I present a memorial of a very large number of 
CitiZens of the mty of New York, of nearly all trades and pr9fessions 
remonstrating against the passage of any bill restricting Chines~ 
immigration. I move that the memorial lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. HARRIS. I present joint resolutions adopted a few days since 

by the. Legislature of the Stat~ of Te~essee, asking that certain 
franchises be granted to the Samt LoUIS, Montgomery and Florida 
Railroad Company. I ask that the resolutions be read at the desk 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lancls. ' 

The resolutions were read, and referred to the Commit t ee ou Pub
lic Lands, as follows : 

Whereas there is a bill now pending before the Congress of the United States 
granting certain franchise to the Saint Louis, Montgomery and Florida Railroad; 
and 

"Whereas the early construction of said railroad will be of great benefit to Ten· 
nessee1 as well as a l!l'eat national work: 

Be tt resolved by the senate and house of representatives of Tennessee, That our 
Senators and Representatives in Congress are requested to use all their influence, 
consistent with their conscientious disch..·uge of duty to our common country, to 
further the passage of said bill. 

Adopted Aplil 8, 1882. 

Approved Aprill7, 1882. 

GEO. H. :MORGAN, 
Speaker of the Senate. 

H. B. RAMSEY, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

ALVIN HAWKINS, GoveT"TWf'. 

REPORTS OF COl\nUTrEES. 
1\Ir. VANWYCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 

referred the bill ( S. No. 604) granting a pension to Margaret Beymer, 
reported it with an amendment; and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

l\Ir. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 5127) to amend an act en
titled "An act to incorporate the Masonic Mutual Relief Association 
of the District of Columbia," reported it without amendment. 

Mr. McDILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1342) authorizing the trustees of 
the Isherwood estate to amend a certain plan of subdivision of said 
estate recorded in the land recorcls of .the District of Columbia, re-
ported it with an amendment. , 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Railroads, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 972) creating the Oregon Short Line Rail
way Company a corporation in the Territories of Utah, Idaho, and 
Wyoming, and for other purposes, reported it without amendment; 
and submitted a report thereon, ·which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORRILL. I present the bill (H. R. No. 2932) for the relief 
of Thomas Evans, which appears by the record to have been referred 
March 28 to the Committee on Finance, although that committee has 
ne-.er received it. It is clear that the bill belongs to the Committee 
on the District Columbia, and I move that it be referred to that 
committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 
1\Ir. CONGER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 

referred the bill (S. No. 140'2) for the relief of shipping, reported it 
with an amendment; and submitted a report thereon, which wa.s 
ordered to be printecl. . 

Mr. JONAS, from the Committee on Railroads, to whom was re
ferred the bill (S. No. 1147) to release the Memphis and Little Rock 
Railroad Company from such of the conditions of the several acts of 
Congress approved February 9, 18531 and July 28, 1866, as lmjURtly 
affect said corporation, reported it without amendment; and sub
mitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF OBSTRU'CTIOXS AT HELL GA.TE. 
1\Ir. MILLER, of New York. I am directed by the Committee on 

Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 590 ) making an 
immediate appropriation for the removal of obstructions at Hell 
Gate, New York, to report it favorably, and I ask for ita present con
sideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It appropriates $50,000 for tho re
moval of obstructions in East River, Hell Gate, New York, tho same 
to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of '\V ar, and to 
be immediately available. 

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

CONGRESSIO~AL ELECTIONS IN WEST VIRGD."'A.. 

~Ir. HOAR. I am directed by the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 5352) to amend 
the laws with reference to elections in West Virginia, to report it 
favorably and without amendment. It is important for t he people 
of that State to know the time of the election of their members of 
Congress, and I ask that the bill be considered at the present time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senat.e, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that on the second Tues
day of October, 1882, there shall be elected in each Congressional 
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