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1883 ; which was referred to the Committee of the 'Vhole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

1tfr. HISCOCK. I understand the Post-Office bill goes over as un­
finished business, with the demand for a second pending, and therefore 
I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was a~eed to ; and accordingly (at 12 o'clock and 15 min­
utes a.m., :March 2J the House adjourned. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Thefollowingpetitionsand papers were laid on the Clerk's desk, under 
the rule, and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: 1\.Iemorial of the Legislature of.A.1·izona Territory, 
asking for. the appointment of a commissioner to investigate matters at 
the Papago Indian reservation-to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By 1tir. ANDERSON: The petition of P. H. Williams and 80 others, 
citizens of Hilton, Kahsas, for free lumber-to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By J\~u:. BEL~IONT: The petition of Lenette ~I. Frost, of Queens 
County, New York, tor an extension ofpat.ent-to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. CANDLER: The petition of JamesS. "1rite &Co. and other~, 
pmying for the repeal of sections 2907 and 2908 of existing law which 
requires the addition of inland transportation, costs, and chargeR to the 
ad valorem cost of goods-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DEZE.!:"DOHF: The resolutions of superintendents of schools 
in the State of Virginia, adopted at a meeting held in the city of Rich­
mond, February 28, 1883, relative to educational matters-to the Com­
mittee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. S. S. FARWELL: The petition of citizens of Scott, and of 
citizens of Clinton County, Iowa, relative to the duty on lumber-sev­
erally to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

SENATE. 
FRIDAY, Jllarch 2, 1883. 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. Pmyer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. 
J. BULLOCK, D. D. , 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of 
yesterday's proceedings, when, on motion of Ur. PLUMB, and by unani­
mous consent, tl1e further reading was di~pen5ed with. 

CREDE:NTIALS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the credentials of Shelby 

}f. Cullom, cho~n by the Legislature of illinois a l enator from that 
State for the term beginning ~larch 4, 1883; which were read, and ordered 
to be :filed. 

Yr. VAN WYCK presented the credentials of Charles F. }.lander­
son, chosen by the Legislature of Nebraska a Senator trom that State for 
the term beginning March 4, 1883; which were read, and ordered to be 
:filed. 

PETITIOXS AJ.."D MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SAULSBURY presented resolutions of the Wilmington (Dela­
ware) Typographical Union, remonstrating against proposed legislation 
adverse to union printers in the Government Printing Office; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

DISTRICT .OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATIOX BILL. 

Mr. PLUMB. I desire to make a report from a conference commit­
tee. 

Mr. ~Icl\IILLA.L~. ShouJd not the bills that came from the HoW:!e 
last night be laid before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT 1rro tempore. This takes precedence. 
}lr. Mc~IILLAN. Very well. 
Mr. PLUMB. I present the report of the conference committee on 

the District appropriation bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Principal Legllila,tive Clerk read the report, as follows: 

Theeommittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7181) making appropriations to pro­
vide for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia. for the &cal 
year ending June 30, 188!, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
<>onference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from ils amendments numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 25, '1:7, 32, 
34, 85, 37J 38J-..47, 5.3, 69, 70, 71, 72, 76, 8l, 82, 98, 101, 113, and 114. 

That tne .House recede from its clisag·reement to the amendments of the Sen­
ate numbererl 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, H, 16, 17, 11:!, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26, 29, 30, 31, 
36, w.J, 40, 4.1, 42, 4.'3, 4-!, 49, 50, 51, 52, 5:J, 57, 59, 60J 61, 6~~ 63, (j,), GG, 67, 68, 73, 74, 75, 
77, 79, &'3, 84., 85, 86, ffl, 88, 89, 00, m, 03, 94, 00, 97, 100, 10!., 103, 104,105, lUG, 107,.108, 
109, lll, aud 112; and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 1;>, and agree to the same with amendments o.s follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed in said amendment inRert l:l, 000; on page 4., in line 9 of the bill 
Rtrike out "two" and insert" three;" and in line 10 strike out" two clerks" and 
insert" one clerk;" and in line 11 :.1rike out the word "ettch;" and the Senate 
agree to the san•e. 

.Amendment numbered 28: That the House recede from its uisagreement to 
the amendmP.ntofthe Renate numbered 28, and agree to the same with an amend-

ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert" SGl,-450; " and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 33: That the Honse recede from its dh;agreemeut to 
the amendment of the Sennteuumbered aa, and agree to the same with an amend­
ment as follows: Strike out all after the word "full," in line 3, down to and in­
cludiug line 0 of Raid amenflmcnt; nntl the Senate agree to tho same. 

Amendment numbered 45: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
tlle amendment of the Se11ate nmuLered 45, and agree to the same with amend­
ments as follows: In line 1 of !!aid amendment, after the word "building," in­
sert " by the commi!ssion~rs of the District. ; " and in line 2, after the word " be·," 
insert "prepared by the im;pector of buildings and;" and the Senate agree to 
U1e same. 

Amendment numbered 46: That the House recede from its dl.sagreement to 
the amendment of the ennte numbered 46, and agree to the same with an 
amendment us follows: In lieu of tl.Je Aum proposed by said amendment insert 
" 10,000, $.3,000 of which shall be used for building a house on the premises, 
under the direction oft he commis~ioners of the District of Columbia;" a11d the 
Senate agree to the same. 
Am~ndment nnmbered 48: That the House recede fi'Om its disagreement to tile 

amendment of the Senate numberecl48, and agree to the same with an amend­
ment ns follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out hy said 
amendment insert the following: 

"And hereafter tile commis~ionerA of tho DiMtrict of Columbia are required to 
visit and investi~-,rnte the management of all the institutions of charity within 
the District which may be appropriated for,and shall require ltD itemized rep01·t 
of receipt and expenditures to be made to them to be transmitted with their an­
nual report to Congress." 

And tlle Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 54: That the House recede from its dit;agreement to the 

amendment of .he Senate numhered 54, and agree to the same with an amend­
ment as follows: At the end of tile matter proposed to be inserted by Raid amend-
ment insert the following: -

"And in ca~;e a contract can not be made at that rate the commissioners of thl} 
District of Colnmbia are hereby authorized to substitute other illuminating ma­
te.rial for the Harne or leH:i price and to U!ie !'~<>much of the sum hereby appropri­
ated as may be necessary for that purpose." 

And the Senate agree to thesamo. 
Amendment numbered 50: That the Hou~:~e t·ecede from its ili~:~agreement to the 

amendment of the Senu.te nwnhered 50, and agree to the same with an R.menil­
ment ns follows :·In lieu of the sum pro poRed in said amendment insert "$1,000;" 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 58: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 58, and agree to the Rnme with an amend­
ment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed by said amendment insert 
"eighty·" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendn:;ent numbered 64: That the House recede from its disn.greement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 04, and a~ree to the same with an 
amendment aR follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
"$.101,560;" and the Senate agree to the same. . 

Amendment numbered 78: That tbeHouserecede from itsdisugreementtotl1e 
amendment of the Senate nurubered78, and agree to the same with n.n amend­
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amcndmen t insert" $043,-
675;" and the Senate agree to the Mme. 

Amendment numbered 80: 'rhat the Honse recede from it8 dbagreemcnt to 
the amendmoutofthe Senate numbered 80, and agree to tl.le same with amend­
ments as follows: In lieu of the Aum proposed by said amendment. insert 
"$1,000;" and on page 17, in line 11) of the bill, before the worrl "dollars," insert 
"and fifty·" and the Senate agree to the same. • 
Amend1~ent numbered 92: That the House recede from its disagreement to 

the amendment of the Senate numbered 92, and agree to the same witll au amend­
ment as followR: In line 2 of said amendment strike out the word "two" and 
insert the word "three;" and the Senate agree to the Rame. 

Amendment numbered 95: That the House r~cede from its dhsagreement to 
U1e amendment of the Senate num berecl !),), and agree to the same with an amend­
meut as follows: Strike out the word "four" aurl insert the word "five; " and 
the Senate ngree to the same. 

amendment numbered 99: That the House recede from its dio;agreement to 
the amen<lment of the Senate numbered 99, and agree to the same with amend­
ments as follows: In lieu of the swn proposed in1:1ert "S5G,OOO," and add the fol­
lowing as a new paragraph: 

"For new heating apparatUR for the J ohu F. Cook School Building, ~.500; for 
the Randall School Building. $~,400; for the 1\liner School Building. $3,900; for 
the Abbott School Building, $3,200; in all, $12,000." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered llO: That the House recede from its di.;agreement to 

the amendmentofthc Senate numbered llO, and agree to the same with au amend­
ment us follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out, insert the 
following: 

"And the time allowed for filing claims in the Court of Claims under an act 
entitled 'An net to provide for the settlement of all outstanding claims against 
the District of Columbia and conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to 
bear the same and for other purposes,' approved June 16,1880, be, and the same 
is hereby, extended thirty days from and after the approval of this act; and all 
claims not so presented shall be forever barred." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
P. B. PLUl\IB, 
F. 1\L COCKRELL, 
H. L. DAWES, 

Manaucrs on the part of t~ &nate. 
J. H. KETCHAM, 
FRANK HISCOCK, 
Wl\I. ll. FORNEY, 

Manager$ on the part of the HOU8c. 

Mt·. PL U.MB. I move the adoption of the report. 
The report was concurred in. 

IMPROVEMENT OF THE MiSSISSIPPI RIVER. 

.i\Ir. Mcl\IILL.AN. I ask the Senate to excuse me from service upon 
the committee appojnted yesterday to examine the l\Iississippi River 
improvement, un<ler resolution passed by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate excuse the Senator 
from Minnesota? The Chair hears no objection; n.nd the Chair appoints 
ju hi:; place the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER.] 

ITOUSE BILLS. 

.Ml:. ~IcMILLAN. May I ask that the bill for the improYement of 
rivers and harbors be taken up n:ml referred? 

The PHE..'UDENT pro umpore. The bills received from the House 
last night were sent to the rri.nter, an<l have not yet been returned . 
They are expected back every moment. 
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l\lr. McMILLAN. When they arrive I shall ask that they b~ laid 

before the Senate. 
REPORTS OF COl\IlUITTEES. 

Mr. BLAIR I ask leave, from the Committee on Education and La­
bor to report back the bill (S. 1281) to provide for the preparation of a 
-centennial record. of the GoYernment of the United States, without rec­
ommendation as to action, and I ask for the printing of the documents 
accompanying the same. 

The docu.moots were ordered. to be printed. 
Mr. BLAIR. There is on the table a resolution for tho printing of 

the annual report of the Commissioner of Education, which passed the 
Senate at tho last session with an amendment decreasing the number 
7,000 copies, 20,000 being the numbe:r: of copies the ori~l resolution 
·calle<l for. The vote was very close, and after the resolution was passed 
as amende<l by the Senate the chairman of the Committee on Printing 
said to me that if tho resolution were recalled he would make no further 
opposition to its passing as originally prepared; that is, 20,000 ins~ead 
of 13,000 copies, whereupon the S~nate voted to recall the resolut1?n. 
I had entered my motion to recons1det the vote, and. now I should like 
to call it up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not yet in order. 
1\Ir. BLAIR. It will take but a moment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. :Morning business is still in ord.or. 
l\Ir. BLAIR It is necessary to act thi'3 morning, it is so late in the 

session; out I will wait until the morning bll.Siness is concluded. 
llr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to ·whom was 

referred the bill (S. 2459) to amend an act entit~ed "An a~t to ameml. 
the statutes in relation to immcd.iate transportation of dutiable goods, 
and for other purposes," approved June 10, 1880, reported it 'Without 

.. amendment. 
Mr. HAURISON sul>mitte<l the report of the Congressional Board of 

Visitors to the \Vest Point Military Aca.d.emy for 188~; whi<:h was 
-or<lore<l to be printed. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was rcfencd. the bill (H. R. 3842) to pay Charles W. Button the 
.costs of advertisingproperty levied on bythecollector of UnitcdStatcs 
internal revenue in the fifth district of the State of Virginia, roportc<l 
it without amendment, and. submitte<l a report thereon, which was 
-<>rdore<l to he printed. 

:Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on l\Iilitary Affairs, to whom 
was referretl the bill (S. 1843) dedicating the military reservation at 
Plattsburgh, New York, to the village of Plattsburgh for a public park, 
reported it with amendments, ami submitted a :t;oport thereon, which 
was ordered to be printed. 

:Mr. VAN WYCK. The Committee on Public L:mds instruct me to 
make rl, couple of reports, for whic~ _I would like ?onsi<.leration at the 
prese;tt time. They h..we been wmtmg for a. long tune to get tJH'se two 
measures before the Senate. The fn.cts arc agree<l upon. I report 
first the bill (H. R. 832) for tho relief of Marzcl Altmann, '\ithout 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair undorstancls this is a bill 
which has been reported anu is on the Calendar. It is not in or<.ler to 
report it now. It is on the Calend..'lf already. 

Mr. V~<\_t_'{ WYCK. I should like to have it considered. 
The PRESIDENT pto tempore. Reports of committees arc now in 

-order. 
1\fr. VAN \VYCK from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 

was rcferrell the bill (S. 2073) for the relief of \Yeslcy Montgomery, 
reported it without amemlment. · 

He also from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
"'2401) for the reliefofWilli::tmH. Simmons, reported itwithoutamend­
mcnt. 

1\fr. BLAIR. I r~e to the consideration of a report from the Com­
mittee on Printincr which has been partially considered. 

The PRESIDEN
1

T pro tempore. That is not in prd.er now. 
Mr. JONAS from tho Solect Committee to Investigate and Report 

the Best Me::llh~ of Preventing the In!-toductionand Sprea~of Epide~c 
Diseases to whom was referred. the bill (S. 2318) to cstabllSh a floating 
ward in

7

the port of New Orleans, reported it ~th arucnd:J:?ents. 
Mr. FRYE. I :m1 instructed by the ComDllttee on Clauns to report 

back the bill (H. R 3850) for tbe relief of Jose:ph \Vesco~t & Son, 
f:wornbly "·ithout amendment; an<l as it is a very s1mplc aff:nr I should. 
like to have it considered now. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object to its present consideration. 
The PRESIDENT pro tcnpore. The bill goes to the Calendar. 

llEIT.S OF LOYAL COWLES. 

1\:Ir. JONES, of Nevada, from the .Committee to Audit and Control 
.-the _Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol­
lov.'Ulg resolution submitted by Mr. BARnow on the 5th of Febrn.~ry, 
reported it without amendment. 

The Scn.."tte, as in Committee of tho Whole, proceeded. to consider the 
resolution: . 

Reso_lud, Tl1a.t the Acting Secretary of the Senate be, o.nd il> here by, authorized 
o.nd directed to payout ofthe miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of the 
~cno.t.e, to the lcgu.l heirs of r~oynl Cowles, deceased, late assh;tant in the st~ 
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tionery-room of the Senate. the sum of $.100, being an amo~nt equal. tO six 
months' salary as assistant aforesaid; the above sum to be commlcred as mclud­
ing the funeral expenses and all other allowances. 

Tho resolution was reported. to the Senate v.ithout amendment, or­
dere<l to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REPORT OF DIRECTOR OF THE 1\II~"'T. 

Mr. ~~THONY. I am instructed by the Committee on Printing, to 
which was referred a concurrent resolution of the House of Representa.­
·tives to print additional copies of the Teport of the Director of the 1\Iint, 
to report it without amendment and recommend its passage. I ask for 
its present consideration. 

The resolution was considercll by unanimous consent and concuued 
in, as follows : 

Resolt·ed by the House of Repre.~cnlaUves (the: Senate concurring tlter(l'in),, That 9,000 
copies of the report of the D1rector of the l\lmt on the. annual production of gold 
and silver in the United States be printed; 4,000 coptes for the use of the Hou!ie 
of Ueprcsentatives, 2,000 copies for the use of the Senate, aud 3,000 copies for 
the use of the Direetor of the 1\Iint. 

:M:r. ANTHONY. I would say, and I wish my voice could rcuch the 
heads of Departments and Bureall.S, that the Committee on Printing is 
excee<lingly reluctant to report resolutions for printing docun:ents co~­
ing from the Executive Departments. They should be proVIded form 
their appropriation for ·printing. 

CENSUS REPOllT MAPS. 

~Ir. ANTHONY. TheCommitteeonPrinting, towhieh wasreferred 
tbejointresolution (S. R143)authorizingtheCommittceonPrintingto 
instruct tho Public Printer relative tothemaps, &c., for the censll.S re­
ports, have instructed me to report it back with an amend.mcnt. I ask 
ior its present consideration. . 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It proposes to authorize tho 
Committee on Printing to instruct the Public Printer to accept private 
proposal'3for printing the requirc<l number of copies of maps and. other 
illustmtions 1orthecensus reports from plates or stones which were en­
graved un<.le.r special appropriations for printing and engraving for the 
'£cnth Census prior to the aet of August ·7, 188~, when ever it shall clearly 
appear that eA."}lense can be saved thereby. 

Tbe amendmo.nt reported by tho Committee on Printing was to strj}.::e 
out, in lines 3 and 4, tho words: 

That the Commit toe on PrinUug lJG., ami they are hereby, authorizcu to in­
struct the. 

.A.nd. in line 4, after "Public Printer," to insert: 
Is authorized un<ler the direction of the Joint Committee on Public Priut in~ 

or of th<l Scun.to Committee ou Printing in case there be no commiUec on t lw 
part of th~ House. 

The amend.ment was agreed to. 
Mr. ANTHONY. There is a resolution to di~'}lense with advertising 

for the maps and. plat{!s of the ce11Sl1S that haYe alrca<lybcen engrnve1l. 
They have already been engraved for the bulletins, and tl1e stones are 
now in the possession of the en.,.ra.ver and the work can be done much 
cheaper by him than they can be by an outsidcr, ·wli.o would have to 
make the engraving over again. 

. The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and tlw 
::Lmcnd.mcnt was concurred in. ' 

The joint resolution was or<.lcred to be engrosse<l for a third rending, 
rend the third time, and. passed. 

SIDTHSONIAX llEPOllT. 

Mr. Ai'{THO:NY. The Committee on Printing, to whieh was refcne<l 
a concurrentresolution oftJte Holl.Sc ofRepresentativesforprintingex­
tra copies of the report of the Smithsonian Institution, have instructed 
me to report it without amendment and recommeml its pas.'mge. I ask 
for its present consicleration. 

Tho resolution was consi<lered hy unanimou~ consent and. concunerl 
in, as follows: -

Resol1:erl by thP. Hou.<e o.f R cpi'CSGllfntiees (the8cnnteconew-rinr~), That15,560copics 
of the report of the Smithsonian llllltitution for the yenr 1S82 be printed, 2,i)()O 
copies of which Rho.ll be for the use of the Senat€', 6,013~ for the use of the Howe 
of Hcpre!'lcntatives, nnd 7,000 co pie!! for the usc of the t'mithsonian Institution. 

.NEW EDITION' OF SE..,ATE 1\IA~lJAL. 

l\lr. ANTHO~TY. The same committee, to which wasrcfllrrcdnre~­
lution for printing a. now edition of the Uanual an<l Rnles, have m­
stru<:tccl me 'to report l>ack tho same and ask to be clischar~c~ from ih~ 
further consid.oration. The rules require revision, and. It 18 hardly 
proper to print them unt..il they have been rcvi->o<l. \Vhen tho matter 
of printing comes up the Printing Commi·tteo, i~ it is referrecl to them, 
will take it into con'3ideration, out at present It belongs to the Com­
mittee on Rules. 

The report was ag-reed to, and the committee were diseh.argetl from 
the consideration of the following resolution: 

Resolt·ed, Thnt there be prepared under tl1e dii·eetion of tho CommiUee on 
Rules a new edition of the Munw~l, nud that 1,000 copies of the same lJc 11rintetl 
for Lhe usc of the Sennte. 

OFFICIAL RECORDS OF WAR OF REBEI,LIOK. 

1\ir. A~THo~-ry. The same committee, ~o which was referred the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 365) in relation to the distribut.ion of the '\"'Ol­
umes of the Official Records of the War of the Rcl>cllion, have instructed 
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.me to report back tho same with an amendment. I ask for its present 
eonsidcration. 

By urumimou.'l con8ent, tho Senate, as in Committee of the "Whole, pro­
ceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Tho amendment of thQ Committee on Printing wns to strike out the 
word "Senators"· in line 3. 

:1\Ir. ANTHONY. The House of lleprescntatives, if I mn,y eay it 
without disresp~t, seem to be exceedingly vacillating about the dis­
tribution of these records. Thls is the second. resolution they hn,>e sent 
over to us, and we have amended this as we did the former by striking 
out "Senators" anal allowing them to uistribttte their" own copies as 
they see fit. We distribute ours under the law as originally pa.ssed. 

Ur. HOAR. I ask the Senator from Hhode Island does the resolu­
tion propose, as the committee recommended it, to require Senators to 
make their :final allotment before September, or otherwise lose the 
~wer? · 

!fr. ANTHONY. The word ''senators' 1 lli stricken out, which con­
fines it entirely to the House. 

:Mr. HOA.R. There are sometimes new librnries or new wantsmade 
known to Senators, and as this is a document ·of one hundred or more 
volumes it may be desirable to keep one or two sets without disposing 
of them for the time being. I hope the Senator Vlill look sharply to 
that point. 

1\1r. ANTHONY. The committee thought of that, and by striking 
out the word "Senators" it len,ves the distribution as to Senators to 
remain under the existing law, and rillows the Representatives to dis­
tribute their copies as they see fit. 

.Mr. FRYE. There is a provision also in the sundry civil bill on this 
subject. 

:M:r. PLUMB. Tho provision in the sundry civil bill applies to Sena­
tors and extends the time to July, 1884. I understand that the Secre­
tary of "'\\.,.ar holds that every Senator, Representative, or Delegn,te who 
does not, between now and the 4th day of this month, designate the 
persons to whom he will ha>e these documents senl, waives the right 
to designate them at all. 

:Mr. ANTHONY. That is another illustration of the folly of legis­
lating on appropriation bills. Iftbatha.d beenreferred to the Committee 
on Printing, it never would have had our recommendation. 'Ve are 
willing that the House shall distribute their reports as they see fit, but 
the Senators, we infer, are satisfied with the law as it exists. 

Mr. HAWLEY. So we lose our chance if we do not do it by the 4th 
of March. 

Mr. PLIDIB. I hn,ve not named mine, but if I do not name them 
before the 4th of March I lose them and the Secretary sells them: We 
simply extend the time for naming until the lstof July, 1884. 

1\lr. ANTHONY. Then I think this haa better be amended so as to 
reserve the rights of Senatol'8. . 

1\Ir. PLUMB. I think so. That provision was inserted in the sun­
dry civil bill to cover this construciion of the Secretary of War. 

lt.Ir. HOAR. Tho gentleman from Kansa.s thinks it is reserved till 
the 1st of July,. l884. 

1\Ir. PLUMB. Ccrtainly1 that is the provision in the sundry civil 
bill. 

Mr . .A..l.';TIIONY. I n,sk, then, that this joint resolution be recom­
mitted to the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be recom­
mitted to the committee on printing. 

RI\o'ER AND IIARBOR BILL. 

!fr. Uo~IILLAN. I move that the bill commonly known a.~ the 
river and harbor bill be read the second time and referred to tne Com­
mittee on Commerce. 

1\Ir. HOAR. When that motion of reference is put I wish to say a 
few words. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the question now. The Sen­
ator from Uassachusetta h:LS the Uoor on the motion to refer1 the bill 
being considered as read the second time. 

M:r. HOAR. When the motion of reference is put I desire to say a 
few words. 

The PRESIDENT pro ternpore. It is now in order. 
Mr. HOAR. It mn,y possibly take five or ten minutes. As I s.aemy 

friend on my left [Mr. BLAm] and severnl Senators are desiring to 
have the nttention of the Senate, I woul«l a little rnther defer what I 
have to sa.y to a later period, if my friend from 1tiinnesota will with­
draw the motion. 

:M:r. Mcl\HLL41...J..'{. Very well. 
Mr. :BLAIR. I wish to recall the attention of the Senate to the res­

olution for the printing of the report of the Commissioner of Education. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Reports of committees are now in 

order. 
A-Ir. BLAIR. This is a resnlution, and I supposed reports of com­

mittees were through. 
Mr. H.A ~Y. By no means through. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore~ Reports of committees are in order 

now. 
OOVERYMENT DEPARTliENT AT CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am instructed by the Committee on Printing, to 

whom was referred a joint resolution (H. Res. 359) to p-rint G,OOO copies­
of the report of tho board on behalf of the United States Executive De­
partments at the international exhibition of 187G, to report it without 
amendment. I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, a.~ in Committee of !>he Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. . 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate, ordered to a tbi nl 
reading, read the third time, und passed. 

YORKTOWN CENTENXIAL Co:l!l\IIriiSION. 

:u.r. HAWLEY. I am instructed by the Committee on Printing, to­
whom was referred the following resolution, to report it with a slight 
amendment, changing it to a concurrent resolution: 

Resol11ed, That 10,000 copies 9f the report of the proceedings of the Yorktown. 
Centennial Commission be printed, Gf which 6,000shn.ll be fortho ru;c ofihc Hou1:1e 
and 4,000 for the use of the Senate. 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was, after t.he word 
"resolved,' 1 to insert the words "by the Senate (the House of Hcpre­
sentatives concurring), 11 and in the same line1 after "thousand," to­
insert "additional.' 1 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

SORGHUM SUGAR REPORT. 
!Ir. HA. WLEY, from the Committee on Printing, to whom the sub­

ject was referred, reported the following resolution; which was con­
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the Ilouse of Representatives concumno), That the Report 
of the National Academy of Sciences on the sorghum sugar industry be printed 
with such portions of tile appendix and accompanying exhiiJits a.s may be selected 
by the Jomt Committee on Public Printing, and that there be printed 6,500 nd­
ditional copies, of which 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 3,00() 
copies for the usc of the House of H.cpresentatives, 1,000 copies for the uRe of the 
Department or Agriculture, and 500 copies for the usc of said National Academy 
of Sciences. 

Ji'EES OF PE"NSIO"N ATTORNEYS. 
:1\!r; !flTCIIELL. I am instructed by the Committee on Pensicms 

to report back the bill (S. 22G3) to amend the pension laws, and for 
other purposes, with an amendment, and I ask for its present considera­
tion. It is an important bill, though very short. 

The PRESIDENT .prote1npore. The SenatorfromPenm~ylvaniaasks 
for the present considemtion of this bill. 

Mr. INGALLS and others. Let it be read for information. 
Mr. MITCHELL. The committee are unanimously in favor of it, 

and the Commissioner regards it as very important. 
The Acting Secretary read the amemlment reported by the Commit­

tee on Pensions1 which was to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert a substitute. 

M:r. MITCHELL. If the Senator will allow me about three plinutes,. 
I think I can explain it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask for an explanation. 
~1r. MITCHELL. The existing ln,w allows a $10 fee to pension at­

torneys and claim agents, but it does not provide when the payment 
shall be. As n, result of that the payment of the clrum agents often 
precedes the filing of pension claims, and they proceed n,t once to collect 
their pay for their work before it is done, .and in some instances delay 
the settlement of ca.ses in the Pension Office, as it appears plain to soma 
members of the Committee on Pensions, tor the purpose of securing 
their pay. The bill propo!res to go hack to the olu lu.w in thn,t respect 
and provide that the fee shall not be demandable until the ca.se is settled 
and allowed, and that then it shall only he paid by the pension agent 
when the certificate is forwarded to him by the Commissioner of Pensions, 
as was formerly done. 

That is the substn.nce of the whole bill. The first section, however, 
is necessaJW in view of the construction which has been placed on the 
act of 18G8 fixing the amount allowed of $10, wWcb has heen decided 
by the courts in this Dllitrict, as I nntlerst:l.!Dd, not to apply to cases of 
claims for arrearages of pension, so that the chum agents have been 
going on and making their contracts and getting their pay in arrear:t;e 
cases without regard to the legal limitation. 

1tir. HOAR. Does this make the fee of the claim agent or pension 
attorney a lien in all caaes? 

Mr. MITCHELL. It depends on the successful prosecution of the 
claim. 

Mr. HOAR. Is that the present law? 
Mr. MITCHELL. It is not the present law. 
Mr. HOAR. I think I must, unless there is very strong reason for ifiy 

though I have great respect for the judgment of the Pensions Commit­
tee, enter my protest against solemnly enacting the doctrine of con­
tingent fees by legislation. I regard the having any person who is 
prosecuting n, claim in a court of justice or anywhere else interested--

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senate object to the pres­
ent consideration of the bill? 

!1r. HOAR. Yes, .sir; I must object. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over. 

LAND CLAIM OF JOITN J. JAe'KMAN. 
Mr. HALE (by requeit) submitted the following resolution, which 

was read: 
Ruolt>ed, That the Committee on Public Lands be, an~ is hereby, inst.ruoOOd 

to inquire into and report to the Senate upon the <iuesuons herein, rela.\.~ too 
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the southwest quarter of section 32, tmvnship 139 north, range 80 west, Dakota 
Territory: · 

Fir>JL. 'Vhethersnidlandswerc awarded to JohnJ.Jaekmnn,a settler thereon, 
under tile pre-emption lo.w, by o. decision of the Secretary of the Interior, reu-

48;!~:11~ ~6~~~~hethcr such a.ward was conclusive~ and final, and uinding 
11pou the.Govcr~mentofthe United States. 

Tllirc..l. 'Vhetller sucil dech;ion was fully executed and carried into effect by 
the suusequent allowance of an entry •f said landA by John J. Jackman, anc..l 
the issuance of a. certilicate of entry anc..l a receipt for the purchase-money to 

.bi~,?~urth. Whether said Jackman, IJy virtue thereof, became vested with the 
~itle to sa.id lo.nc.ls and the right to a patent therefor. 

Fiftil. If so, whether said Jackman's entry was subsequentlysetasideandcan­
eeleu aml be denied the rigllt to such patent. 

Sixth. If t>O, by what authority and for wllo.t reason the same was don~ 
Seventh. What action has been since takcD IJy tile ill.nu uepartment w1th ref­

erence to said lands. 
Eighth. That sa.iu committee inquire into and report all other matters material 

to a full knowledge of everything that bas been done by the land department 
affecting Jackman's right and title to said lands, examining all evidence, reports, 
opinions, and decisions relating thereto in the Interior Department and any other 
information deemed material, sending for persons an~ papers, if necessary, and 
report the same to the Senate by bill or otherwise. 

And t11e President is hereby requested to withhold said lo.nds from di1=1position 
in any manner or to any person or persons until such time as the invc:,;tigation 
herein and hereby directed can be made and due and proper action had thereon. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let that go over until to-morrow. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes owr, oLjection 

being made to its present consideration. 
POST-OFFIOE .A.PPROPRI.ATIO~ DILL. 

Mr. PLUMB. I submit the report of the committee of cori.fcrencc 
en the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The Acting Secretary read the report, as follows: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 

amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. H.. 7049) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June30, 188!, and 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to rec­
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 4. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend.mcnt of the Senate 

nwnbercd G, and agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 

numuered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the word "July" in said amendment and in lieu thereof insert the word "Octo­
ber·" and the Senate agree to the same. 

TL.at the House reoode from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 11, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the mutter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

"And report to Congress in December next, with the data u11on which it is 
based, a more complete system of gauging the rates of pay for carrying the 
maiLs on mil road routes if practicable, in order to secure the better protection of 
the interests of the Government and the adjustment of rates of compenAation for 
the ·service required; and he is authorized to expend not to exceed $10,000 out 
of the appropriation for the transportation of mails for actual and necessary ex­
penses involved, including such extra compensation as he may deem just and 
reasonable to officers of tke Department for specific services rendered, which 
sum shall be immediately available." 

Anc.l the Sennte flnDTOO to the same. 
Upon amendments numbered 2 and 3 the conference committee are unable to 

agree. 
P. D. PLUMJJ, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
JAS. B. BECK, 

Managers on the part of the &ma.U. 
L. B. CASWELL, 
GEO. M:. ROBESON, 
E. JNO. ELLIS, 

Manager• on the part of the HO'IJ.$e. 
}.fr. PLUMB. I move the adoption of the report. 
lir. EDMUNDS. Let the report be explained a little. 
lir. PLUMB. I will state that the conferees agreed upon everything 

that was i.n issue except the amendment of the Senate providing $185,000 
for special m:ril facilities and the action of the Senate in striking out 
the provision of the House amending the ch:u1:ers of the Pacific rail way 
companies. 

Mr. EDl\IUNDS. Do I understand this report to be an agreement? 
~Ir. PLUMB. This is an agreement as to certain items and a disa.­

srreement as to others. 
o Mr. EDMUNDS. Can the Senator tell us in brief the items agreed to? 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senate inserted $25,000 additionalforsteamboat 
transportation and that the Senate recedes from. The Senate also 
named the 1st day of July next ensuing as the date when the 2-cent 
postaCTe shall .ta.ke effect; that has been by agreement made the lstday 
of October instead ofthe 1st day of July. Then there was some verbi­
age connected with the Ia...<:t section of the bill which requires the inves­
tigation of the relations of the Government as to the methods of carry­
ing t,he mails on r.illronds. 

Mr. EDl\IUNDS. What does that investigation provide for? 
Mr. PLUMB. It provides that the Postmast~-General shall inves-

tigate the relations of the Government to the railroads. 
1\Ir. EDMUNDS. Is that in the print of the bill? 
1\Ir. PLUMB. I think it is. . 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I have no objection to the report us far as it goes. 
Mr. DAVIS, ofWcst Virginia. I should be glad to know from the 

Senator mnking the conference report what is the exact point of it? 
He said there was something stricken out in regard to the Pacific rail­
ways, and that there was $185, 000 added by the Senate to the bill for 
fast mails. There wna also an amendment by the Senate, on the motion 
of the Senator from!slaryland [Mr. GoRMAN], a,<3k:ing for future infor-

ma.tion from the l'ostma.ster-Generaffrom time to time on ~hat subject. 
L~ that in the conference report or is it strioken out? 

1\Ir. PLUMB. The precise language oftheamendmentofthe Senator 
from li.Iaryland is not in the bill. The whole paragraph was recast in 
such a way as we thought would better express the idea tha.t was evi­
dently in the mind of the Senate and still get the iniormation which 
the Senator from l\In.ryland desires. 

Mr. D.A. VIS, of West Virginia. Now I ask is the infoTillation that 
was intended by the Senate to be C!l.lled for still retmned in the para­
graph in substance? 

Mr. PLUMB. The committee thought it not only contained it in 
substance, but that we were more certain to get in the proper logical 
way what was wante<l on that subje<t. by the Senator from Maryland 
than we should hy the amendment that he proposed and lhat was 
adopted by the Senate. 

l\Ir. D.A. VIS, of West Virginia.. Now I should like to ask whether 
the real difference is about tlle Pacific Railroad pronsion or the$185,000 
for fast mail facHities? 

Ur. PL UUB. The difference is in regard to both. As fur as I can 
ascertain by the language of the conferees on both sides it is no more in 
regard to one item than in regard to the other. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. So fur as the 5185,000 is concerned 
for fast-mail service, I am under the impression, and I believe others 
are, that if the Senate is willing to recede from that amendment the 
bill may be readily settled. If there are other differences I have no 
disposition to ask the Senate to recede just now before another effort is 
made to procure a settlement; but if that is the only difference, I think 
the bill is teo important to have it in hazard at this late day of the 
session by reason of the fact that the Senate is very anxious to pay 
$185,000 for certain fast mail facilities to certain portions of the coun­
try, when the great mnss of the people and that · part of the country 
that needs facilities as much as the part which is now sened is left 
without any mail facilities, anc.l certain cities get benefits from the Gov­
ernment in the shape of large subsidies when others are left entirely 
unprovided for. I think it very unequal, very unfair, and unjust to 
give $185,000 to be paid in that way. ·r believe the ~scussion and ex­
amination that took place here shows that the great mass of the people 
of the cotmtry, especially of the ·west and l::lonthwest, would get on just 
,as well without paying the $185,000 as with it. If that is ~he real dif­
ference thn.t prevents an agreement between the conferees of the House 
and Senate, I hope that the Senate will not cause the probable loss of 
the passage of this bill on that account. 

The PHESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the report. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I should want to know what that 
means. 

M:r. PL UUll. The report is simply an agreement on the minor points 
of which I have spoken, and a disagreement on the two major points 
which I stated in the beginning. 

:M:r. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Is a further conference asked for? 
Mr. PLUl\1B. We simply propose now to adopt the report. After 

that there can be subsequent action in that direction. The moment the 
report is adopted, I understand it then devolves on the House to take 
action, and if they desire a further conference they can ask ior it. 

Ur. DAVIS, of West Virgima. Suppose the Hou~e do not ask for a 
further conference, will the bill remain on the table? 

Mr. PLUl\fB. They will undoubtedly act upon it. It is for them 
t<> take new affirm.a.tive action. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely wish t<> add that I hope theconfereeson 
the part of the Senate will persist resolutely and to the end of this ses­
sion, if necessary, against tacking on to this bill in conference any new 
legislation about the relation of the United States to railroads or to 
anybody else. I run not on the question of how much they ought to be 
paid for transportation, but in respect to;. going into legislation us to 
what should be done with the money or liow it shall be collected and 
what shall be their duty toward the United States I beg the conferees 
to resist riding on anything of tbat kind; and my reason is not because 
I am in favor of the railroads but because I am in favor of the United 
States, and I do not want to run the slightest risk· of disturbing the 
supremacy that we now by the <lecisions of the courts have got over 
them in respect to these affairs. · · 

:Mr. PLUMB. Let me say in 1·egard to the observations of the Sen­
ator fro,m Vermont and the Senator from West Virginia that so fur as 
I am authorized to speak for the Senate conferees, being admonished 
by the vote of the l::lenate and by the discussion which has been had 
from time to time on the subject of legisbtion, especially material leg­
islation, on appropriation bills, there need be no apprehension that the 
position of the Senate will not be maintained. In regard to this other 
matter I think the Senator from West Virgini.'l need not feel unneces­
sarily alarmed about the loss of the bill on account of the item of which 
he has spoken. If that item should be, as he seems to think i~ought 
to be, eliminated, the bill will still pass; and I may say that I think 
the action of the Senate conferees will not much d.is..'1ppoint him. · 

Mr. DA. VIS, of WeRt Virginia. I am very glad to have the Senator 
say so. 

Mr. BROWN. I hope the conferees, who eTet' they may be, on the 
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matter of the fast-mail appropriation will be as firm as the Senator from 
Vermont wants them to be on the other subject. The position of the 

. Senate shoulu not be yieldeu. In my opinion the Senate is clearly right 
nbout. it. 

The Senator from West Virginia says we can not have a fast mail to 
every section. That is true. Itisnotexpecteu thattheih.st-mailsenice 
will be able to reach every town and every village in the country, but 
it penetrates some sections of the country, and from the points reacheu 
by the fru:;t mail in that way the mail is distributed throughout the en­
tire country. The fast mail from here to Florida is a very important 
.one. It pusses through Richmond, ·wilmington, Charleston, S:wannah, 
.and Jacksonville, Flori<.la,. It accommodates a1i immense traxcl in the 
winter season of people who are desirous of going from the northern 
.section clown to that semi-tropical garden of ours in Florida, and it 
.affords facilities to travel which are important in connection with the 
(;a,rriage of the mails. Then it is a vast accommod..."ttion to business peo­
ple and to- the public gLmern.lly in having their letters and newspapers 
.and other mail matter carried rapidly through and distributed. 

I think there isno more important appropriation in the bill than the 
one to which I have jru;t referred. I trust tho Senate will not yiolu 
upon it, but will insist on it that the appropriation be made. 

:Mr. GORMAN. I desire only to call the attention of the Sooate to 
the report of this conference committee in onere pect. As I understand 
the eleventh amendment of the Senate to this bill tho conferees propose 
to make a chango and the simple change is to appropriate ::;10,000 ad­
-ditional eompcnsation to the superintendent of tho railway m.ail service 
.and the cmployl!s in that office who are now amply paid. That l:)ecms 
to me, from tlle examination I have gi vcn it, the only ch:mge, to increase 
:the componsn.tion of. these gont.lemen for performing a service t.liat they 
arc well paidfornow, and which in the last cightyearstbcy haveihilcd 
to pt\rform as it migllt have hecn. Everything ebc that the Senate placed 
on the hill i-; disposed of except the $185,000 appropria.tc<lior ihst mails. 
As I understand the report, aU there is in it is what I have stated. I 
:trust it will not be auopted. 

The report was concurred in. 
~Ir. PLUUB. To complete the proceedings in regard to the Po~t­

Office bill I move that the Senate further insist on its second and third 
.amendments and ask a now committee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Hy unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 

.appoint tJ.ic conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. PLUMB, 1\fr. 
ALLISON, and Mr. BECK were appointed. 

S.A.NT.A RIT.A DEL CAnRE LAND CL.AL'\I. 

.Mr. 1\IORG..:t..L.~ submitted the following resolution; which wasrcad: 
r.e.~f/lceri., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he her by is, directed to 

furni8h the Senate with copies of all pape..rs, of any kind, on file in tlle General 
Lallll OOico, relating to the claim heretofore made and fi!eu with Ute surveyor­
general of the Territory of New 1\Iexico, by or for the heirs of Don Francisl\In.n­
uel E!qnca, deceased, to anu for what is known as the "Santa. Uita. del Cabre" 
mineral graut .or tract of land in tho Territory of New Mexico. Also all papers 
relating to tb.e claim of :t\lu.rtin B. Hayes, as the purchaser of saill grant or tract 
of Lmd from sa.id heirs., together witil tile uctiou lind on botil of said claims by 
the surveyor-general of said Territory or the Commissioner of the General Lanu 
Office. .Also all the papers relating in any manner to any location or locations 
or atiemptc(llocatious made for any purpose upon any lands embraced withln 
said claims, togcllwr with the action Ilad on eaoh of such locations, or attempted 
locations, by either the gencrat or local land officers. 

.Mr. PLU~1B. Let that go over. 
Mr. EDMUJ..TDS. Let it be printed also. 
·The PRESIDENT pro tcm]Jorc. The resolution will be printed. 

<CO~"DITION OF SIOUX nmi.ANS. 

l\tr. LOGAN submitted tho follov.ing resolution; which was read: 
Re.~olt·ed, That as lect committee offi'l"e Senators be appointed by the Presid­

"ing Officer to examine into the condition of the Sioux Indians upon their re~er­
vation1 tho character oftbe same, and the feasibility and propriety of proposed 
.reduction of said reservation, and such uther matters concerning the welfare of 
saitl Sioux Inuians as they may think neces..'lary. Said committee shall also have 
power and are directed to examine into the grievances of the Indian tribes in the 
Territo1-y of Montana, and receive and consider such propositions from said In­
.Uiuns looking to ·legislation for tb.c adjustment of their differences with each 
other anu with the Government as they may make; and saitl committee may in 
their di8cretiou accept of tb.e advice, assistance, and co-operation of not more 
than three members of tho House of Uepresentat.i'l"es of the Forty-eighth Gon­
_gress, and shall have power to send for persoru; and papers, exn mine witnesses 
1.muer oatil, employ a clerk and stcnogralJhcr, and sit tluring the recess of the 
Senate., an1l at sucil times nn'l places ns the committee may determine, and shall 
report theh· prc.ceeuings to tb.c Senate at il8 next session, anu thatthe aet.ual and 
ncce&:ary expcru;es of ffiiu in'l"estigation be paid, on tho approval of tile chair­
man of su.iu committee, out of tile contingeut fund of the Senate. 

l\Ir. l\10RGAN. It seem.;; to me extraordinary that a committee 
should Le allowed to select three members from the House of Repre­
sentatises to compose n. part of tho committee. 

1\Ir. LOG..:u~. It docs not mean that at all. It docs not mean that 
the~ hall select, Lut that they may ~onfor with members of the House 
jnstead of haYing a joint committee, which can not be got through now. 
The ohject is to allow a conference with persons of the House connected 
with the Inuian Committee. That is all jt means. 

l\Ir. l\IORG..iN. I think it is unprecedented. 
1\Ir. LOGAN. That may be. 
Mr. HOAR. \Voul<l not that power he in the committee without 

.ex pn·s!:'ing it :! 

Mr. LOGAN. No doubt auout that; but I tli<l not suppo:-;c there ""a.'i 
any irnprop1iety in putting it into the resolution that they might confer, 
and then in their rop'ort they c>.an show what eonft'renee has been had . 

Mr. HO.A.R. But it says "not more than three." It ties up the 
committee. \Yc do not know but that the House may hereafter make 
some appointment. Of course these three hase got to be selected by 
the Senate committee. I woulu suggest to the 'c.ua.tor whether he has 
not got all the power he wants without that clause? ' 

Mr. LOGAN. There woulu not be power to pay tJwm. · 
1\Ir. HOAR. I will not interfere. 
Mr. LOGAN. I wish to say, as I off-ered the resolution, that the pre­

::;umption might be that I desired to he on t110 committee. I do not. 
I offered the resolution for the pu;rpose of having tllis examination made, 
hnt I do not desire to be nppointl'd on the committee and shall decline 
to serve on iL The Indian Committee, which holds over, lli a very 
competent committee, and I think appointments can be ma<lc from it. 

The resolution Will:) agrccll to. 
PROTECTIOX !o'Oit FI~RERIE~. 

Mr. WINDOM. I am instructcU. hy the Committee on Foreign Re­
l:.t.tions to otTer the following resolution and ask its present considera­
tion: 

Rc.~o/t•ed, That the Allb-commilte•~ of Ute Senate Committee on Foreign nclu­
tions, as dcsigna.tc•i by the chuirmnn of ~;aitl commiUcc at the last ~ssion of 
Congress, to ul·t in conjunction will1 U1c Commission of Fish and Fisheries to 
e.x:amine into the ~<uhjcct of tile protection In ho givC\n by law to the fish and 
fh;hcl"ies of the Atlantic coast, as proposetl in the uill S. 1>323, be, and the same 
hi l.Jc.rcby, eontiuued for the purpose of completing said investigation and re­
porting thereon. 

Resul!·ed, That said committee have powor to employ a clerk and stcuogru­
)lhcr, to send t'o1· pcr:::oilS anti pupurs, all([ that it buvc kuvc to s:-t during tho 
reccs~ of the Senuto. 

r.ci':oluetl, That U~e cxpcu~<et; iucurre!l unuer tlle foregoing resolution be paiu 
out of the approprialion fot· the contingent expenses of the &mate, on vouchers 
appro-ved by tllc chairman of :;aid sub-committee. 

I will say tha.t owing to the engagements of Senators last stun mer this 
vmrk was uot completed. It will coBt but n. very Silli'lll sum, as I nm in­
formed, and it is consitlored desirable especially by the people of New 
J ersoy who arc affcctell by menhaden fishing operations. 

Mr. GAHL.A.ND. I ask the attention of tlle Sc.n:1tor fro~1l\Iinncsota. 
There u some doubt about one part of the resolution in my mind. I do 
not believe it is the custom of the Senate to instruct a sub-committee, 
hut generally they instruct the committee aucl U1en the committee gives 
its own instmction.s to its sub-committee. Would it not be better to 
usc the phraseology that the Committee on Foreign 11e1ations bo in­
structed to <lo so ancl so? 

Mr. \-VI.NDO~l. I have uo ohjeeti.on to changing it in that way. 
Mr. GARL1t..L.~D. I do not think it i'> parliamentary for the Senate to 

instruct a sub-committee. 
Tho PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from l\Iinncsota modi­

fies the resolution by making it an instruction to the Committee on For­
eign Relations. 

The resolution as modified was u~TJ.·ccd to. 
CORTE DE l\IADERA DEL PRESIDIO. 

Mr. PL Ul\:Ill. I submit the following resolution. I will state that it 
is substantially a copy of the resolution under consiueration day before 
yesterday, bnt it is now put in shape to meet tho objection made then: 

Re.~olt•ed, That the Committee on Public Lands he continued as now consti­
tuted until the first Monday of December nc.xt, and that it have a.uthority to sit 
dnring tho vaCRtion and to make the investigation committed to it by order of 
the Senate on tho 26th day of February, 1883, concerning u. certain grant of lands 
in the State of California; and for the pnrposesof said investigntion it shall have 
power to send for persons and papers anu to employ a stenographer, and the ex­
penses of said investigLttion shall be paid from the coutiugent fuud of the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does that mean that Senators whose terms exj>irc 
on the 3d of March are to be continuetl on the committee until Decem­
ber? 

1\Ir. PL U:MB. That woul<.l not be \vi thin the power of the resolu­
tion. It was drawn Ly the Senator from Vermont, who ga\e the sub­
ject ample consideration. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the first part of it be reuu again . 
The Acting Secretary read the first portion of the resolution. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

REVISION OF THE RULES. 

Mr. FRYE. I sent a resolution to tho Com~ittcc on Printing a few 
days since providing for a new edition of the 1\ianual. The Senator from 
Rhode Island, chairman of the committee, reported this morning ad­
versely, giving as a reason that no new edition of the Manual shonltl 
be provided for until there has been a revision of the rules, a correction 
of errurs, &c. I concur with him that there ought to be something of 
that kind, and I offer the following resolution: 

Rcsolt·e.(l, Thnt the Committee on nules be, anrl it is hereby, continued, and 
authorized. to Rit during the recess of Conb'Tess, a.t 'Vasbington or elsewhere, for 
the purpoAe of revising, couifying, anu simplifying the rules of the Senate, and 
of correcting and preparing the Manual for Imblication; and it may employ 
such assistance ns may be reqnired; and the necessary actual expense inclll'rctl 
in tb.c execution of tb.it! order shall be paid out of U1e con1.ingcnt fund of tho 
Senate. 

Mr. DAY AHD. Lot that lie over and be printed. 
Tllo PRESIDENT pro tcmrorc. The resolution will lie over and be 

printed, if that is requested . 
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Mr. FRYE snhHequentlysaid: TheSenutorfromDelawarewithdmws I The.bill.was reported to the Senate.: ordered to a third reading, read 

his objection to my resolution. the tlunl time, and passed. 
Mr. BAYARD. I ·withdmwmyobjectiontothecoMidcmtionofthe I l\IISSOURI RIVER I:RUJGE. 

resolution about the revision of the rules. . . . The Pf{ESIDENT pro tempore la:id before the Senate the bill (H. R. 
'The PRESIDENT pro te-mpore. The Chmr.v.'lll put the questwn on 7G8:2) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River 

the resolution otfored by the Sena.tor from ~1ame. at some accessible point within ten miles below aml five miles above 
The resolution was agreed to. the city of Kansas City, Missouri. 

H. B. UTTLEP.AGE. Mr. VEST. This is a House bill. The Committee on Commerce re-
M:r. CALL submitted the following tesolution: ported favorably a simila.r S~n:1te bill , and pending its coru;ideration 
.Re.~olt>ed, That H. R. Littlepage be reinstated to the mcsscngN-roll of the Sen- hore the House J!a~sed this b1ll. 

ate with compensation from the <late of his removal. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there olJjection to its considern.-
' . ti ? 
1\fr. INGALLS. Let that lie over. on. ROLLIN "' I b" t eJ £ th f, · ('I' this· Th 
The PRESIDENT ]Jro tempore. The rcRolution will lie over. }.[r. ..t: ::3. o ~ec ' mer ~ or. e pu.rpose o saym.b · T e 

.. A~IE.'\D)IEXTS TO BILLS. 
Amendments were submittetl by Ur. JoHXSTON, l\Ir. Jmus, Mr. 

LAPILUI, Mr. 1\'liLLER of California, and Mr. PLUMB, intended to be 
proposed by them, respectively, to tile bill (H. R. 7637) making ap­
propriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations tor the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1883, 5d for prior years, an~ for those certi~cd 
as due by the accounting officers of the Treasury m accordance w1th 
section 4 of the aet of June 14, 1878, heretofore paid from permanent 
appropriations, and for other purposes; which were referred to the Com­
mittee on Appropriations. 

.A.men<lments v;ere submittad by ~Ir. A.XTHOXY, }.fr. CALL, ~Ir. 
CAMDEN, l\fr. CoNGER, 1\I.t;. JOHXST0!\1 111r. LA~L\R, 1\I:r.l\fAliONE, }.lr. 
~fiLLER of California, and 1\Ir. SLATER, intended to be proposed by 
them respectively to the bill (H. R. 7G31) making appropriations for 
the construction, repair, and preserration of certain works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes; which were referred to the Com­
mittee on Commerce. 

1\fr. 1\fcl\:IILLAN tmbmitted an amendment intended to l>e proposed 
l>y him to the bill (H. R. 7G79) to establish post routes; which wa.'3 re­
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Road-;. · 

EXECUTIVE CQ::If:\IU);!C.ATtOXS: 
The PRE.':-IDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica­

tion from the Secretary of the Treasury tra-nsmitting the names of the 
clerks and other persons employed in the several bmeaus of his Depart­
ment ouring the calendar year ended December 31, 1882, with the sums 
paid to the same and the time they wore employell; which wa.g ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed. . 

He also laid before the Senate a comnmniCl.ttion from the Secretary 
of ·war in answer to resolution of Pebruury 27, calli~g for a report in 
re!rnrd to the condition and progress of the improvement of Charleston 
H~rbor, &c.; which was ordered to lie on the table, and he printed. 

LOUISVILLE EXPOSlTION. 
1\Ir. BECK. There is a Honse bill on the table that I a.<;k may be 

laid before tlle Henate. 
The PRESIDENT pru tempore laitl before the Senate tile bill (H. R 

7623) relative to tl1e Southern exposition to be held in the cit.yofLouis­
'\ille, State of Kcntueky, in the )Tear 188:~; and itwa.'> read twice by its 
title. 

M:r. RECK. I a~k that that bill be p:.ts~ed now. It is an exact copy 
of the centennial bill. It will only take the time necessary to read it. 
The Committee on Finance l1:1ve examined it and recommend it. 

l\{r. ED11IUNDS. Has tJtat bill come up this morning'? 
1\lr. RECK. No; it bas been here a. week. 
The PRESIDENT wo fcmpotc. It has been here some <lay~a. 
l\fr. RECK. It is a('l'rccd to hy t.hc Committee on Finance. 
1\Ir. EDi!IUNDS. Has that not heen laid before the Senate'? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The at.tcnt.ion of the Chair was not 

called to it. 
l\ir. EDMUNDS. I merely rllienow to can the at.tcntion of tile Ch.'l.ir 

and the Senate to the faet about these Honse bills, that the order that the 
Senate adopted on the yeas and nays the otJ1er day, so that it i~ a stand­
inrr order of the Senate eommancl:-; us to take up HouRe hills on the 
Calendar in their order ~nd nothing ebo. I do not ol~je<:t to this llill, 
but I wi."h to have the opportunity to make that o~jection when the 
river and harbor bill shall be moved, ifit is moved, from the Calendar 
where it now is in point of parliamentary law, for its secouo reatlli1g. I 
make no objection to this bill· I beliGYc it is right .. 

The Senate as in Committe~ of the Wlwle, proceeded to consider t.he 
bill (H. R. 7d:~3) reiath·e to the Southern exposition to be hclll in the 
cit.y of Louhnille, State of Kentnc1..-y, in the year 188:~. . , 

The bill was reported to tl1e Senate, ordered to a thud rcadmg, rcall 
the tllird time, und 11asscd. 

MIXL·G AXD IXDUSTRIAL :EXPOSITIOX .AT DEXVEU. 
The PRESIDENT pro temJJol·~ IaidlJcfore the Senate the bill (H. R. 

75D7) to allmit free of duty articles intended for tile national mining 
and.mdurstrial exposition to be held at Denver, in the State of C.olurado, 
durmg the year H.L3; which was read twice by its title. • 

~fr. BECK. That also was examined by the Committee on Finance. 
The Senat0: as in Committee of the \\llolc, nroceedc<l to consider the bill. J.' 

Senate has adopted an order that 1t will cons1der House bills. Now, 
this case simply reverses the order by considering House bills that last 
came over instead of those that first came o,·er. Instead of coru;idering 
House hills in their proper order, this is an attempt to Teverse that or­
der and take those that have just come OYer from the House. All I 
desire in this matter is to secure not equal justice, for I do not expect 
that, but an apparent show of justice, so that the bills from the House 
which have been lying on our tables and on the Calendar for a long 
time may have some chance of consideration. 

}.'!r. PLATT: l\by I have the attention of the Se-nator from New 
Hampshire a single moment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are two bills, one for Thames 
River, Connecticut, and this. 

l\Ir. ROLLINS. With the understanding that other States asking 
for this consideration, as well as Connecticut and Missouri, are to have 
a fuir show some time beibre the close of the session, I shall withdraw 
the objection. 

]Hr. VEST. Certainly. I desire to have all these bills taken up and 
di.,posed ofnow. 

Mr. BROWN. I make no objection now, but hereafter I shall object 
and insist on the regular order: . 

11Ir. MORGA.i~. I object. We have adopted an order of business: 
here and it is not fair for any Senator to insist that we shall depart 
ii·om it. I object. 

l\Ir. PLATT. :May I appeal to the Senator from Alabama for a single· 
moment'? These bills came over from the House last night; they were 
lui1l before the Senate last evening. , 

}.fi·. :!\!ORGAN-. I have had bills here for eight months, and I ha,ve 
petitioned the Sen:tte time and again to take them up for considcmtion 
and never can get it done. I object to this bill being considered, and 
will continue to ohjcct to this and all others, not because it is this. 
bill-- . 

l\Ir. PLATT. TheSenatormaystrike, butibeghimtohear. These-­
hills came over from the House last evening--

1\Ir. MORGAN. I lrnow tl~ey did. 
l\Ir. PLATT. They were laid before the Senate, and !supposed there 

wa.s unanimous coru;cnt last evening that they should be acted upon 
thi~ morning. I do not know that that unru;1imous consent was tor-· 
mally e:xprcs::;ell, but it certainly was understood when they came here 
last night that if they wt~re read last evening and printed, they should 
he ac:ted upon t1tis morning. We haYe just acted upon two bills that 
came over from the Hou.o.:e relating to industrial expositions. The-se bills 
will not take any time c..'l:.cept tJ1e time required to read them. 

.Ur. l\10RG..1N. I withdraw my objection. 
The !'RESIDENT pro tempore. Objection i., witbclrawn. The hill 

will be read. 
The Senate, as in CollllUittce of the Whole, proceeded to conrsider the 

bill (H. n. 7G82) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River a-t ~Some neccssihle point within ten miles below and five 
miles ahove t,ho city of Ka11Ras City, ~Ii::;gouri. 

The hill wru; reported to the Scnn te, ordercll to a third reading, rend 
the thinl time, and pas....,cu. 

IXTEllN AL-REYEXUE .\.XD TARIFF DUTIES. 
Mr. ::\~OHHILJ-. I a."lk tmanimotl8 consent for the printin9 of the 

report o1 the conference ·committee on the ta. .. 'X: reduction-bill, m order 
tlw,t we c:m b~wc it here for the e..-x:mninatiou of Senntom. 

Tlw PRESIDENT pro temporP. Is there objection to tJ.le printing? 
11Ir. ED::\IUNDS. That is, 1Je1ore you submit it to tltc Senate 't 
)[r. l\10lllULL. Yes, :-;ir. 
The PRESIDENT pru tcmJIOJ'C. The Chair hears no 11l~jection, and 

the onlur i:-; made. 
J3HIDGE .\C.HOSS THE THA::IIES lll\' J-:1{. 

The PHESIDE~T 11ro tempo1·e laid before the Senate the bill (H. R. 
711•>) to a·nthorize the con!'ltruction of a hritlge across the Thames Hiver, 
ncar New London, in t.ltc .:tate of Connecticut, and dcdaring it to l>e a 
post-road. 

l\11·. ED:\fG.NDS. Thit> is done by unanimouH <:.ousent, the objection, 
I understand, ha,·ing been "ithdra wn. 

The PHESIDE...~T pro ftllllJOrc. Tile Scu:.1tor from Alabama with­
dmws his objedjon. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the \Yholu, proceed ell to consider the 
bil1. 
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The bill was report-ed to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third timq, and passed. 

HOUSE BILL··REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 7148) t~ establish a railway bridge across the illinois 

River, extending from a point within five miles of Columbiana, in 
Greene County, to a. point within five miles of Farrowtown, in Calhoun 
9ounty, in the State of Illinois, was reterred to the Committee on Com­
merce. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT SO'CTHWEST rASS. 
1\Ir. KELLOGG. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill (S. 

1943) making an appropriation for rebuilding the light-house at South­
west Pass, Vermillion llay, Louisiana, which is No. 1020 in the order of 
business. It will take but an instant. 

Mr. HARRISON. I object. We haYe a standing order and some 
of us are interested in matters that will be reached by pw;suing it; but . 
if time is consumed by special cases--

1\Ir. KELLOGG. I appeal to the Senator from Indiana to hear me 
a moment. 

Mr. McMILLAN: Objection being made, I ask the Sena.te-
1\Ir. KELLOGG. Wait a moment. This is a bill that I offered in 

the form of an amendment last night. Under a misapprehension it did 
not go to the Committee on Appropriations, though I was ordered to 
report it from the Committee on Commerce. It is a very simple matter 
establishing the only light-house on the Gulf coast from Florida to 
Sabine. I am sure the Senator from Indiana will not object. It will 
take but a moment. It is the only bill I have asked for. 

l\Ir. HARRISON. There are a hundred bilL<J on the Calendar that 
will take but a moment. The question is whether we shall follow the 
order aqopted by the Senate, and let each one of us have a chance in 
matters in which our constituents are interested, or whether we shall 
occupy the whole time as we have been doing this morning. 

.The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made to the request of 
the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. Mcl\ULL.A...~. I ask for the disposition of the riYer and harbor 
bill. . 

Mr. KELLOGG. I believe I have thefloo.111 ImoYe topostponethe 
pending and all prior orders and take up this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is not now in order. 
l\1r. KELLOGG. \Vhen it is in order I shall make that motion. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will not be in order at all. A 

resoln,ion can be offered to-day to change the order. 
l\1r. KELLOGG. I am sure this bill will pna.'3 if it i<J only brought 

to the notice of the Senate. · 

RIVER o~.\.ND IIARDOR DILL. 

The PRESIDE~nr pro tempore. The Chair will call the attention of 
the gentleman from Vermont [l\1r. ED~IU:l)."DS] to the state oftheriver 
and harbor bill. While the Senator was out this morning it was taken 
from the table, read the second timo, and a motion made by the Sen­
ator from Minnesota [1t1r. McMILLAN] to refer it to the Committee 
'on Commerce. The Yote on the reference would have been taken then, 
but the Senator from l\Iassn.chnsetts [1\Ir. HoAR] wished to say some­
thing, and by ·common consent it was passeu over until morning bnsi­
ness was concluded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point of order that the bill hating 
been read the first time can not be read a second time until it is taken 
up hy vot-e of the Senate; and, secondly, ~hat under the standing order 
of the Senate in relation to House bills, this bill can not be considered 
at this time. It having been read tho first time it went on the Calen­
dar; there is no other place for it now; and it can not be taken up for a 
second reading on the Calendar any more than if it was reported fro~ 
.one of our own commit~ees. It goes to the foot of the Calendar and 1t 
can not be taken up until we have got down to it under the orde.r of 
the Senate, adopted after discussion on the yeas and nays. 

.1\Ir. McMILLAN. This is still within the mornin_g hour, and the 
bill has been read the second time and a motion has been made to refer 
it to the Committee on Commerce. Last evening the bill had its first 
l'eading and it went over upon objection; but there was no order send­
ing it to the Calendar, -and until an order of the Senate is entered send­
ling it to the Calendar, it does not go there. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood from what WllB 
done this morning that it was taken up and read a second time. The 
motion to refer w:l.S simply postponed by common consent of the Senate 
until the morning business was ended. The Chair thinks the motion 
to refer is in order. The question is, Will the Senate refer the bill to 
the Committee on Commerce? 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to give notice, so that if I happen to step 

illto the lobby to speak to a gentleman for a moment the bill will not 
pass, that when this report is made I shall insist that the bill shall go 
upon the Calendar, as it must then, of course, and then the standing 
order of the Senate will forbid it to be taken up out of its order. 

1\ir. McMILLAN. 'J!he Senator's remarks certainly are not just if 
they are intended to imply that the Senator has not had full notice of 
everything that has been done. 

1\Ir. ED~IDNDS. The Senator is mistaken. I did not have notice 
when it was taken up; but I take no offense at all. . 

1\fr. HOAR. I had desired to address the Senate perhaps fifteen or 
twent.y minutes in regard to the general susject embraced in this bill 
But it seems to me in the present condition of public business, wlth the 
large number of matters which demand the attention of the Senate 
during the next forty-eight hours, at the end of which time this session 
will terminate by the operation of the Constitution, I ought not to avail 
myself of my priruego for such a discussion. 

I wish, howeYer, to say a word. It is the constitutiona1 duty of every 
Senator to act according to his own judgment of what is right and 
for the public interest without regard to mere clamor, but with ref?ard 
and deference and consideration to honest public sentiment. Still I 
think that regard requires, in the present C@nd.ition of public sentiment 
upon this question, that every proposition for a river and harbor im­
prov-ement ~hich .should be a~opted ht:re should be accompanied by a 
careful cons1derat10n of eYery 1tem on the part of a committee of the 
Senate, and should also be accompanied by such a statement of the im­
portance to national commerce of every individual improvement as 'rvill 
make its way not merely to the favorable judgment of the Senate, but 
to the general favor of the public. 

There is no mode of ascertaining in the end what is the public senti­
ment of a self-governing people in regard to legislation but by the laws 
which the constitutional representatives ofthepeopleenact. Thepub­
lic sentiment of the American people in mmters of legislation is to be 
found in i,ts laws. I do not speak of temporary gusts of passion, but 
the permanent, sober second thought of this people in regard to what 
should be law is to be ascertained, and a.."lCcrtained only by inquiring 
what is law. 

Now, 1\Ir. President, it is manifestly impossible that upon a bil1 con­
taining, I suppose, hundreds of items-! have not read the particular 
pending bill-it is manifestly impossible that in forty-eight hours this 
committee, l1owever industrious, however intelligent, however well 
informed, however conscientious, can giYe the necessary scrutiny; and 
therefore it is manifestly impossible that in the present stage of the 
public business this bill C..'lD. be properly considered bytheSenateitself 
and become a law. 

The reference of the bill will only en..'lble the committee to ascertain 
the impossibility of reporting it to the Senate with such fucts and in­
formation as the Senate has a right to require at the hands of the com­
mittee before it can act. . Therefore, not in the least having changed 
my mind as to what the interest of this people requires, not in the leMt 
doubting that the permanent and final judgment of the people will be 
in fuvor of developing its water ways all over the country, and its har­
bors, by the use of the national forces and the national resources, which 
are alone adequate to that purpose, I have risen to say that I Ca.n not 
doubt that }his committee, when this bill is committed to them, will 
be compelled to report to the Senate that it is impossible to deal intel­
ligently and properly with this subject at the present ses<Uon. 

:MESSAGE FRO:\£ THE llOUSE. 

A message from the Honse of Represe!ltntivcs, by 1tfr. McPHERSON 
its Clerk, announceu that the House had disagreed to the amend men~ 
o~ ~he Senate to tbe bill (H. R. 7595) making appropriations for sundry 
c1vil expenses of the GoYernment for the fiscal year ending June 30 
1884, and for other purposes, asked a conference with the Senate on th~ 
disagreeing Yotes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
FRANK HISCOCK of New York, Mr. BE~ J AMIN BUTTERWORTH of Ohia, 
and 1\Ir. JosEPH C. S. BLACKBURN of Kentucky managers at the con­
ference on its part. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disa.greeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (II. R 7181) mak­
ing appropriations to provide for the expensesof1he government of the 
District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending J nne 30, 1884, and for 
other purposes . 

The message further announced that the Honse had passed the fol­
lowing bills: 

A bill (S. 719) for the relief of the representatives of Sterling Austin, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 826) for the relief of Powers & Newman and D. & B. 
Powers; and 

A bill (S. 18'29) io amend an act donating public lands to the several 
States and Territories which may provide colleges for the benefit o! 
~oricultnre and the mechanic arts. 

The message also announced that the Honse had passed a bill (H. R. 
5543) to confirm certain entries on the public funds; in which it re­
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. HILL. There a'fe two bills from the Post-Office Committee 

which. are of very w:ca.t importance. One is a bill that ~ill not require 
five m~ntes to ~ns1der, and theotheristhe post-r~mte bill.· The posf;.. 
route bill reqmres a good deal of time for enrollmg, and unless it ia 
passed early it can not be enrolled, and so the bill will be lost. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (.rt1r. VoORHEES in the chair). The 
Senator from Colorado asks consent to take up at this time a certain bilL 
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Mr. HILL. I will say first the joint resolution (H. Res. 333) Yal-

id::tting certain contro.<j:s executed by the Postmaster-General. 
The joint resolution was read. 
:M1-. INGAI,LS. How does that come before the Senate? 
The PRESIDil\""'G- OFFICER. The Chairdoesnotknow. TheSena-

:tor from Colorado calls it up. 
Mr. INGALLS. Is it reported to-day? 
Mr. HILL. It is on the Calendar. 
l\Ir. INGALLS. Does it come up under the order oft'he Senate? 
~Ir. HILL. No, sir. 
Ur. INGALLS. Then I object. 
J\.Ir. HILL. It will not require :fixe minut..e.g. 
:Mr. L~GALLS. Thereareagreatmanyothers that will not require 

:five minutes. 
Mr. HILL. It is very important to the Post-Office Department. 
Mr. INGALLS. I think this matter has gone fu.r enough. I have 

!been waiting two hours to get at some District bills on the Calend::tr 
from the House. I propose from this time to oppose everything out of 
.order. 

1t-lr. 1\IA.XEY. I hope the Senate will go on with the post-route 
bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not in order. Nothing is in or­
der except the execution of the order passed on the motion of the Sena­
tor from Ohio [.M:r. SHERMAN]. 

1\Ir. HILL. Then I ask unanimous consent to take up the post.,.. route 
bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. I object. 
J\lr. HILL. Can it not be taken up by a v:>te of the Senate? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No, not while the order remains. 

You must get rid of the order first. The Senate will proceed to the 
·consideration, under the regular order, of pension bills on the Calendar. 

1\Ir. FRYE. Is it not in order to move to postpone the order of the 
. ~enate and to take np, for instance, the shipping bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. No; this is a standing order of the 
Senate. The Senator can give notice. He can get it up to-morrow if 
he offers a resolution to-day, and it can be considered to-morrow; but 
this is the rule. That was understood at the time it was adopted. 
The Senator from Vermont so stated; he stated that the hands of the 
Senate would be tied. 

1\Ir. FRYE. The shippmg bill occupied a special committee during 
the whole >acation, and it has passed the House. 

The PRESIDENT p1·o tempore. The Chair personally would be glad 
to see the shipping bill under consideration. The order is to proceed 
to the consideration of pension bills of any kind. 

Mr. PLATT. If I could be heard I should like to have an under­
standing as to the construction of that order. There are on the Calen­
.dar fifty or sixty pension cases which ha>e been reported adversely, 
oome of them with the views of the minority and some without the 
views of the minority having been presented. There are perhaps eight 
or ten cases which have been reported favorably, in which there are 
minority reports. The order itself seems broad enou"'h to consider 
every pension cas? on the Calendar. That I think wocl.d take a Yery 
long t1me. I desrre to have a construction of the order at this time to 
know whether it necessitates the taking up of all cases on the Calendar 
. or what cases on the Calendar it docs bring up. · • ' 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair docs not think there is 
any re::tSonable doubt about 'QJ.e construction of the order. It was that 
the Senate should proceed to the consideration of the pending pension 
bills after the then unfinished business should be disposed of. Tha1t 
unfinished business has been disposed of: It was next that House bills 
reported favorably should be considered. It does not speak in the :first 
order of any pension bills reported favorably, but orders that the House 
bills reported favorably shall be considered after going through with 
the pending pension bills. The Chair is of the opinion that the pend­
ing pension bills on the Calendar are to be considered under the order, 
whether they are reported favorably or unfavorably. 

Mr. FRYE. The Calendar was not finished the other day? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; the Senatewillgoonand finish 

the Calendar of pension bills and then go back to House bills reported 
favorably. 

SUSAN BAYARD. 
The bill (H. R. 5558) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan Bayard was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Susan Bayard, widow of Anthony W. 
<Bayard, a soldier of the war of 1812. 
T~e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

. a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

1\IABGERY NIGHTE5GALE. 
The hip (H. R. 5103} granting a pension to Margery Nightengale 

~as considered as in Committee of tl1e Whole. It pro\idcs for a pen­
mon of $8 a month to .Margery Nightengale, widow of Michael Night­
~~~~te of Comp!l.D.y D, Fifty-first Regiment New York Volunteer 

~e bill ~as reported to the Senate withollt amendment, ordered to 
-a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EDGAR B. LAMPHIER. 
The bill (H. H. 1443) granting a plinsion to Edgar B. Lamphier was 

considered as in Committee of the 'Vhole. It directs the Secretary or 
the Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of Edgar B. Lamphier, 
late a pri>ate in the Twenty-sixth Regiment New York Light Artillery 
Volunteers. • 

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

DANIEL l'l!. 1\IOilLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 1860) granting a pension to Daniel 1\I. 1\iorley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It places on the pension­
roll the name of Daniell\!. Morley, late a private in Company E, Twenty­
ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 

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

AM.Al\'"'D.A STOKES. 

The bill (H. R. 3743) granting a pension to Miss Amanda. Stokes was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It places on the pension­
roll, at the rate of $15 per month, the name of Miss Amanda Stokes, or 
Lebanon, Warren County, Ohio. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third rcailing, read the thlrd time, and pa..'!Sed. 

liELEN }I. TII.A. YER. 
The bill (H. H. 6923) granting a pension to 1\Irs. Helen 1\f. Thayer, 

was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It places on the pen­
sion-roll the name of Mrs. Helen 1\I. Thayer, widow of Charles H. Thayer, 
late a private in Company C, Tenth Regimep.t Maine Volunteers. 

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

P .A TRICK HORAN • 
The bill (H. R. 6501) granting a pension to Patrick Horan was con­

lSidered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of Pa.trrick Horan, late a 
teamster in the Quartermaster's Department of the United States Army, 
with the same rate of pension to which a primte soldier would- be enti­
tled for like disabilities. 

1\fr. PLATT. I did not concur in that report. I ask for the read­
ing of the report. 

The Acting Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
1\IITCIIELL February 27, 1883: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred House bill ~1, granting 
a. pension to Patrick Horan, have examined the same and report: 

The Committee of Invalid Pensions, in the consideration of the nbove bill, 
report as follows: 

"The petitioner, Patrick llornn of Joliet, Dlinois, was enrolled on or about. 
September 15, 1861, as a teamster ofU1e Quartermaster's Department, by Captain 
G. E. D. Diamond, at Saint Louis, 1\fissouri. He was never discharged, but paid 
last at Fort Riley, KanSil.S, and sent back to Saint Louis on the 28th of Novem­
ber, ISGG. 

"While sernng as a teamster be was taken prisoner of war at the battle of 
Poisons Springs, and was confined at Camp Ford, Tyler, Texas, from about April. 
1864, to about the middle of February, 1865. 'Vhile a prisoner he was withou~ 
~;~helteror covering of any kind, and in June, 1864, wn.s exposed to a min-storm of 
fourteen days' duration. During his c_onfinement he dug a ).!ole in the gr<_mnd, 
in which he slept. Inconsequenceofbis-exposure and I!Uifermg, he wasst,rtcken 
with paralysis, from which disease he hns been sufl'cring to the present tlme . 

"His statement as to his imprisonment, exposure, and incurrence of paralysis 
in rebel prisons is corroborated by the testimony of Henry ll. Clark, h1mself1Ul 
inmate ~fsaid prisons, and by. the testimony of John B. Arnold, of the Chicago 
Mercantile Battery. 

"The ev-idence also F~hows that prior to and on his arrival at said prison he 
was in sound health. The testimony of neighbors, of Joliet, Illinois, shows that 
upon his return to Joliet, nfter the war, he was affiicted with paralysis, which 
has continued to the present time, making him completely unable to perform 
any physical labor. 

\1 Dr. ,V. Dougall, of Will County, Illinois, states that since 1874 petitioner has 
been under his treatment; that he has carefully studied his case; that he is fmf­
fering frot;n 'locomotor ataxia,' caused by exposure and sleeping upon dn~p 
ground; that it gradually grows worse; is incurable, and will soon render hun 
entirely helpless. His claim was rejected by the Pension Office on the ground 
that petitioner was not in t!Je military service of the United States, and there­
fore does not come under tile general provisions of the pension law; but the 
Pension Bureau is of opinion that his claim is n. meritorious one and should be 
allowed by • special act:' and that, if such 8pecinl act is granted, the pension 
should commence from the date of its passage, at such rate as the clu.imo.nt, upoa 
examination, may be found to be entitled to." . 

Your committee find the facts set forth in the above report substantmlly cor­
rect. There can be no douht from the evidence on file that his disability orig­
inated while in the discharge of his duties as teamster in the Quartermnster's 
Department; in other words, be was performing actual service for tho Govern­
ment and while so engaged became permanently disab~ed, ~d, as is stated by 
examingsurF.eonR, "he it~ incapacitated from obtaining hiS subSIStence by manual 
labor," and 'his diseiU!e is iucurable." 

Yol'l.r committee believe this to be a meritorious case, and injURtice the claim­
ant should receive the relief asked for, and therefore recommend the pas..o.;age oC 
the bill . 

~fr. PLATT. I only desire to state the circumstances of the <>ase. 
This soldier was a teamster serving in the Quartermaster's Depart­
ment. While so serring he undoubtedly contracted an illness of which 
he died. We have It ad seve'ral contests in the Senate as to whether by 
special act we should pension scouts and 1 eamsters and employ(-s (If t be 
Quartermaster's Department. 

1\ir. BLAIR. This is the man himself; he is living. 
:M.r. PLATT. I am much obliged to the Senator from New Ilamp­

shire. I thought it was on account of his widow, but I find I am mis-
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taken. It is an application made by the soldier himself, and I should 
have said that the disability which he now suffers was undoubtedly con­
tracted -while he was a teamster in the employ of the Quartermaster's 
Department. We have pensioned scouts and teamsters for wounds 
actually received; we have ne>er, so far as I know, pensioned any scout, 
any teamster, any employe of the Quartermaster's Department on ac­
count of illl!ess contracted in the service. This goes one step beyond 
anything we ha>c ever <lone, so far as my recollection ser>es me. If 
the Senate uesires to pass the bill I h..we no further remarks to make. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, anu read the thir\1 time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 
The bill was rej ectc<l. 

FEES IN PEXSION .AND llOUNTY LAND C.ASES. 

The bill (S. 2263) to amcnu the pension laws and for other purposes 
was announccu as next in oruer. 

~IF. INGALLS. How docs that come up, :Mr. Prcsiuent? 
ThePRESIDENTpro tempore. That was reported this morning and 

placed on the Calendar. 
Mr. INGALLS. Therefore under the oruer it can not come up at 

this time. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempmY.'-. It is a pension bill. 
Mr. PLATT. All pension bill-; come up at this time. 
Mr. INGALLS. All pension bills? 
.Mr. PLATT. So I understand. 
Mr. INGALLS. The bill. has not been read yet. 
The PRESIDE:L\TT pro tempore. It was read this morning in full. 
~{r. INGALLS. I should like to hear it read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The substitute reported bytheCom­

mittee on Pensions will be read. 
The ACTING SECRETARY. The Committee on Pensions report to 

strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill and to insert: 
That section 1 of the act entitled "An act rcla.Ung to claim agents and attor­

neys in pension cases," approved the 20th day of June, in the year of our Lord 
1878, be, and the same is hereby, made applicable to bounty-land cases and pen­
sion cases in which arrears of pension are or shall be claimed or granted. 

SEc. 2. That the fee of $10 prescribed by law shall not be payable to nor de­
manded or received by any agent or attorney in any pension case, whefuer for 
arrears or otherwise or in any bounty-land case, in whole or in part, until such 
claim shall be allowed. Upon allowance the Commi~~oner of Pensions shall 
direct that the same be pn.id by the proper pen.'!ionagentin the manner provided 
for in sections 4168 and 4769 of the Revised Statutes. 

SEc. 3. The provi:sions of section 548;) of the ReviRed Statutes slulll be applica­
ble to any person who shall violate this act. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is not a bill which comes within the order 
that bas been auopted by the Senate. It never was contemplated that 
bills amenuing the pension laws should hnse a right of way. It was 
simply bills for peru;ioning soldiers; what are called private pension 
bills. I do not think the widest pos.'lible lu.t.itucl.e could embrace that 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The oruer technically refers to 
''pending pension bill:;.'' 

Mr. INGALLS. I withJ.rnw my suggestion. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the ·whole, proceeued to consider 

the bill 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tile question is on agrc ing to the 

amendment of the Committee on Pensions. 
Tile amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reporteu to the Senate as amended anu the amendment 

was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be en0rro!-l.-;e<l for a third-reading, read the 

thiru time, ami passed. 
ORDER OF llUSIXESt!. 

1\fr. PLATT. Does the oruer require us to go to tJ1e commencement 
of the Calendar, or the point la-;t reached? · 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To commence at the beginninrr of the 
Calendar is the quickest way, because the Senate can not consider cer­
tain bills. 

Mr. FRYE. It ic;; limiteu to Hollile bills. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; it covers all pension bills, Sen­

ate and House. The order reads as follows: 
Resoh•ed, That the Senate proceed to the consideration of the pending pension 

bill; secondly, to House bills reported favorably. 

Mr. FRYE. The Chair is right. 
The PHESIDENT 11ro tempo-re. The woru "fu>oralJly" applies only 

to the second clansc. 
1\Ir. PLATT. I am bound to s:ty that I do not think tho Senate so 

unuerstood the matter when the order was passed. A. strict construction 
of the oruer now requires us to go back to the commencement of the Cal­
endar and take the bills which have been reporteu adversely, some of 
them postponeu and reconsidereu and placed on the Calendar. There 
are prohahly fifty or sixty of them on the Cale.ndar, e>ery one of which 
if considered, ~viii of course incur the opposition of the committee or~ 
majority of the committee. 

Mr. FRYE: II that is done, the uuy is gone. 
Mr. PLATT. I do not think that was what the Senate :;appo..o.;eu they 

were ordering when they passed the order. 
Mr. HARRISON. Will not the Senator from Connecticut ask unani­

mous consent that tbe contested C.C'lSes be passed over? 

~Ir. JACKSON. I ask unanimous consent that the contested cases­
go o-ver. 

:Mr. BLAIR. I object to it in that form. There are quite anumbor· 
of cases where there are majority reports which have passed the House. 
I think those cases certainly should be ilisposed of. I do not think the 
contested cases should be made use of to waste the remainuer of the 
session. They will not result in benefit to the pensioners or the appli­
cants themselves, and will result only in great injury to the country. 
As soon as these few cases where there are majority reports in favor of 
the passage of the pension bills--

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the majority report is favorable, 
aUbough there ic;; a minorty report, it is a favorable report. 

M:r. BLAIR. What I mean to say is that we shoulu consider, :llr8t, 
the House and then the Senate bills, because such cases going to the 
House· can be dic;;posed of there during the remainder of the session. 

Ur. PLATT. Allow me to suggest to the Senator from Tennessee 
that he ask to confine h to cases reported adversely. 

1\.Ir. JACKSON. Yes; that they go over. 
Mr. BECK. I took part in endeavoring to reach the Calendar by 

>oting for all the pension cases to have preference; but I supposed 
when I did that that it was the uncontested pension eases that were­
to be considered, and then that we should proceed with the House bills 
that had been reported fa>orably without amendment; so that some­
thing would become law. There are some ten or twelve of them. 
While I do not want to delay the contested pension cases, I hope we­
shall be allowed to pass them o>er temporarily until a few other cases 
than pension cases that have come from the House and are reported 
unanimously without amendment may be considered subject to objec­
tion. 

~Ir. BLAIR. I do not think the class of cases I now speak of can 
consume half an hour. Then the pe:J;lSiOn matters will all be out of the 
way. 

l\Ir. BECK. The trouble of enrolling is very great now. . There are 
a few House bills to which there is no objection that the Senator from 
New Hampshire can stop, if they give rise to debate, by a single objec­
tion. 

:M:r. BLAIR. It is exceedingly unpleasant to object, but in half an 
hour the pension bills will all be out of the way. 

Ur. BECK. I know it is not a very pleasant thing to do. We· 
thought we would go to the unobjectecl House bills reported favorably 
after we got through with the unobjected pension cases, so as to dispose 
of a'3 much business as we could. 

The PRESIDENT pro Wnl]J01"C. TheChairwouldsuggestthc<ttunani­
mous consent be given to pass over all pension'casesreportedauversely. 

Mr. JACKSON. Tb:tt is right. 
The PHESIDENT pro tempore. Evidently the author of the rule 

desired that all eases reported adversely should be passed o>er. 
l\Ir. FRYE. There will be no ol~jection to th:1t. 
The PRESIDENT p1·o tempore. Is there unanimous consent that all 

cases reported adversely be passccl over? 
Mr. BLAIR. I agree to it. 
The PHESIDENT pro tempore. Itisagreed, then, that the Secretary 

shall begin the call at the commencement of the Calendar and then the 
Senator from Kentucky will get at the House bills. 

Mr. llECK. I am only endeavoring to obtain some action on uno!J.-­
j ectcd ca.t;es. 

:ELECTION OF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 
Mr. ANTHONY. I desire to interpose at this time a privileged reso-· 

lution relating to the oruer of business. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). Tile reso­

lution will bereceived. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent a.nu ngree(l to, 

as follows: 
Whereas the Presi<lcnt.pro tempore has signified his purpose to resign the chuir 

at 12 o'clock to-morrow: Thereiore, • 
Resolved, That at that hour the Senate will proceed to the election of a Presi­

dent pro tempore. 
A....~X CORNELIA LANMAN. 

:Mr. PLATT. The first case I sec on the Calendar is the bill (S:. 
2133) granting an increase of pension to Ann Cornelia Lanman. 

l\1r. BLAIR I suggest that these bills be taken up as we finu th~m. 
We shall get rid of them quickest in that way. · 

The bill (S. 2133) granting a pension to Ann Cornelia Lanman was 
consiuered as in Committee of tho \Vbole. It directs the Secretary of' 
the Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of Ann Cornelia Lan­
man, and proposes to pay her a pension of $50 a month in lieu of tho 
pension now received by her. 

Mr. JACKSON. The majortyand minority reports in that case ltatl 
better be reau. 

The Acting Secretary read the following report, submitted l)y M:r~ 
MITCIIELL July 8, 1882: 

The Com~littee on PensionR, to whom was referred tho petition of 1\Irs . . r\un 
Coruel~a Lanman, wi~ow of the late Rear-Admiral J~scph Lanman, praying 
for an mcreaso of penswn, having examined the facts m tho case, rcHpcctfully 
submit the following report: 

Admiral Lanman entered the na,·al ~ervice of tho United States as a midRhip• 
man January 1, 18'2.), and pa~sed through all the grades of the Rervico up to 
rear-admiral. He served during tlle late war. and di.stingui.shed himJ:ielfattho 
attack on Fort Fisher undet• Admiral Port~r. AW;niral l,anman was oifioially 
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recognized for gallant service throughout the war. In 1869 he .was promoted to 
be a, rcar-ailiniral, and placed in conunand.of the South Atlantic fleet, where he 
:,;en·c<l three years. On his return from th1s command he was plaecu on there-

ti0~-ll;!·20th of Febr1HLry, 18i4, he received n telegram from Secretary of Navy 
Robeson to r~:portat \Vashington, District of Columbia, as a wilness. The order 
'vas received by him at 5 o'clock in the afternoon, and he left for \Vashington 
the J;amc evening. On that journey he contracted ~ very s.evere cold, and. \Yhen 
he reached home he was scarcely able to walk. He uumcdu~tely took to bis.b~d, 
and grew worse until.the l3tJ;l of l\Iurch, 18i4, wllen l~e d1ed. The ph_YSlClan 
wl10 attended him in h1s lust Sickness swears that he d1eu of pncumoma, con­
tracted during hit:~ journey to \V ashington as above stated. 

Tho evidence sllows that Hear-Admiral Lanman left a widow, the present 
claimaut and two minor children, to wit, ALice Blanche and Rosalie Decatur, 
ag-eu rcspGctivcly, 10 and 12 years. · 

A 1;cnswn of :;:JU a montl~ was granted to :\Irs. Lanma~ by ~peciul act of Con­
grer,s. This was the penswn allowed by law at that t1me 1n tl.Je cases of the 
widows of admirals, so that the special act gave 1\Ir:;.Lnnmnn the fufJ benefit of 
the law at thnt time. Now she petitions Congress to mcreasc the ptllli!JOn allowed 
her to $50 per month, on the ground that her present pension is inadequate to 
the support of herself and her children. · . 

In counection wi:t.h tllis pctiLion for an increase of pension, it is pcrtment to 
iuquire into the equity which has g-overned. the committee's action in similar 

u;''thc pension law as it existed prior to tile act of July 14, 1862, U1e pensions 
granted to officers of the Navy, and to their widows and minor children in case 
of death, were made equal to the hnlf-monthlv pay of sucll officers, such pay as 
e.xisted in 1835, which forms the basis ul?on which such pensions ~vere granted. 
The:se pensions were payable from the mtercst of the naval pcnswn fund. By 
this law rear-admirals, their willows, &c., received a pension of ~'iO a month. 

The act of July 14,1862, esta~lished pensions f~r the Army an~ Navy acco!ding 
to rank making Navy peustons correspond w1th Army penswns. By thlS act 
of July i4 1862 the pension granted to rear-admirals was reduced to $30amonth. 
The act of July 14, 1862, was const:ueu as affecting only pensions which should 
he granted after tlle pu;;snge of smd act. 

Section 3 of the act of July 2;5, 1866, provided-
" That the provisions of an act entitled 'An net to grant pension:s,' approved 

Julv U 1SG~ nnu of the acts supplementary thereto and amendatory thereof, are 
hereby' so f~ as applicable extended to the pe-nsioners under previous la-ws, ex-
cept n.e,•olutionary pensions." . . . 

In ap:plyiug tlliti act no reduction of the nn val pcns10ns prevwusly grsmted was 
made. 

Section 13 oftltc act of July 27, 1868, ~rovidcd- . . . 
•· Thnt the third section of an act entitled 'An act mcreasmg the pcnswns of 

willows and orphans, and for other purposes,' approved July"23, 1866, shall be 
so consu·ued as to place all pen.sionerswlwserighttherctoaccrucdsubsequently 
to the war of lhe Hevolution aud prior to the 4th of l\Inrch, 1861, on tile same 
fooLing a;; to rate of pciL'!ion from and after the passage of said act as those who 
have been pensioued uuder acts passed since said 4th day of :!\!arch, 1861, and 
tllc widows of Revolutionary soldiers and sailors now receiving a less sum ;;hall 
hereafter he pai•l at the ratcof$8 per month." 

Unum· this net, upon tllc decision of the Secretary of the Interior, naval pen­
f!ions a.Lrcady granted were recluceu to the rates provided iu the act of July ~4, 
1862, such rcduetion taking effect f1·om the last half-yearly payment made pnor 
to February 10, ur.u, the date of the decision. 

This d ecitiion gave rise t<> the pru;sageofthe act approved June 9, 1880,cntitlcd 
"An act to restore pensions in certain ca:,es," whicll provides-

•· Thnt section 3 of an net entitJeu 'An net increasing the pensions of widows 
and orphans and forotl1er purpose;;,' apprO\·eu July~. U!Gu, and section 13 of an 
act eutitlc1l '.An act relating to pensions,' approved July '27, 1868, and sc;ction 4}'12 
of lhc n cvbe•L Statutes shaH not operate to reduce the rate of any pcns10n whJCh 
hall nctuall:r been allowed to .the cornmi:;sioucd .• non-co~mis:oionc<~ or J>cl:ty 
oflicers of the Navy or their w1uows or mmor ch1luren prwr to the Z:Jtll day of 
July, 186G; und the Rccrct.Lu·y of the Interior is hereby direc~e~ to rc;;tore all such 
pcn."lioncrs as have uh·cauy been so rcuuccd to the rate ongmally gl"anteu and 
allowed to take cfl't>ct from the date of such reduction." 

Unclc1! thh; not. anch pcntoioncrs as had bee n reduced under the decis ion ren­
dered by the Secretary of the Interior, February 10, 1870, w ere re:storeu to their 
original rato of pension. 

All tlwse willows, &c., of rear-aumirals \Vho pave applied for a pension since 
the rendering of tllc decibion of the Secretary of tl1e Interior, February 10, 18i0, 
have only been granted a pension of $K.I per montll, whieh presents the incon­
t:~i..Htcncy of a portion of rear-admirals' wiclows receiving $30, while the baluuee 
are pe11sioncd at 830 a montll, witl10ut d iffercucc of rank, merit, or long service. 
Since llic restoration of tllis cla;;s of pensions to $.10 per month by Lhe uctuf Juno !J, 
1!l80, tllC widows who are allowed lmt $30 I>Cr month at the PerlSion Office under 
the act of July 14, 18G2, have from time to time applicll to Congress for an in­
(~,rcase of pension from $~0 to $50, and for <kiginal pensions of $.)0 per month, auu 
such increase., or origiuul granting of pcusious at $10 pe-r month, has frequently 
occurred during the present !'lession of Congress. (See .iHr. Teller's report, Eliz­
abeth \Virt Golu;;ooruugh; Mr. JACKsox's report, Loui;;a Ba.i.nbriclg·e Hoil'; ~lr. 
l'LATT's report, Ucbccca Reynolds; l\Ir. P.LA~T'S rcpor.t, Elizaucth H .. Spotts,) 

Some of Lhese cases are for Long and w r1tor1ous Rcrviees, and for or1~111al pen­
t:~ion · others for an increase from the $:~0 allowed by the Pension Oaiee to :$-30. 
In tl;c report of the case of Admiral Gol<~sborongh, where it ~s not alleg~d that 
he died of u.ny disease contracted in the hoe of duty, or even m the scrv1cc, the 
coneJuding clause in t11e Goldsborough case is as follows: 

"Snell u. record of service, in the opinion of the com.mittee, justifies the pay­
mcut to his willow of the ~:>ame I>Cnsion allowed in ot11er eases by special act. of 
Congress to the willows of other oflicers of the Nary of similar rank. Tile com­
mittee therefore rec•ommenu thu.t Senate bill i-!3 be passed." 

Tllat concluding clause is open to but one conclusion, to wit, that ::\Irs. Golds­
borough's peu.,ion was a grut11ity pension for the long and uu~-ritorious services 
ofherllusllawl. 

Uegardiug any objection being ruL"lC!l to the granting of a pension to Tiear­
AdrniruL Lanman's widow on tl1e grouJHl that he was on the retired-list, it is 
I>roper to say that Admir!ll G~lrl>'horoug·h wttS retired in 18i4 and died in 18i9, 
aucl Admiral IJoffwn.o;rehreum lilt.iU and <lieu iu1tr.8. Therefore they wcrcl.Joth 
on tile retired-list at the lime of their death. 

Now, U10 wiclow of Hear-Admiral Lanman is cnlitled to a pension to a greater 
extent Umn the widow of an admiral whose only claim was long and meritori­
ous scrvke-t~ n her hm;hanu uiecl directly from a malady contracted in obeying 
an order of the Secretary of the Xavy, and within a few days after contracting 
the disease. · 

The S;JU pC'nsion graut~d by ~pccial act \nls accet>tuble to :\Irs. Lanman until 
oU1ers ofuo greater mcnt were mcreaseu to $30. The inconsistency of her receiv­
ing hut $'30 bccmuo apparent, aw~ no reason prc,·ailing why her case should be 
uu exceptional o11u, she thought 1t lJropeJ.· to usk Congress uy a special act to re­
move Ulis inconsistencY. 

Inasm n<.:h us t.he Fort'y-Rixth Cong-re:;s thought proper to increase eertuin cases 
ofthewiclow~-;ofadmirah;toS.SO(seeLeliaE. ::UcCauley, pngeG09StatutesatLarge, 
l~i!J-'81, and .A11n :M.l'anl<.ling, GOB Statute at Large, 1l:!7~'81), andhavefrequcntly 
&•eu ut· in the present Congress to grant the same pension in Aimilar cases your 
committee cu.n see no good reason why l\lrs. Lann1an should not receive 'a like 
pcut>iou. an <I the1·efore report n l•jl) to t:hntefl'cct, and recommeu« its paseage. 

:ur. JACKSON. I ask that the views of the minority be incorporated 
in the HECORD, nnd I will Rtate briefly the ground of objection to the 
allowance of this claim. 

The views of the minority, Rul>mittcd by Mr. JACKSON July 2,1882, 
were or<lered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

The undersigned, members of the Committe_eon Pens_ions, n~tconcurring. in 
the report of the majority upon the bill (H. R. 4195). grantmg an !ncrc~e pensiOn 
to 1\Irs. Ann Cornelia Lanman, respectfully submit the followmg news of the 
minority: . 

Hear-Admiral Joseph Lanman, whose career as a naval officens fully set forth 
in the majorit.y report, was placed upon the ret.ired-list of the Navy in 1871 or 
1872. On the 20th of l<'ebrunry, 1874, he received a telegram from the Secretary 
of the Navy to come to \Vashington, District of Oolumbia, as n ~tness bcf~re a 
naval court-martial. He left for \Vashington on the same evenmg he 1·ecmved 
the notice. On tbe trip lle contracted a severe cold and when he .reached hom_e 
be was quite unwell; immediately took to h1:s b<?d. and grew stead1ly W?rsc; unt:• 
the 1:Jth l\1arch, 1874, when he died. The phy:;1C1an wllo atten~ed h~1n 1!1 h1s 
last E~ickness states that he <.lieu of pneumoma contracted dt_lrJDO' ll1s. tnp .to. 
\Vashingtonasabovestateu. Helcftawidow (the. present apphcantfor mcrense 
of pension) and two minor children, aged respectively 10 and l2 years. 

Under the general law l\Irs. Lanman was not entitled to a peusion, the disease 
of which her husband died not having originated in the service, an~ becn.use con­
tracted subsequent to the 27th day of July, 186.':!. The second sect10n of ~1c act 
of July 27, 186l:! (now contained in section 4691 of the Revi;;eu Statutes), dcrues the 
ril:rht to pension in cases like that of Admiral Lanman, unless the officer ':as-

y, .At the time of contracting the uisea'ile, borne on the books of some sh1p or 
other vessel of the United Stntes, at sea. or in harbor, actually in commis11i<?n,or 
was at SOPlC naval station, or on his way by ujrection <?f eompete~t a~thor1ty-to 
the United States or to some other vessel or naval station or hosp1tal. ' 

Mrs. Lanman accordingly applied to Congress for a pension, and by t>pecial 
act approved l\Iarch 3, 1870, she was grunted a pension of $30 per month in con­
sideration of the long and distinguished service of her hushund. She now a~ks 
Congress by anotl1er special act to increase her pension to $30 per month, re!il~mg 
her application upon the same considerations 'YJ;lich induced its former a<;!tlOI?• 
too-ether with the further averment in her pct1t1on t-hat her present pens10n 1s 
not adequate for the support of herself and minor children .. It does not apT?e~r 
what estate Admiral Lanman left., nor what arc the present Circumstances ot In>~ 
willow and children. It is not shown that they are in want or that the increased 
pension asked for is neccss~r~ fo~ ~c widow's comfortal?le l?upoort. Nothing 
oftbc sort i;; alleged. But 1t IS fiU1d msupportofher appbcution thatshc.shoulu 
be granted the Selme ratc..of pension allowed the widows of Rear-Admirals Golds­
boroug-h and Hoff at the present session of Congress. Iu the CUFI~ of H.car-.~d­
miral Hoff it clearly appeared that he died of disease coutracteu m the serv1cc 
and in the line of duty. . 

In the Goldsborough case the report does not show the facts and cucnm­
stanccs connected with his death. ln neither of these cases was there a second 
application to Congre s upon the same state of facts ou whicJ;l specia~ relie~ hud 
been granted. And in the eases referred to there w:ere ~;~pec1al considerations .. 
such as the necessitous cireumstances of the appllcnnts. But whether these 
cru-;es can or can not be distinguished from the present by any meritorious or 
special consiueraLions, we tl~ink it wou!d be ~stnblishi_ng .n mischievous pr~ 
dcut to pass the bill in qucst10n. Its efleet w1ll be to mv~te repeated npphc!"" 
tionR and appeals for special acts, and Congre:>s will find Itself embar~scu 111 
the ell'ort to produce strict and exact eqnality in every case. I.f the widows of' 
all reo.r-aumira.ls are to be allowed n pension of$',}() per month w1thont reference 
to their pecuniary circuml:>1:ances or necessities, then Congrcf<_S ;;houlu so d~cln;re 
by general law. Speeia1 legislation in the matter of pemnons lS steadily 1,0-
crcnsing, and at a rnte which, if preeeucnts are to be followed and control 1ts 
action, will soon be exceedingly embarrassing to <;;ongre.~. It should be as­
sumed that when Congress, with nil tlle fu.cts before 1t now pre,.ented, fixed '!\11'8. 
Lanman's pension at $30 per month, it intended that as its.final action in the­
mattter. 

For these and other reasons that will readily suggest. themselves, -we think 
the bill should not be passed but be indefinit{'ly postponed by the 8enate. 

HOWELL E. JACKSON. 
.JA.'3. H. SLATER. 

~Ir. JACKSO~. }.frs. Lanman was not entitled to a pension by the 
rrcnerallaw. In the second section of the ad of July 27, 18GB, now iu-. 
~orpor:tted in the Revised. Statutes as section 4G94, there i':l a provision 
that unless the officer was at the time of contracting the ilisease ''borne­
on the books of some ship or other vessel of the United States, at sea or 
in ha-rbor,"actually in eommission, or was at some naval station, or on 
his way, by ilireetion of cornpet.cJlt authority, to the United States, or 
to Rome other ves...,el or nn.val st::Ltion, or hospital," he should. not be 
entitled to a pension when on the rctired-li1-;t. 

Mrs. Lanman's case came within that provision of the law. Shcac­
cordingly applied to Congress in 1879 for a special act placing her name 
upon the pension-roll. By a special act passed the 3<1 of March, 1879, 
she was granted. a pension of $30 a month in consideration of the long 
and distinguished. services of her husband. She now comes to Congress 
and asks for another special act raising her pension to $50 n. mouth, 
hascd upon the same considerations e."actly. . 

When Con~ress acted upon her application in 1879 aud by a special 
act gn;ve her a pension that she was not entitled to und~r tl1e general 
law, it expressed. its opinion and conclusion as to the ments of her case. 
She is here now as kinO' for $'50 a month upon the same state of facts ex­
actly. I tis stated in the reportofthemajority that the pensiongrru:ited 
her by tbnt special act was acceptable to her, and her ~nly gro~nd of' 
making the application now is that others have been r~scd. to ~.>0. 

This shows the dan•rcr and the mistake of these spec1a.l bills mcrcns­
ing pensions, and. in ~es that are not strictly meritorious or needy. 
There is nothing in thi~ case to show her need. I am oppo ·cd to the 
granting of pensions on these rcpe:tted special applications. I hope the­
Senate will disagree to the report of the muj01'ity. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 
::\Ir. BLAIR. I did not make tl1is report. I wish to remind the· 

Senate tbaot it is a majority report., however. We waived the consider­
ation ofthe cases which are reported adversely. This woman is the· ·• 
"'-idow of a r~ar-admiral. She is one of that class, forty or fifty, it may 
be perhaps nearly sixty, who are widows of officers of high rank who 
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are now being pensioned at the rate of $50 a month. She asks nothing 
but what we are doing for all other widows of officers of the same rank 
of her condition and of her necessities. 

l\1r. PLUMB. Tha.t·illustra.tes, as the Senator from Tennes...~e well 
says, QX.actly what we are coming to. We took up the case of another 
widow, perhaps of an officer of similar rank, the other day, and having 
taken that up on one pretext we now come upon a case without the 
same pretext, and -we are asked to put up this one. 

Mr. JACKSON. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to call his 
.attention to the fu<:t that in the case of Admiral Goldsborough, cited 
by the report of the majority, his widow was pensioned at the rate of 
$30 per month, the highest rate allowed by law. She got the increase 
from the fact of her husband having incurred disability in the service. 

Mr. PLUMB. Now as before! protest against this as unjust and in-
jurious in its discrimination. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on ordering the bill 
to a third reading. Shall the bill be read a thiru time? [Putting the 
·question.] The noes appear to have it. 

1\1r. PLATT. I ask for the yea.s and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. G ROO~fE. I desire to say before the roll is called, by way of 

·.explanation of my vote, that it is a gratuity pension which this lady 
is now receiving. Having appealed to Congress when the general law 
. clearly did not entitle her to a pension, and having received a very large 
.measure of relief, I Y.o not think she ought to show a want of apprecia­
tion of the liberality with which she has already been treated by again 
..appealing to Congress for additional relief. I think Congress should 
not encourage others to do the same thing by passing this bill. 

:Mr. PLATT. I do not see how any distinction can be made in this 
case and this laMy discriminated against. I think there has been no 
case in which the widow of a rear-admiral has asked Congress to give 
her a pension at the rate of $50 that it has not been done. I do not 
trunk this is exactly a case to stop upon. It is a case which was re­
ported favorably a long time ago. The case which the Senator from 
Kansas refers to was reported very recently, but was first reached under 
the order of the Senate and was taken up and passed. 

It would be a very unjust discrimination against this iady, whose 
case was reported favorably a long while ago, not to extend the same 
relief to her which was extended in t.he case of the widow of Rear­
Admiral Beaumont. A rear-admiral, if I miB:take not, ranks with a 
major· general It seems to me we can do no less, in view of the pre­
vious action of Congress, than to pension the widows of rear-admirals 
at $50 or to pass a law providing that henceforth they shall only be 
pensioned at $30 and that those who receive $50 shall be reduced to 
$30. But until Congress i'i ready to do that, I do not see how we can 
make a discrimination. 

Mr. GROOME. The Senator from Connecticut states that a rear­
M.mirnl ranks with a major-general. Such is the fact, but it is also a 
fact, of whlch I remind the Senator from Connecticut., that there arc 
numerous widows of major-generals who are only receiving $30 a month 
under the generalla.w, and whose pensions have never been increased 
by special legislation. I am aware that there are other cases of major­
generals who were killed in battle whose widows are receiving $50 a 
month in consequence of that fact; but as a general rule the widows of 
major-generals who died otbc~ than in battle are only receiving 
to-day $30 a month. That rate of pension this lady is receiving, al­
though under the general law she is not pensionable. Having once 
appealed to the liberality of Congress, and having received from it the 
measure of liberality which that tribunal, in view of all the circum­
Atances upon which her application was based, saw fit to adopt, I feel 
that she comes here with a very bad gmce w ben she asks Congress to 
review its action and increase the liberal allowance already made to her. 
I hepe the bill will not pass. 

Mr. PLATT. Of course I can not say that the Senator is absolutely 
mis1:fl,ken when he says that there are widows of major-generals in the 
Army receiving $30 a month, l>ut I did not suppose there were any such 
C..'lSCS. If there are it is, I presume, because they have not made an 
application to Congress for an increase of pension. I know it has been 
done in every case where the increase has been asked. 

1\Ir. GROOME. I will say to the Senator from Connecticut that I 
recollect very well a year or two ago, while I was upon the Committee 
on l>ensions, a claim was made before that committee that the widow 
of every major-general was receiving $50 a month. Information was 
asked of the Pension Department, and it was ascertained that the claim 
was not correct, and that very few widows of major-generals were re­
ceiving that allowance unless their husbands had been killed in battle. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill be read 
n third time? upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk called the roll. 
1\fr. RANSOAI. I am paired with the Senator from Illinois [1\Ir. 

LooAN]. I do not know how he would vote. 
The result was announced-yens 19, nays 22 i as follows : 

Anthony, 
Blair, 
Call, 
.Qonger, 
Dawes, 

Edmunds, 
Fryet 
Hamson, 
Hawley, 
mn. 

YEAS-19. 
I nga.lls, Mahone, 
Jones of Florid.!., Miller of N. Y., 
Jones of Nevada, Pla.U, 
McDill, Shennan. 
McMillan, 

Barrow, 
Beck, 
Brown, 
Camden, 
Cameron of Wis., 
Coke, 

Davis ofW. Va., 
Fair, 
Garland, 
George, 
Grootne, 
Harris, 

Jackson, 
Jonas, 
McPherson, 
Maxey, 
:Morgan, 
Plumb, 

ABSENT-35. 
Aldrich, Gorman, 
Allison, Grover, 
Bayard, Hale, 
Butler, Hampton, 
Cameron of Pa., Hoar, 
Cockrell, . Johnston, 
Davis of Ill., Kellogg, 
Farley, Lamar, 
Ferry, Lapham, 

So the bill was rejectoo. 

Logan, 
1\liller of Cal., 
:Mitchell, 
:Morrill, 
Pendleton, 
Pugh, 
Ransom, 
Saulsbury,· 
Saunders, 

DANIEL G. GEORGE. 

H.ollins, 
Slater, 
Vanoo, 
Yan \Vyok. 

Sawyer, 
Sewell, 
Tabor, 
Vest, 
Voorhees, 
'Valker, 
Williams, 
Windom. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next pension bill on the Calendar 
favorably reported will be announced. 

The ACTING ~ECRETAnY. A bill (H. R 1011) granting an increase 
of pension to Daniel G. George. 

:Mr. BLA.IR. I wish to call that bill up at another time, and will 
reserve the right to do so. I am not ready to discuss it now; let it be 
passed over without prejudice . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be pa.s.<;ed over if there 
be no objection. 

PATRICK DROXEY . 
1\Ir. DA. WES. The next case on the Calendar is the bill (H. R. 71~) 

granting a pension to Patrick Droney. I wish to ask unanimous con­
sent that it maybe considered. I was absent in the committee-room of 
appropriations when the order was passed this morning in reference to 
adverse reports. That is a question which was decided the other day 
on the passage of a bill like it in another case. I ask unanimous eon­
sent to take it up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts aska 
unanimous consent to proceed at this time to the consideration of the 
pension bill mentioned by him adversely reported. 

Mr. JACKSON. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is objection. 
1\Ir. DAWES. I will state to the Senate that I only Mk it because 

I was absent in the committee-room of the Committee on Appropria­
tions; that is the only reason why I ask it. I do not want to have the 
rule set aside for me; I only ask it on that ground. 

1\.ir. JACKSON. I will state to the Senator from Massachusetts th.ai 
the Senate a few moments ago determined not to take up imy of these 
adverse reports. 

Mr. DAWES. I know they did. 
Mr. J .A.CKSON. I object to it. \Ve want to get on to other cases. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is objection. The Secretary 

will report tho first House l>ill favorably reported" 
SUSAN SHEARER. 

~ir. PLATT. If there is 'ito objection, I should like to have House 
bill 3322, for the relief of Susan Shearer, indefinitely postponed. Tb.e 
report is adverse to it, but it appears on the Calen<lar as having been. 
favorably reported. It is order of business No. 11U3. There was rut 
adverse report~ the House and in the Senate also, and it may as well 
be disposed of. I move that the bill be indefinitely postl?oneu. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The Chair 
bears no objection, and the l>ill will be indefinitely postponocl 

JOliN R. SMIT.II. 

Mr. BLAIR In the last print of the Calendar there is a disarrange­
ment of cases. It will be found that cases 35 and 36 are in the index, 
and I call attention to No. 1221, a bill for the relief of John R. Smith. 
There is an adverse report, but I had before the action of the committee 
drawn a favorable report when the case was referred to me, but it was 
disapproved by the committee, and my report has in some way got 
among the papers, and it appears to be printed as the report of the 
committee. It is so on the files of the Senate. It is a mistake, and I 
ask tba.t the document be withdrawn from the files. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER If there be no objection that orde.r 
will be entered. 

1\Ir. BECK. I uo not know what it L'\. I object to everything but 
the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
[:Mr. BLAIR] asks for the withdrawal ofafavorablereport not adopted 
by the committee. The Chair hears no objection, and the order is 
entered. 

1\Ir. BLAIR. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES] is inter­
ested in the case, and I will say to him that my own opinion is fiwora­
ble and so I drew the report; Lut the committee were adverse. My 
opinion has got among the papers and appears to be printed as a favor­
able report by the committee and has been so distributed. I only ask 
that entries sho"V~"ing how the mista.ke occurred be ma.ue, and I suppose 
the report as such ought to be withdrawn. · 

.Mr. VOORHEES. There can be bo objection to that; but I thought 
the case wns being brought up for action, and I want to be heard on it. 
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The PHESIDING OFFICER. The correclion desired by the Senn.tor 

from New Hampshire [l\fr. BLAm] will be made. 

LAURA C. P. iiASKIKS: 

Mr. McMILLAN. I desire to cull attention to order of business No. 
1026, ueing the bill (S. 771) grunting a pension to Lauro C. P. Haskins. 
'There is an adverse report, and the bill was postponed indefinitely and 
-subsequently reconsidered. I ask now that the case may be passed ior the 
session, as I may be absent iu the Committee on Commerce for some 
time. 

Mr. PLATT. That is the order of the Senate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER Those pension bills reported. adversely 

.are not being com!idered. 
MESSAGE FRO)! THE HOU8E. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 1Jy Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that tho House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of tho Senate to the bill (H. R. 'i04D) making appro­
priations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes, and had receded from its 
disagreement to the amcndmCiltS of the Senate numbered 2 aud 3 to the 
said bill further insisted upon by the Senate. 

ALAB.Al\1A MINERAL LANDS. 

1\Ir. BECK. The first bill I can find on the Calendar reported fa>or­
a.bly from the House is order of business 1022. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the first House 
bill favorably reported. 
TheACTI:~wSECRETARY. "A bill (H. R. 4757) to exclude the public 

lands in .Al..'\bama from the operation of the laws relating to mineral 
lands.'' 

1\fr. EDl\IUNDS. Is that the first House bill hrginning whero we 
left off on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary reports to the Chair 
that it was under consideration at the last time the Senate was proceed-
ing ·with the Calendar. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That makes it rjght, then. 
The Senato, as in Committee of the ·whole, resumed the consideratjon 

ofthe bill. 
l\Ir. INGALLS. Is there any report in that case, Mr. President? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no printed report. 
Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear any communication from the· 

General Land Office. 
1\Ir. MOHGAN. There is a printed report. 
l\1r. INGALLS. I should like to hear it read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read if there is one. 

The Chair is \nformed that there is a report on the Senate bill similar 
to this, but no written or printed report upon this particular bill. 

1\fr. INGALLS. Let us hear the report on the Senate bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the report on 

the Senate bill. 
Mr. HOAR. ·was the report fuvorable or adverse? 
Mr. MORGAN. It is a unanimous favorable report of the commit­

tee. 
The Acting Secretary read the follo\nng report, submittetl by Ur. 

llonGA.."i April !JO, 188:Z: 

The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred Senate bill 140, have 
had the same under consitlcration and report the sa.me back with a substitute 
th<:'rcfor, entitled "A bill to exclude the public lauds in Alabama from the op­
eration of the Jaws relating to mineral lauds," and recommend its passage. 

The General Land Office, acting on the report of F. \Vinter, a geologist and 
Rpecinl ugent, mude in l\Iareh, 18i9, deAignated a S<?ction of country in Alabama, 
of coal land~, which co\'ered an area of over 2GO miles square, nnd known us the 
"''\Vnrrior coal-field," and the Coosa and Cahaba co::tl·fields, und the public lands 
in thlR entire region we1·e thereuft<:'r held for his disposal under the act of March 
~. lgj3. . . 

Ac<:'ordinJ;" to l\lr. \\"inter's e:;timate ~e entire area (of which a considerable 
.pu.rt had pu~ed iuto private ownership) amounted to 1,537,280 acres of coal 
lauds, and 224 000 acres of iron lands· nearly all of which was taken up before 
the date of th~ act of l\Iay 1872, regu\ating the tlisposal of mineral lands. l\Ir, 
\linter's reporL! slu.te that' not more than one-third of the coal-land area would 
·probably be of an:v value for mining purpo!!eS. 

Upon these reports of ~lr. \Viuter tile Secretary of the Interior made the fol­
lowing order: 

DEPARDJl:.~T OF TilE INTERIOR, 
Washington, August 2, 1870. 

_ .A~n: I lmve. recciveti your letter of June 10, ~879,_inclosing therep_ortsan~ ex­
hibits of Spe<:'lal Agent \Vinters who was detu1led ll1 plll'snance of mstructwns 
.contained in my letter of September 11, 1878, to iiJvestignte the coal and iron 
lunds of ll)e State of Alabama. 

:From the~:~e reports und exhibits it appears that there is -a large quan~ity of 
coul and iron lands in said State, some of which, in the opinion of l\lr. \Vmters, 

:~re very valuable, and some of them of liUl.e or no value. The statute, howev~r, 
. tlx~s the Yulue of coul, as well as other minerallunds,and without further le~Is­
lathton, I do not think that weare authorized to dispose of any ofsaidlandsatpriCes 

·Ol er than tho!'e established bylaw. Some of the lands are now considered valua­
ble 1Jecau"!6 of the means of transportation and other advantages. Others are not 
now com:ndcred valuable for the want of means of tnmsportation, and because 

.also of the expense of operating the mJnes. These difficulties in relation to the 
.latter class o~ lands mentioned may be overcome in Ule future, but whether this 
be so or not, 1t can not change your duty nor mine. 

So far as the lands are mineral they should be withheld from E!ale and dis­
. :p<>~f· n<;> ~~ter what their yalue at present muy at:'pea.r to be, until further leg­be ff,0 1d, ~ u

1
pon the .subject~ The lands not mmeral in said district should 

o ere or sa o and disposal in accordance with existing law. 

. I h~rewith ret1;1m the papers trnnsmitted in order that you may take such .ac­
hon m the premJJ;es us you may de<!m necessary. 

Very respectfully, 
C. SCII'GRZ, St·cretary. 

The Co:\liDS3IO)<LR. OF TUD Gm<ERAL L :s-n OJ.-J:'ICE. 

The ncces.<~it.y of legislation is clearly inrli<:'ate.d in this order. to relieve this 
large areuofcountryfrom the incubus of a law, to more than two-thirds of which 
it could not huvc been intended to apply. 

If a third of this area may have any value n.s a mining region, it iS clear that 
two-thirds of it is only fit for agricultural purposP.s. 

AU the public lands in this nren. were offered for entry at 12} cents per acre, 
under the graduation acts ofOong-ress, and only a small purtof it wns taken 111p. 
It was then known as a country in which th<"fe were valuable beds of coal and 
iron, but little wa.'3 known, or is yet known, as t{) the loculi ties in which mining 
could be done wilh proOt . 

No land bus been taken up in Alabama under the Ret of l\larch 3, 1873; nor has 
any land been disposed of under thut law in any other States of the Union, ex­
cept in Oregon, where 2,1{)4 ucres have been ontered, and 18.3 acres in California. 

The estimated area of coal lands in the lund States is about 2,000,000 ac"rcl'l. So 
that this Jaw is practically a failure ns a m<:'aus of dli!posing of coal lands. lt has 
only retarded seillement arid defeated commercial and manufacturing inuustry 
in the regions ~ot upart as "coal lands." 

The General Land Of:liC€1, in order to prevent the.."El evils. as far ns possible, has 
permitted the entry of land~:~, under the homestead laws, within the "coal-land" 
limits, where persons would make oath that t.he lands claimed under the home­
stead laws were non-minerul in character. This practice has led to much abuse, 
and is a fruitful source of litigation and disquietude as to the validit·Y of titles, 
even after patents have issued. 

The bill reported herewith, R.S to its provisions, has the approval of the De­
partment of the Interior, as will be seen from the letter of the Commissioner of 
the GenNal Land Office, appended to . this report. 

Of the 1,683,280 acres in the areas that are included in the coal-land limits, in 
all the States and Territories, as alreauy defined by the orders of the Interior 
Department, Alabama furnishes 1,5i3,280 acres, leaving only 148,000 acres as yet 
actually clas&ified f\S "coal-lunds" in all the other States and Territories. 

In 1\lir!higan, \Visconsin, 1\linnesoto., 1\lL"<wuri, nnd Kansas, Congress has re­
p<:'aled the acts of l\Iarch 3, 1873, and l\lay 10, 1872, as to coal and other mineral 
lands, leaving Alabama as the only land Stute that has any con8idero.ble area of 
coal and iron lands eust of the Rocky l\Iollllt.ains umlcr the restrictions of these 
laws. 

Grants to rn ilroad companies in Alabama, made prior to 1850, have giyeu them 
a large quantity of coal and iron lands, which q1ey sell at prices that prevent 
any sale of the public domain nt the prices fixed by law for su<:'h lands. This 
gives to those railroad companies the pract.icul monoply of the coal lands in the 
State, which is an injury to the commer<:'eofthe State and a decided obstruction 
to its growth awl pro!!perity, and the only relief seems to be that which is pro­
posed in this bill. 

DEPAllT~~"'T OJ<" THE ImRIOR, Washi11gton, Fcbn.w.ry 28, 1882. 
Sm: I ha;e lbe honor to transmit herewith copy of report on House billl9, 

"to exclude the State of Alabama from the provisions of the act of Congress 
entitled 'An act to promote the development of the mining resources of the 
United States,' approved May 10, 1872," by the Commissioner ofthe General Land 
01llce\to whom yon referred it for au expression of his opinion. 

'ery respectfully, 

Hon. JoHY VAN VoouaL">, 
S. J.JURKWOOD, Secretary. 

Chairman Committ.ee on .Jlines and :Mining, House of Ilt"J.JTel1entafil.'eS. 

DEPART~"'T OF TilE UTERIOR, G~"""XRAL LA:s-D OFFICE, 
, Washington, D. C., l'cbruary 18, 1882. 

Sxn: I have received from Hon. JoUNVA..'IfVOORIIIS, chairman of House Com· 
mittee on Mines and l\lining, his lcltcr of 8th iu11tant, inelosing House bill No. 
19, "A bill to exclude the titate of Alabama from the provisions of the uct of Con­
jn"ess entitled 'An act to promote the development of the miniug resources of the 
United States,' approved l\lay 10, 1872," and asking whether in my opinien it 
ought to pas."!, an<l wheU1critisnecessary to incorporate a proviso similar to one 
indorsed in pencil on said bill. 

I hn.vc Ute honor, subject to your approYal, to submit the follo·wing: 
The lands in Alabama have been iu market for many years, but until a. com­

paratively re<:'cnt d:J.te thelands were not probably eoHSidered of special valu0, 
because of their mineral character. · 

Tho main information officially brought to this office of the mineral character 
of these lands wus derived from un exuminat.ion made in the field by u special 
agent und geologist from this ofl1ce in the yNtrs 1878 and 1870. 

His exnminutiou extended o\·cr portions of the Montgomery and Huntsville 
lund district. · 

He reporterl. a considerable liHt of laud 8.i:! contllining iron and coal, some 88 
valuable and other,.; as of little value, No entries of coal or iron have as yet 
been made in sai.<l State, although all the land~ reported by him were withheld 
from disposition exl'<:'pt unuer the laws applicuule to the sale of coal and min<:'ral 
land."~. 

It is probable that the eoal und iron deposits are of considerable extent, as it 
is a. mutter of g·enernl uotoriely that extensive iron-works and mining have · 
during the last few years hcen established there. Probably such d posits ure 
not more <:'xtenaivc t.han in 1\Ib:souri, in which Slate, as well as in Kunsas, by 
act of l\Iu~ 5, 18iG, al~ Jan~ were made st.tbject to di posal as agricultural lands. 

The pohey of 80 disposmg of Ute public lu.nds thnt large areas will be owned 
by 8ingle i~divid!llll!! or ~orporntions ma~ wel~ be doubted, or at least me~its 
careful consideration. It IS also to be borne 1n nund that a too restrictive pohey 
is a sub!ltantiul inducement to frond, and at \he best muy postpone but briefly 
the acquisition of large titles by individuals who command the ne<'essary capi­
tal and enterprise. 

This result would be more likely to occur in u State like .Alabama, where there 
is doublless so much land which contains coal and iron, but the amount and 
value of the d,eposits in which are so uncertain. 

The policy of the proposed law is one which it is the peculiar provin<:'e of Con­
gress to determine, and concerning which! prefer tomaken\) recommendation. 

If, however, it should be deemed advisable to place Alabama on the same 
footing as l\IiS!lonri and Kansas in the r~peot indieated, I would recommend 
the inclosed draft of a bill as a substitute. 

The proviso for a public sule of the lauds supposed to be valuable for their 
mineral deposits I would think wise, because it will enable the Goyernment to 
realize the largest possible price for the lands. 

Said substitute, letter, and bill are herewith inclosed. 
Very respectfully, 

llon. S. J. KIRKWOOD, 
&crel4ry of the Interi0'1'. 

N. C. :McFARLAl~H>, Qo.mmissWner • 

COIDITTTEE ON CO~illEBCE • 
Mr. 1\Icl\IILL~~. I ask leave of the Senate 'that the Committee 

on Commerce be permitted to sit during the sessions of the Senate. 
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:Mr. ED~fUNDS. That can not be done. \Ve shall lose you entirely. 
Is that motion in order pending a bill? 

'£he PRESIDING OFFICER. Not strictly while a bill is being con­
sidered· but if there be 110 objection the Chair will entertain the mo­
tion, a~d unless there be objection the order will be made. The Chair 
hears no objection, and the order ic;; made. 

AL.AB.UIA )!IXER.A.L L .. tXDS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. H. 4757) to exclude the public lands in Alabama from 
the operation of the laws relating to mineral lands. 

Mr. 1\{0RGA.l~. I ask now that the Secretary read a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, l\Ir. Teller, which I send to the desk. 

The r·RESIDL.~G OFFICER. The letter will be read. 
The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

DEPARTMEXT OF TIIE IXTERIOR, Wttshington, July 10,1882. 
SIR: I have. received your letter of the 7th instant, and the inclosed copy of 

Senate billl-10, "to regulate the disposal of coallan(ls in the State of Alabama," 
with the report of the Senate committee thereon. The report contains a letter 
from my immediate predecessor, transmitting a letter from the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, who submitted draft of bill on the subject, which 
you state is embodied in Senate bill140. 

The bill meets my entire approYal, and will, I hope, become a law. 
Very respectfully, 

H. M. TELLER, &cretary. 
Ron. JoiiY T. :MortuA....._, U.S. Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN .. I now ask the Secretary to read a joint resolution 
of the Legh;lature of Alabama, which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 
The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

[S. 131.) 
Enrolled joint resolution of the senate and house of representath·es of tlle Gen-

eral A~>Sembly of Alabama. · 
R~olved btt . the seuale (the house of rf.pre.~enlati~:es concurring), That t-he Sena­

tors from ,Aja.hama in the Congress of the United States are hereby requested to 
vote for, and procure, if possible, the pa.-;sageofthe act now pending in the Sen­
ate, provitling for the disposal of mineral lands in Alabama. 

G:EO. P. HARRISON1 JR., 
l'l·e.sident o.f tne Senate. 

Approved December 12, 181)2. 

WILBER I<'. FOSTElt, 
Speaker of the House of Represenlalit·es. 

E. A. O':r-."EAL, Governor. 
I, Ellis Phelan, secretary of state, hereby certify thut the foregoing is a true 

<'OPY of the original joint resolution, in r~lation to mineral lands in Alabama, as 
the same is on tile in my otlice. 

\Vitness my hand and the ~.rrcat seal of llie Eltutc, at ::\Ioutgomery, Alabama, 
this 15th December, 1882. 

[sEAL.) ELLIS PHEL.A:N, Secretm·y of State. 

l\Ir. 1\IORGA....~. I regret that I have any statement to make at all; 
but I do it more in justice to my colleague and mysclfthan for the pur­
l)()Se of giving the S~ate more full information, because the infonna­
tion in this report is about as full as it can be m::tdc, I believe, on this 
b'Ubject. Coal lands in Alabama have been known to exist there for a 
great many years, as .fur back as the territorial settlemcut of the coun­
try. Under the pre-emption L'lws and" law1:1 for the sale of public lands, 
and e.<~pccially under the graduation act, these landc;; were brought 
into market, and many of them passed iilto private owne:r!5hip, some 
as low as 12} cents an acre. They were taken up by persons who emi­
grated to a rather poor country, on what i'3 termed the sand mountain 
of Alahama. They were taken up for farming purposes. Little farmers 
came from Georgia, South Carolina, North Carolina, and poorer countries 
to settle there. They had no expectation that the minerals that were 
in this land would ever be of auyvalue, thongh they were used in black­
smiths' shops and were known to exist. The conntry lul\ing hccome 
occupied in that waymilroad <;ompanies pm.;hc<l their enterprises along 
under land grants from the Government of the United States around the 
borders of this coal-field, the Memphis and Charleston road running on 
the north, the Mobile and Ohio road on the west, the Alabama and Great 
Southern road on the south, and the South and North Alahama road 
(now the Louisville and Nashville) on the east. Each of these was a 
land-grant road. The railroads took up large bodies of this coallancl, 
ha'Ving grants of alternate sections for fi1l:een miles wide on either side. 
I believe only one of these railroads was in operation and had been con­
structed before the war. That was the ~I em phi:; and Charle!;ton road. 
I am not quite sure as to the l\Iobile and Ohio roall; but that road has 
not taken any of the coal land, because it has just fringed along the coal 
measures, and has scarcely lapped OYer the border of the coal measure 
at alL The other two roads-the Alaban1a and Chattanooga and the 
North and Routh Alabama Railroads--:-have been built since. So this 
coal region has been circum vallated by these rail way lines that have the 
outer boundary of the entire coal system there, and have a monopoly of 
the coal lands in that region of country. This fuct prevents, of course, 
the development of that country, and haB done so all the time. 

These railway companies have not desired that the coal lands in the 
interior of this seam should come into competition with them, and so 
far no railway enterprises have been pushed into the interior of this re­
brion any more than seven or eight miles at the outside. The result is 
that Congress l,y making these grants to the railway companies has 
thrown the virtual controlofthe whole of this coal area into thepower 
of these companies. The legislation of Congress, if nothing else, l1;L'3 

made it impossible that the interior of it should be taken up in com­
petition with companies that have received their land grants for. noth­
ing. 

This matter of entering up the land by small settlers went on until 
the act of 1873 was passed, which provided that the coal lands of the 
United States undisposed oflying within fifteen miles of any completed 
railroad should not thereafter be sold at less than S20 an acre; and the 
coal land lying outside of the fifteen-mile limit of the rail ways should 
not be sold at less than $10 an acre, and providing a system of l)re­
emptions for corporations or companies or copartnerships and for in­
dividual<~, by which they might settle up the lands and take them at 
those prices, gaining a pre-emption of certain parcels. 

The taking up of this land in forty, ei<Thty, and one hundred and 
twenty acres, and the like, under the dillcrent acts of Congress has. 
broken the coal-field up, so that thew is no very considerable body of 
lands to be found in any one place in juxtaposition. The result is that 
not one foot of that land has ever been taken up under this act of 1873. 
More than that, very little of t4e land1:1 of the United States in an oi 
our broad domain that have been segregated from the public domain a.o:;. 
coal lands have been t..'tken up at all. 

The act of 1873 has become an incubus upon the disposal of these 
lands, the products of which are so absolutely essential for theprogre.~ 
and development of our civilization. 

I am not here for the purpose, however, of asking that that law shall 
be repealed. I am only asking that Alabama shall have like privileges­
which Cougre.'!..'l has granted to the State.c;; of Kansas, :Missouri, Nebraska, 
l\lichigan, and other States, without hesitancy, relieving those States · 
from the burdens of this law. All of the coal lands in these different 
States and all mineral lands of every description, including the finest of 
iron ore, have been, by act of Congress, relie'Ved from the shackles of the 
act of 1873, and the people have been allowed to go on to take up the 
lands; to invite caP,ita.l from other countries to go in there, start man­
ufacturing industries, and to turn out coal and other minerals for the 
benefit of commerce at large. 

There is no reason, I think, that can be stated why the State of Ala­
bama should be kept beneath this law when the other States have been 
released from it. I know' of no facts operating in behalf of the other 
State:5 that Alabama may not equally claim the benefit of. Indeed, sir, 
the matter has gone so far down there, capital having settled itself 
around this margin in various places, that it has become more a matter 
of interest to people in other States who wish to go there and take up· 
the lands and engage in these industri6 than it has to the people who 
immediately occupy that country; very much more ~:;o. 

The only objection that I have heard urged at all to the passage of 
this bill has come from what I conceive to he an interc.c:;te<l source. It 
is that certain fraud.s have been perpetrated there in the taking up of 
the public lands; that men have availed themselves of the homesteau 
system and the pre-emption system for the purpose of takinp; up these 
land.'i by fraud and pCljury and in contravention of the ~tatnte. Snp­
pose I shoul<l admit that that l~as been done, and yet in makin<T that 
admission I think I should go far beyond the facts. Suppose I should 
make that admission, yet we should find that not so much fraud has 
been perpetrated in that section of Alabama as the reports made to this 
session of Congress show ha\c been perpetrated in almost every land 
district in the United States, espe~ially in those places where public 
lands are valuable. I have before me now a report sent to us by the 
Secretary ofthe Interior, in which he goes into a det::tiled statement of 
the fraucls perpetrate<l on the land system, and in comparing this state­
ment with what is alleged to have taken place in Alabama I 1ind that 
we become almost tabula -rasa by comparison. 

Now, sir, I wish to state to the Henate-and I feel called upon to do­
it because a person has sentalettcrhereimpcachlng mymotiYcs in this. 
case and those of my colleague and those of Mr. FoRXE\:, in the House­
of Hepre.-,cntativcs from that St..'ttc--I wic:;h to state that nothing coul<l 
induce me to put any cover whatever upon or over any fraud that has 
been or can be perpetrated against the Government of the United St..'ltes. 
I have not lived this long to get my consent even to be inattenji veto a 
question of this kind, whether it concerns the people of my own St..<tto 
or the people of other States. 

I will further remark that the allegations which are made in this. 
very report in respect to the frauds which ha\e been committed in that 
State do not relate to men of my own party. They relate to individuals 
"·}Jo -are di:::.'tinguishcd men and who I take great pleasure in saying are 
very honorable and high-toned men, vvho do not belong to the politi­
cal party to which I belong; and if I could haTe anymalevolence at all 
in connection with this subject it would be in propagating ch:uges that 
are brought by other persons for the purpose of casting odium upon 
them, their moti vts, and their conduct. 

The courts of the country stand open, fully equipped with all neces­
sary statutes and regulations, for the punishment of any fraud that may 
have occurred. For more than two years a person directly interested 
in getting up litigation, out of which he is to make profits as attorney, 
has had the fnU opportunity of prosecuting these cases before the grand 
juries of the }'cderal courts in Alabama; he has brought witnesHcs from 
great distances; the Government of the United States, almost without 
stint, has supplied money to ca.rry on that operation; and the result is, 
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accordin..,. to the report of George Turner, who signs himself as special 
counsel fur the United States, that the indictments found at HuntsTille 
were, for conspiracy se>c~, for perj?ry fi>e; at .M:ontgomery, for C?n­
spiracy two, for perjury s~. That IS the result of two years of acti>e 
and diligent search into thiS matter. 

1\{r. President, the Government ofthe United States is represented 
·in that State by men who are reasonably well qualified to discharge 
the public duties that come befoTe judicial tribunals, and these gentle­
men have also been at work and they have had my hearty, earnest, 
faithful co-operation. If it can be shown that any man has been guilty 
in Alabama of a >iolation of these laws, I say in the name of justice 
and rirrht lot him be punished for it . 

.At the last Congress the Senate passed a bill upon this subject in the 
exact language of the statute passed in reference to Kansas, which was 
simply a bill that hereafter the public lands in .Al:lbrurfa should be dis­
posed of as agiicultnrallands any law to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. EDiiiUNDS. That was not the language of the Kansas bill, I 
think. 

Mr. l\10RGA.....~. That is about it. That is the substance of it, I 
-think. 

l\lr. EDMUNDS. TL.e phmse "agricultural" docs not occur in the 
Kansas net, I think. 1 

Mr. :MOHGAN. Yes ; thatoccurs-'' agricultural lands.'' I think so, 
.at least. 

Mr. EDiiiUNDS. Y-es; I see by examining thn.t the Senator is right. 
It does say so. 

l\1r. l\10RGA.K At this Congress I introtluccd 11hat bill again. It 
went to the Committee on Public Lands, and received a very thorough 
. consideration. In the mean time the same bill hrul been introduced in 
the House, referred tG the Committee on Public Lands, and the Public 
Lands Committee sent that bill to the Intorior Department. 

l\Ir. EDiiiUNDS. Please <lo not. state what took place in t he House. 
l\Ir. l\IOllGAN. I am trying to state w·hat took place outside of tho 

'House. 
llfr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no. 
lllr. 1\IORGAN. I am not trying to influence the action of the Sen­

ate. I run trying to get at a. statement of f:..tct to show how the bill came 
to be in the state it is now. 

Ur. EDMUNDS. But I begtJ1c Senator not to allnclc to proceedings 
in the Rouse of Representatives. I know we have been in the habit 
of doing it, but it is a very bad practice. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am not rc1erring to anything that took place in 
the Honse ofHepresenta.tives except to a bill introduced there, and that 
the Public Lands Committee sent that bill to the Interior Department. 
Is there any harm in that? 

Mr. ED~IUNDS. It is contrary to parliamentary practice and ought 
'llot to he done. 

l\lr. 1\IORG.A.N. I \nlS notaware of it. I confessthatthere:rrcsome 
smlliibilities on that subject which are so nice that they are entirely be­
:yond me. I was stating nothing certainly with a view of infl.uencing 
the action of-the Senate except this: I wanted to show that the bill in 
its present form wac; a hill prepared at the Interior Department, notpre­
']Xtrcd by me--it was prepured by the Commissioner of the General Land 
·Ofilce; there is no harm in that statement-and that bill was prepared 
in full \iow of the fuet tl1at this investigation was going on in Alabama 
and tha.t these indictments were pending there, and with a new that 
-the~c indictment."! an<l the persons clunged should h..we no mode of 
.escape by the hill. 

Mr. HA 'YLEY. May I ask a qucl;tiou for information·? 
Mr. MORGAN. Y~, sir. 
~lr. HAWLEY. In that lctteroOkl\IeFarland, the Commissioner 

ofthc General Ltmu Office, dated February 18, 1882, he says: 

know one fuct. I ha>e heard it stated >cry frequently by the Secretary 
of the Interior, by the Commissioner, and by other officers of the Gen­
eral Land Office, that our land system is assailed with fraud and con­
tri>ances every day and every hour. There is no doubt about that. 
It has been a matter tha.t seems to be beyon!l the reach of human power 
absolutely to extirpate these frauds. · · 

Suppose that five cases of peijury or se>en of conspiracy, or suppose 
that fifty ha>e occurred in this large area of country, ca.n that be a rea­
son why the Go-vernment of the United States should decline to allow 
the people who are acting honestly and faithfully in that State and 
elsewhere to ha>e the benefit of this land? "" e see by experience that 
they will not get it. They will not take it. Ne>er hru; one acre of 
land been sold in that way under the law.ofth.e United States rating it 
at from 810 to $20 an acre since the law was passed in 1873; and that 
being so, what is this statute but a mere embargo on the sale of the 
lang, a regular lock-up of the resources of that great country against 
enterprise from all sections of the Union? Gentlemen from Pennsyl­
vania and from other Northern States ha>e gone down there and they 
have invested their money in various places. They desire to enlarge 
their possessions. This bill pro\idcs that this land shall be put up to 
public sale in 40-acre tracts according to the regulations of the law and 
the Department. 

1\lr. EDl\1UNDS. With the consent of my friend from Alabama I 
move that the Senate proeeed to the consideration of executive busi­
ness for a few minutes. 

l\Ir. l\IORGAN. That will not displaee tllis l,>ill? 
Mr. EDl\IUN'DS. Not at all. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. · The Senator from Vermont moves 

that the Senate proceed to the consideration of cxccuti>e business . 
The motion was ngree<l to. 

l\IESSAGB FllQ)I TilE HOUSE. 

A message fmm the House of Representatives, by Mr. l\IcPHETI..SON, 
its Clerk, announced that tlw House had concurred in the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1410) to amend the pension laws by 
increasing the pensions of soldiers and sailors who hm·e lost an arm or 
a leg in the scn·ice. 

E:NllOLLED DILLS SIGXED. 

The message al~o announced that the Speaker of tlte House h:id sign ell 
the following enrolled bills ; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 7115) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Thames River near, New London, in the State of Connecticut, and 
declare it a post-route; and 

A bill (H. R. 7G82) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River, at some accc..."8ib1e point within ten miles below and five 
miles above the city of Kansas City, Uissouri. 

EXECUTIVE SESSIOX. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 
After 3 hours and 12 minutes spent in executive business the doors were 
reopened. 

AL.ABA~IA. lli.XERAL L.AXDS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. G.AnLANDin the chair). The bill 
(H. R. 4757) to exclude the public lands in Alabama from the operOr­
tion of the laws relating to mineral lands is before the Senate n.s in Com­
mittee of tho Whole . 

Mr . .ALLISON. 1\lr. President--
1\lr. 1\IORG.A.N. I am entitled to the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama. had the 

floor on the pending bill when the Senate went into executive session. 
Does the Senator from Alabama, yield to the Senator from Iowa.? 

If, howen~r, it should ue deemed advisahle to place Alabama on the same foot­
ing a~:~ l\Iissonri and Kansas in U1e rc.~pect indicuted, I would recommend the 
inclosed druft of a uill as a sub:stitute. 

~Ir. MORGAN. If the Senator from Iowa can not do his business at 
any other time than this I shall yield the floor to him with the uni­
versal understanding that by doing so I do not yield the precedence of 

Mr. :MORGAN. That is tl1is bill. the bill which is now before the Senate. I want to say to the Senate 
Mr. H.A. WLEY. That is what you Rpcak of as being afterward sub- that the Senator from Vermont came to me and asked me to yield the 

stituted? floor in order that he mi~ht move for an execut~ve session. I did so 
.J\1r. MORGAN. Yes, sir. understanding that the b1ll was not to be interrupted. 
1\.Ir. ED}.IUNDS. 111~. McFarl:.tml, theCommis."!ioncr, doesuotrecom- Mr. ED},lUNDS. It is not. It stands just as it did. My friend is 

mend it. on the fl.oor and he is entitled to go on. 
Mr. MORGA.l.'T. l\Ir. l\IcFarlaml e.xprest~cs no opinion on the policy; The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the state of the case. 

1\Ir. Kirkwood exprcssefl no distinct opinion on the policy; but l\ir. 1\fr. PLUMB. Let me make a suggestion to the Sern.tor from Ala-
Teller follo.wecl with a >cry decided affirmatiYe rccommemlution of the bama. 
policy of the measure, and. l\fr. Teller has gi>cn the subject a. most The PRESIDING OFFICER. Docs the Senator from Alabama yield 
thorough aml .into.lligcnt consideration. to the Senator from Kansas? 

Wl.1cn the Commissioner of the Goneral Land Office under tho direc- :Mr. PL Ul\IB. The Senator knows that the time of the Senate is pre-
tion of the Seerct:rry of the Interior prepared a brief bill that the House cious, and he knows that if his bill, in addition tow hat ever opposition 
l1as passed nn<l sont here I thon(l'ht thtLt· .aU had been done that could it may encounter, encounters the feeling that it is obstructin..,. the }err­
be done-all that was ndc~«sary to be done to protect the Government. islation of this body, it will undoubtedly come to an untimely end. I:>I 
I c:m aflonl to state a.c; a lawyer that thoro is not the slighte t donlJt, therefore beg to ask him if he is not willin..,. to have a >ote on this bill 
at l~'l.St in my own mind, that tlw passage of this bill can not have the which I think tho Senate understand now~ well as it will after thrc~ 
effect !o rolicve any pcr::-on in the worl<l from any Clime th~Lt he has or four hours' debate. 
·C?mrmttcd or to cover any crime that he may commit against the pub- :Mr. MORGAN. I am willing to have a vote . 
• liC land law.'l. 1 l\1r. EDMUNDS. There will have to be something said about other 

I ba.>e been long ~nough upon the Commit.tee on Puhlic Lauds to aspects ofthe case. 



·~ 

3566 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. MARcn -2, 

M:r. MORGAN. If we can have a vote on the bill I am entirely 
willing to yield the floor. 

~Ir. EDUUNDS: There can not be a vote without discussion. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. I may wahl to sn.y a word on this bill, but I 

should prefer not to do it just now. 
1\Ir . .BLAIR. I appeal to the Senator from Alabama to allow a 

moment during which the resolution which provides for the printing 
of the regular annual report for the year 1881 of the Commissioner of 
Education may be taken from the table and passed. It is necessary it 
should go to the House, or the printing of the report for that year '\\·ill 
entirely fuil. It will not lead to debate, and it shoulu pass now. I 
have been trying for several days to get the floor to call it up. 

Mr. 1\.iORGAN. I would yield to the Senator from New Hampshire 
if I felt that I could do so in justice to myself personally; and I wish 
to sa.y to him tJ:mt I have been censured in Alabama •ery heavily be­
cause I have not asked the Senate to consider thiS bill. 

1\Ir. BLAIR. Will the. Senator then allow me to state that under 
the order of the Senate the pension bills woulu have consumed the en­
tire residue of the session, but being appealed to by the honorable Sena­
tor from Kentucky I consented to the postponement, which is the de­
struction of the bills for this session of some twenty-five or thirty con­
tested pension cases, in many of which I feel a very deep personal interest, 
and where I thought great injustice was being done by delay. I did 
it in the interest of the public service, and it was in consequence of 
that that the Senator is on the floor at this moment. I have been try­
ing for a long time to get the opportunity simply of having this ordi­
nary resolution passed providing for the printing of this annual report. 
I think under the circumstances the Senate ancJ the Senator ought to 
grant this unanimous consent which I desire. 

Mr. :MORGAN. Any oonsent of that kind is death to this bill. It 
will displace the bill, and it will require unanimous consent to get it 
back. 

1\Ir. BLAIR. I do not wish to take the Senator from the ftoor. I 
Simply ask his indulgence to let this resolution be passed. It will not 
take five minutes, and I agree that there shall be no discussion. 

.Mr. 1\IORGAN. If the Senate of the United States want to vote 
down this bill that I have been advocating to-day, let them do it. That 
will exonerate me to my own constituents. I have never asked a Sena­
tor in the middle of an argument on a case that was taken up by the 
Senate in regular order to yield the floor that I might pass a bill. 

Now, I have stated to the Senator from New Hampshire that I hav~ 
strong personal reasons w by I can not do this, that I should be censured 
very greatly if I should permit an opportunity to have a vote on this 
bill pass. I would rather lose the bill than not do whn.t my constitu­
ents and my own Legislature require of me in this respect. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have stated this case to the Senator and to the Senate. 
As soon as he yields the floor I will once again, if I can get the floor, 
ask unanimous consent for action on the resolution. 

1\Ir. VAN WYCK. I desire to say a few words after the Senator from 
Alabama concludes. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish the opportunity of saying a -very few words 
on this bill. I yielded to the Senator from Vermont to go into execu­
tive session because I thought my duty to the country required it. 

Now, I wish to say only a very few words further. When this bill 
was first introduced by me into this body, a bill copied from the stat­
utes in reference to Kansas and Missouri, it provided: 

That the coal lands of the United States within the State of Alabama shall be 
hereafter subject t{) disposal as agricultural lands, any law to the contrary nc»t­
withsto.nding. 

That was my preference. I desired that bill much before the one 
that I am now advocating. I have described to the Senate-that tho In­
terior Department were not sn.tisfied with the bill. They said that 
these lands had beoome more valuable in consequence of improvements 
at Birmingham and in that vicinity and in consequence of the fact of 
railway communication having been opened all around the margin of 
these coal-fields. Consequently they said that the fuir way to dispose of 
these lands was for the Government to get the most money out of them, 
and to do that at public sale, and thereupon they included all mineral 
lands-coal lands, and all-and proposed to expose them to public sale, 
by the following provision: 

That within the State of Alabama all public lands, whether mineral or other­
wise, shall be subject to disposal only as agricultural lands: Prm'ided, liowet•er, 
That all lands which have heretofore been reported to the General Land Office 
as containing coal and iron shall first be offered at public sale: And prorrided 
.further, That any b011a fide entry tmder the provisions of the homestead law of 
lands within said State heretofore made may be patented without reference to an 
act approved May 10, 187; entitled "An act to promote the development of the 
mining resources of the united States," in cases where the perMns making ap­
plication for such patents have in all other respects complied with the homl:lstead 
lnw relating thereto. 

That is the bill of the Land Office. That is the method which they 
think is best for the disposal of these lands, open competition in open 
market where all persons who desire to purchase may come, and where 
the sales are to be conducted precisely as they have been in every other 
case of public-land sales in the United States. 

It is said t?a~ that .may lead. to combinations, to a monopoly. I do 
not see how 1t lS poss1ble that 1t can do so· but if it does do so there is 
no other way you can dispose of the public 'lands by which you will pr~ 

vent it. If you leave them alone and at the present pnce of $10 or $20 
an acre according to the distance from a railway, we :find that agenb;)of 
the Government are reporting that frauds occur, tho value of the lands 
tempting persons to make transfers. The department can not allow 
that to go on. It involves the whole country in litigation andinstrife. 
A country that ought now to be the habitation of peaceful and pros­
perous industries is one that is covered all over with strife and litigation. 

Therefore, the department has selected this as the best method of 
disposing of these lands. I have yielded my concurrence to that. Tho 
House has done so by voting this ·bill and sending it here. It is tho 
best thing that can be done now. It is the only thing that can be 
wisely done at anytime. Let the capital come from where it may, let 
men come from where they may, and attend the lanu sn.les and buy 
these lands. · 

Now, I wish to say that neither my political nor my pcrsonalfricnds, 
as it turns out'!n the South or elsewere, are men of large capital; on 
the contrary, the people who support me and who support my colleague 
are most of them people of very moderate means. We have no powers 
of combination among us, because we have not got the money. If com­
binations come into that area from any direction at all, they will come 
from abroad and not from Alabama. I would gladly prevent them. 
The only chance to sell tho lands is in forty acres at a time, or in the 
subdivisions required by law, and let tkose go there and buy them who 
desire to do so, anu who will pay the Government the most money. 
That is fair and that is right. 

These lands, as I have stated, hnve been considerably entered upon, 
largely entered upon by mP-n who have gone therefor homeflteadingand 
other purposes long before the act of 1873 was passed. These men have 
their patents. The field is broken up in this way, and it is impossible 
that combinations should exist to any great extent for the reason that 
these intervening forty, eighty, and one hundred and twenty-acre tracts 
of land will prevent them from taking place. This is the only thing I 
know of lbat we can do for that section of country to bring these lands 
into market, and to prevent th...'l-t which occurs every day now. 

The railroad companies that ha-.e the monopoly of the coal lands within 
the limits we have granteu to them for nothing have now got the de­
mand for coal to such an exmbitant amount as that they are not sup­
plying much more than half that the furnaces there need. They raise 
the prices at mil and pleasure. When you keep land at $20 an acre 
within the fifteen-mile limit, it makes every acre of coal land that the 
railroad companies have got from the United States Government worth, 
$20; it brings prices up anu there is no chance to compete with them 
otherwise than to pay them their prices for their coal lands. The re­
sult of our own legislation is that by it we have put the monopoly of 
these coal lands into the hands of the milroau companies. 

I have remarked to the Senate that I am not here advocating any 
friend at all, neither a personal fi:iend nor a political friend, in respe<.:t 
to this billf My Legislature ha\e taken the thing into consideration. 
They have canv.assed it; they have passed resolutions requesting my col­
league and myself to vote for it. I have petitions and letters in great 
number from men who know tho sentiment and wishes of the people of 
that country, and they all say '' pass the bill.'' Opposed to it there are 
but two or three men and they are officers of the United States Govern­
ment who are now making a li>ing out of the strifes that exist in that 
country. 

That is the case, Ur. President, and I regret very much that I have­
been compelled to occupy so much time. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent to lay this bill a.<Jide in­
formally that I may ask for the passage of a joint resolution which passed 
the House severnl weeks ago relating to compensation of employes oi 
the House. The Senate Committee on Appropriations reported the reso­
lution with amendments. I ask to withdraw the amendments of tho 
committee and have the resolution passed as it came from the House. 

~Ir. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to inquire of the Chair 
whether if that i.i yielded to it will displace the bill? 

The PR~IDING OFFICER. Not if it is done by unanimous con-
sent. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ru;keu unanimous consent. 
1\fr. EDMUNDS. I shoulu like to hear this matter explained. 
The PRESIDING OFFICEH. The resolution will be read, subject to~ 

objection. 
DEFICIENCIES IY llOUSE SALARIES. 

~Ir. ALLISON. Some time ago the House of Representatives passed 
a joint resolution for a deficiency iu reference to their employes. We · 
added to it an amendment providing for a deficiency for our employes. 

:Mr. EDl\IUNDS. H::t.'3 the Senate voted iu the amendment? 
Mr. ALLISON. No, the Senate has taken no netion. The Commit­

tee on Appropriations proposed an amendment. The Committee on. 
Approprotions now intend to put this amendment on the regular defi­
ciency bill and it is sn.id to be important that this House resolution , 
should pass. I ask that it may be passed without amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Senator ask unanimous consent to take · 
it from the Calenuar out of ita order, being a House resolution? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do. 
1\fr. EDMUNDS. I have no objection. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole,_ 
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}n'OCecded to consider the joint resolution (H. Res. 324) to provide for 
the deficiencies in the appropriations for salaries of officers, clerks, 
me83engers, and others in the serrice of the House of lleprcsentati>es 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883. 

The nmendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations "·as, 
to add to the joint resolution the following clnusc: 

That the following sums, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the 
same are hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other­
wise appropriated, to pay nec~ary expenses of the Senate for the fiscal year 
ending June ;}iJ, 1883, namely: l!'QJ' salaries of officers, clerks, mes.~engers, and 
others, &1,377.!.'0; for clerks to committees, and pages, $9,523; for furniture and 
repairs of furniture, $1,200; for miscellaneous items, $1,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The joint resolution. was reported to tho Senate without n.mcnilment, 

ordered to a third reading, read a third time, and pa...~ed. 
SU:!-.~RY CIVIL ArPROPRIATION BILL. 

~Ir. BECK. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] is not aware 
perhaps that the sundry civil bill is here, with a message asking for a 
committee of conference. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I ask that the bill be laid before the Sena.te, 
and that the Senate agree to the conference asked by the Honse. 

The PRESIDTIG OFFICER laid before the Senate the action of the 
Houseofllepresentativesnon-concurringintheamendmentsoftheSenate 
to the bill (H. H. 7595) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for 
other purposes, and asking a conference with the Senate on the dis­
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment:~, 
and agree to the conference asked by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent the Presiding Officer was authorized to appoint 

the conferees on the pnrt of the Senate, and Mr. ALLISON, :Mr. llA.LE, 
and Mr. BECK, were appointed. . 

REPORT OF THE COIDllSSIOXER OF EDUCATION. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MoRGAN] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BLAffi. I ask unanimous consent to take from the table the 
resolution relative to printing the annual report of the Commisioner of 
Education, that it may be disposed of at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the pending 
measure will be informally laid aside and the resolution referred to by 
the Senator from New Hampshire will be read for information. 

The Acting Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 
Be it re.;olved by the &:nate (the Hou11e of Reprll8enlatit'e& concurring), That there­

port of the Commissioner of Education for 1881 be printed, and 4,000 additional 
copies for the URe of the Senate, 8,000 eopies for the use of the House of Repre­
~ntatives, and 13,000 copies for distribution by the commissioner. 

Ur. BL..UR. This resolution passed the Senate mth an amendment 
reducing the number of copies originally called for, which was 20,000, 
to 13,000. That Wll8 done after a very close vote in the Sena.te, and 
the resolution thus nme.ndcd wen~ to the House. Immediately after 
the resolution had gone to the House the honorable chairman of the 
Committee on Prin~g, the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTllO~Y], 
came to mo and s:ud tlmt on further consideration he had no opposition 
to the full number, and should I call up tho resolution a!lllin he would 
make no objection to it<:! passing forth:e full 20,000, which the interests 
of tbe bureau and of the country require. I entered n motion to re­
consider at the time, and I now ask that the ~ote whereby the resolu­
tion was amended to diminish the n•mber from 20,000 to 13,000 be 
reconsidered, and the resolution put on its passage. 

The PRESIDLJI{G OFFICER. The question ic; on the motion tore­
consider. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER The resolution i~ before the Sen.1tc. 

The question is on the resolution as introduced. 
The resolution as agreed to is as follows: 
Be il resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives con.­

eu':""-uo), That of the report of the Commissioner of ~ducution for 1881 there be 
pnnted 4,000 copies for the use of the Senate; 8,000 cop1es for the use of the House 
of Representatives; and 20,000 copies for clli!tribution by the Commissioner. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

I prffient the conference report on the Army appro-Mr. LOGAN. 
priation bill. 

The Acting Secretary read the report, as follows: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 

the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. U. 7077) "making appropriations for 
the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1l:i8!, and for other 
purposes," having met, after full a no free conference, have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
an~h~~ the Senate reoedo from its amendments numbered 3, 7, 9, 18, 27, 30, 3~ 

That lbe HouRe recede from 'its dil'lagrcement to the amendments of the Senate 
~~~=:: 6, 8, 10, 12, 13, 19, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26, 28, 29, 82, 33, 34, 35, and 38; nnd agree 

Am~ndment num~red 1: That the llouse recede from its disagreement to the 
amen ment of the Senate numbered 1 and agree to the same with an amend­
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum p:o~~aM~ insert "$1 750·" and the Senate 
agree to the 88.Ine. J:IV<"'~, ' ' 

Amendment numbered 4: That the llouse reoede from its dis.'\gl'eement to the 

amendment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree to U1e same with an amend­
ment as follows: In lieu of the noumhtr propo;;ed by said amendment inser• 
"thirty;" and the &nate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 5: That the House rerede from itt~ disagreement to the· 
amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and agree to tllC same with an runend­
ment as follows: After the word "line" in said amendment, insert the following: 

''And no more thnn thirty aid&-do-<:amp shall be paid ru such in addition to their­
retn~lar pay in the line." 

And the Senale agree t0 tho same. 
Amendtneut numheretlll: That theHo ·e re<'E."dcfrom it di:o:ugrecmeuttotho 

amendment of the Senate numbered 11, and a~roo to the same witllan amend­
mentnsfollows: In lieu of thenuml>erproposed by saidamen•lmentinsert" seY­
enty-fivc; " and the Senn.te agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered H: That the House reeetie from itsdisng-rcement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same with an amend­
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert "$11,-
900,000; " and the Senate agree to tile same. 

Amendment numbered 15: 'l.'hat the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amcudrnent of the Senate numbered 1;), and agree to the e:ame with an amend­
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to bcstriekeu out by said amend­
ment, ins rt Ute following: 
"Pr~vided, That vaca?cics that m.ay hereuftcr ?Ccur in the Pay Corps of the 

Army m the grades of heutenant-<'Oionel and maJor by reason of death, r&~igna­
tion. dismissal, or retirement, shall not be filled by originalappointmeut until 
the Pay Corps shall by such vacancies be redu<'Cd to forty paymasters, anrl tho 
number of tho Pay Corps shall then be established at forty and no more· nnd 
hereafter Yacnncies occurring in tile Quartermnster'sand Commi,.sary's De'part­lif:!;s of the .Army may, in the discretion of the President, be filled from civil 

A.ml the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment num!Jcred 16: That the llonse recede from its disagreement to the 

amendment of tl1e Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an amend­
ment as follows: In lieu of the number stated in said amendment insert "sev­
enty-five;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 17: That the House reoede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numl>ered 17, nnd agree to the same with nn amend­
ment as follows: In lieu of the number of rations as ti.xed by said amendment 
insert ''10,125,000 rations;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment n urn be red 20: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 20, and agree to the same with an amend­
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
"$2,U40,000 ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 25: That the House recede from its disagreement to tbe 
amendment of the Senate numbered 2.>, and agree to the same with an amend­
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
"SlOO,OOO;" and the Senate agrf'e to the same. 

Amendment numbered 37: Thatthellouserecedefrom its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered37, and agree to the same with n.n amend­
ment as follows: Strikeout the word" employes," where it occurs in said amend­
ment, and in lieu thereof insert the word "clerks;" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

JOHN A. LOGA~. 
P. B. PLIDill, 
M. W. RANS0::\1, 

.Mauagers on the part of the Sen,aie. 
BENJ. BUTTERWORTH, 
J. C. BURROWS, 
E. JNO. ELLIS, 

Managers ~n the part of the HoUSt3. 

The !,RESIDING OFFICER (:~Ir. HARRIS in the chair). Will the­
Senate at this time consider the report of the committee of conference? 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HARRISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Illinois. 
briefly to explain to us what has been done with somli of the principal 
points of di1rerence, for instance the one as to the Signal Corps. What 
wns dono with that? 

.Mr. LOG.AN. There was nothing done with that; it is left in. 
l\lr. HARRISON. We get no in1brmation from the report, becam;e­

we can not identify the amendments by numbers. 
Mr. LOGAN. The amendments as to sums were .mostlyreduetions 

by the Renate on account of a recalculation of rations. Then in refer­
ence to contract surgeons the Honse fixed the number at fifty, the Sen..1.te 
agreed to eighty, the House insisted on fifty, and the conferees hn.ve 
fixed it at seventy-five. In reference to the Pay Corps, it is left just as 
the Senate committee and the Senate ~nged it. The House insisted 
on their provision, but now have agreed to the amendment that the­
Senate proposed. 

Mr. HARRISON. How about the matters of generallegis1'ltion? 
Mr. LOGAN. The House recede as to the railroad matter. That is 

all stricken out. The bill is left pretty mu<.:h as the Senate arTreed to-
it, with the exceptions I have stnted. 

0 

~1r. ED~1UNDS. There is n~ provision in it in respect to rcadjllh1i­
ing the rates of railroad companies? 

.Mr. LOGAN. None whate>er. That was ~rrreed to by the Sen­
nte, and the conferees of the House have receded. 

The report was concurred in. 
ALAD..\.MA ::lllXER.AL LANDS. 

. The Scn.u.to, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the coru.idera­
tion of the bill (H. R. 4757) to exclude the public lands in Alabam3. 
from the opemtion of the la.ws relating to miner.U lands. 

:Mr. V_L~ WYCK addressed the Senate. [See Appendix.] 
~[r. LOGAN. I do not want to enter into this discussion at all but 

this h1 so remarkable a proceeding,_ without any precedent wha~~er, 
that I must ask the Senator a questwn. Are these the original papers 
of the Attorney-General's office? 

Ur. VAN WYCK. These are the papers which were sent from the 
Department. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is not the question. I merely want to ask o. 
question or two. 

lli. VA ..... ~ WYCK. I "Will tell you as nearly as I cnn.. The resolu-
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tion required the Department to send copies of vouchers. It was a 
call on the Secretary of the Tre3Sury, and the resolution required him 
to send vouchers, items, and how much he paid, and the reason why 
he paid them, under what authority of law the men were employed 
and paid; and he sends these papers as a reply to the resolution. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Secretary of the Treasury? 
Mr. VANWYCK. Yes, sir. 
1\Ir. LOGAN. The resolution called for these papers? 
1\fr. VAN WYCK. Copies of vouchers and items. 
1\Ir. LOGA.J.~. The resolution was introduced by the Sc:na.tor. 
Mr. VANWYCK. Yes. I will read it to the Senator. 
Mr. LOGAN. No; theSenatorneednotreadit. Thesepapershave 

not been referred to any committee? 
Mr. VANWYCK. They have not been referred to any committee. 
Mr. LOGAN. They come to the possession of the Senator himself. 

Is that the idea? 
Mr. VAN WYCK. They have come to the possession of the Senate. 

They are in the possession of the Senate. 
~Ir. LOG A..:..~. I mean in the possession of the Senate. The Senator 

does not move to refer them to a committee to investigate the matter? 
1\ir. VAN WYCK. I int-end to do so. 
Mr. LOGAN. But he takes the opportunity of making a general 

attack upon the Attorney-General's Office, "ithout reference to or any 
examination by a committee, without any report, without regard to an~­
thing whate\cr, except to get thjs haran~e before the country, thlS 
attack on the Attorney-General. Is that 1t? 

1\Ir. VANWYCK. I will tell you what it i ·. 
Ur. LOG_\.N. I want to know. 
Mr. VANWYCK. I will explain H. 
Mr. LOG A.~ T. I want to know, bemuse tills is, I will not say so un­

di!:!Ilifi.ed, but it is so fur from the course that I have ever known pur­
su~d in the Senate of the United Shltcs. ·without having anything to 
Kty, for I do not propose to enter into this discussion either to attack or 
detend any one, I must ~ay that fur a speech of this kind to be made 
without any in\estigation whatever, ,..,-bile this trial is going on here 
for the prosecution of men for robbing the Go\crnmcnt of the United 
States-if a man outdoors had ma<le the speech, the whole country 
would hn;ve understood that he was the attorney fur the deli>ndants. 

Mr. VA~ WYCK. I ·will explain it to my friend. I said beiore he 
appcarcll in the Senate this afternoon that ou two occasions at the last 
session I felt it my duty to demand the same information that I have 
1Jcen seeking at this time, and I waited until an C.."Xpiring day of the 
session to obtain the information. Matters had been stated as to the 
manner of conducting the Dep~utmcnt of Justice in the pa;yment of 
special a..c;.<~istauts, and I fdt it my duty to know the truth of these 
chnrgcs. If it were so that $100 was being paid every day to three or 
four attorneys I desired to know it, and "~hen I called upon the Trea..-;­
ury Department and they sent their vouchers ind.orsed by the Attorney­
General, it needs no report from any committee. Here arc the f~cts 
under his own sign manual, and. when they show that $150 was ptud. a 
day to two or more attorneys it became my duty to make this " ha­
rangue," as the Senator choose· to term it, which I propoHe<l to do and. 
ha\e done. 
The~ enator says that if this harangue was made outside, persoru; 

would. suppo·c that it was mad.c by some one as an attorney for the de­
fendant. Is it possible'? Is that the way gentlemen would seek or 
that the Attorney-General woulll seek to meet the charges? If the 
Rtatcmcnts I have read are true, and theyarc, because he signed them, 
if these charges which he admits the truth of a:ficc:t his management of 
that department, then he mus! submit to the consequences. He must 
subject himself to any arraignment, whatever that arraignment may 
be. And must 1'"e sit lJy and sec the Treasury plundered, aspluudcred. 
it is no matter whether by the con..c:;piracy of star-route men or in any 
othdr mode, and not raise our voice, forsooth, until the whole thing is 
done? 

I said in that connection that the payment of such a per diem was a 
tern pta.tion, an ind ucemcnt, to protract the trial of a cause. I said further 
that in any country where justice was decently administered it could 
not posSibly be that an ordinary criminal prosecution could protract it­
self as long as this oue has dou~. I speak in no connection with that 
matter. The matter was brought out lJy the energy of a former Post­
master-General, nnd not by the money taken out hy these fees oflaw­
ycrs at $150 ada.'·· That is my posit.ion, and. I am ready and prepared 
to stand. by it. I d.csirc this matter oftaking these extraYagant charges 
from the Treasury to stop. 

Look at it n. moment. Do you suppose that the Attorney-General in 
his own primtc busineRS would employ au attorney at $150 a day and 
then pay all his expenses? I say tlmt any public officer who will not 
administer his trust with the sa.me fidelity, with the same honesty, nntl 
the same diligence that he would. his own primte matte:rs is subject to 
the charges that may follow from pursuing such n. course. That is aU 
there is in this matter. 

I have not had time to haYe the papc.rs in n·. ponsc to the resolution 
referred ton. committee so as to have a report made on them. The only 
opportunity there wa..c; ·was to make just thic; explanation which has been 
made. I took occasion when the Senator from illinois wu. not hereto 

say that it was our boast that we had punished our own thieves, that 
we had stopped our own plunder, stopped our own peculation. This 
matter had ended, and then when it became known that tbese out­
rageous charges, these wasteful expenditures had been made, it would 
have been a good reason to nrraipn the Republican party, and men with 
an inquiring turn of mind. woula. come with a microscope in their hands 
and try to ascertain the cause of Hepublican defeat. 

I desire to can attention to this matter: and as the Senator from 
Pennsy 1 \ania and the Senator from Illinois made some question, I desire 
that my position shall be understood. What cirect is this to have? 
The Senator from illinois says that it wou1d be supposed I was an at­
torney for the defendant; I should like to know what effect this will 
ha\e'? \Yill gentleman ten me, will any bwyer, will any judge, will 
any man of common comprehension tell me how this will affect the mat­
ter? Su:fier this to go on, how will it a.fl"cct the administration of jus­
tice in this city? I ask that these things shall stop. When the At­
torney-Generalis willing to pay onelawycr for lessthanoneyear'sserv­
ice as much as be hinlsclf isgctting for his whole term of service, docs 
that affect the ac,lministration of justice? Can it be any worse by any 
possible means than it is already in this city under the influences which 
surround it? 

Mr. President, if the Senate will excuse me for trespassing thus far 
on its attention, I ask th..'lt the letters of transmittal from the Treasury 
Department, together with the vouchers numbered 12 here, may bo 
printed and referred to the J uu.iciary Committee. 

:Mr. ED fUNDS. Have they not already been printed? 
Mr. VAN \YYCK. No, sir. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there i::; no objection, the order to 

print will be mndc. 
.Mr. ED~IU .L ~D.'. How came they here if they have not alreacly been 

presented to the Senate? 
Mr. VANWYCK. They were presented to the Senate but not printed? 
Ur. EDUUNDS. All right. 
TlJC PTIESIDING OFFICER If there be no ohjcction, the order to 

print an<l refer as su~ested by the Scna.tor from N cbraska will be entered. 
:Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the casual spectator and auditor 

will be surpri"icd to hear that t11e bill Lcforc the Senate i:'l Senate bill 
No. 110, report No. 454, to regulate the di-;posal of coal lands in the 
State of Alabama. I dc:sirc to occupy the time of the Senute hut a 
very few minutes. There are about iorty hours left of this sCHSion and 
very great interests arc at stake. I consider it a crime to spend time 
upon m...1.ttcrs r.:>t bofore us. 

The bill provides '' tl1at witlun the State of Alabama all public lan<l'3, 
whether mineral or othcr·wisc, ~hall be subject to dispoRal only as ngri­
cnlturallands." Those three lines of themsehcs show the very great 
changes made l>y this bill in the land policy of the United States. 

Provided, hou-ct•cr-­

Says the bill-
That all hmd;~ whid.t luwc heretofore hcen reported to the General Land Office 
a;~ contu.inillg coul and iron !:!l.ulll l.in;t be offered at public sale. 

Those lands containing coal and iron in Alabama are of vast extent 
and enormous value. One comparatively small tract of them has lately 
been sold for a million dollars. It is evident, then, that the bill is 
con.ccrned with great interests and with very serious changes in our land 
pohcy. 

My residence in the East and my interests and councctions lmYc not 
made me very familiar with the land laws of the country, but certain 
papers were laid in my hands when this bill was first brought np \\·hich 
it seemed to me to be my duty to bring in a general way to the atten­
tion of the Senate. I haYe no feeling or interest whatc\cr in this mat tel" 
except as a Senator. 

I have in my hands a copy of a report made to the General Land 
Office by one J. H . Perdue, who was a special agent. He noticed the 
introduction of this particular bill, or perhaps the original one for which 
this is a substitute, aiming at the same general purpose. The Senator 
from Alabama, whose motives I never thought of doubting, will excuse 
me if I read some of the expressions in this almost private letter, on 
official letter, however. Last May he wrote to Ur. Kirkwood, then 
Secretary of the Interior, as follows: 

This i~ a fraud attempted to be pructiced upon Congr s, and for this reason: 
Tho !antis clussctl mineral in the lir!:lt plu.ce can never be malic U).{ricHI~uru llnnc.ls, 
because they are poor and mountainous and too broken nnd rough for snch 
purposes, aud if not so, there is not one out of one hunc.lrcd acres of sni<l min­
eral hmtl;~ that have not at this time some kind of a claim upon it, either n homl.'.­
stcnd entry or a dcclurutory statement made fraudulently by and for the usc 
antl benefit of the greut lund sharks in this country. 80 you may Hue that U10 
people will not he benefited by such a law, but a few cnpitalhsts who nrculrcac.ly 
loaded down ·witll wculth will Hecure the bcnellt, and I hope, sir, 1 hut you will 
usc all Uw honorable means in your power to prc\·cnt tho pas.'-agc tbcn:of. 
If thcl:'c IatHh coul1l he put upon the market ancl give every <•ue un cquul 

chanee to enter them, I for one would not objct•t, but this would not he Ute c.t~c 
as you nmst kn0w from the reports I :Ua,·e made to tile l10norablc Commissioner 
of tbe General Laud Oilluc. 

I hu.vcforwurdcd to-day to the Commi::~.~ioncr of the General Lnnu Office tho 
afli1lnvitof n. C.llrndley, clerk ofthecircuitcouriofJdlcrson County,Alabnmo. 
which will Hhowthn.t .PcterH &; Co. huvc paid tho fees in n.bont 011e hundred and 
thirty-five en&•;~ with the agreement that they were to furnish all mone-y to pay 
fceR and to pay for tlie laud at $1.25 per acre, nne! tllnt they (.Pet rs & Co.) were 
to ha-vo the mineral right to the Mme. 1\Itluy of tho tracts of land mentioned in 
tbe nffido.-vit of the said llrudley ho.vo IJecn commuted to cash entries and the 
mineral right conveyed to the s.lid Peters & Co., and to others at! shown by tho 
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records in the office of the probate judge of .Jefferson County. ThiR is only one 
.firm or corporation that I mention out of many. '.rhere are other corporations 
here that haxe done quite as large a business in this swindle as PcterR & Co. I 
.have twenty-three township platsl!overingnearly the entire county of .Jefferson 
which show six hundred and twenty-four homestead entries made upon lundA 
<:las..,ed coal by the geologist. Besirles U1is there are a great mnny entries of the 
·flame kin<l made upon iron-ore lauds. I have investigated abuut one hundred 
oftlH~B<l entrieR and find that in every caRe they nrc fraudul<mt. I consider Jef­
ferson County about a fair average of the mineral lands and of llie f1·audulent 
.entries. I am fnlly satisfied that Shelby, Saint Clair, \\"alker, Tn:;euloosa, and 
Bibb, and pt·obably many oilier counties, have the same amount of fraudulent 
·cntricR. The entries in JeiTcrson County alone will cover about RO,OoO aercs of 
coal land worth at the Goyernment price one million and 11. half dollarR, all of 
which lms been wrongfully entered. In addition to tllis there are otl10r valuable 
.coal lands that are not so classed. For some unaccountable n •ason U..1ey llavc 
l.lecn overlooked by the geologh•t. The lands I speak of are in township 17 
south, range 3 west, in Jeflerson County, and not included in the list I have given 
llcfore. In this towm;bip tllere is tile large t coaling business in A luhamu, known 
ns the Pratt mines. From these mines wltich are situated near the line between 
sections 19 and :30 and on flection 18aretwd slopes or shafts sUllk from wllich the 
eoal i:o~ being taken out at the rate of 1,000tonspc-r day. This property has been 
recently sold, so I nm informed for fue sum. of $1,000,000; and notwiU1standin~ 
these mines have been workeu for the last thJ:Ceor four years the geologh;t now 
reports three hundred and twenty aercs of land in tlli!i township us coal land, 
to wit: ilirce forties in section 4; four forlil!s in section G, and one forty in sec-
tion 8. · 

Here is another communication from the same agent: 
I will state that the swindle in this section in the way of mincrullanU.. is the 

greatest that hnseverbeen perpetrated in the United Stutes. 'Vhisky rings and 
:star-routes arc small matters con.1pa.rcd to this swindle. It will take time, cncrgyJ 
.and expense to uncoverwhut bas already been done by the large capitalists au 
corporations in this cction, but when accom:plished '"ill restore to the Govcrn­
meut millions of dolhtrs' worth ofmineralland, such us can not be found in any 
other 1)art-of the United States. 

He says in ~mother report: 
I will state for your information that I have no doubt but whnt fucrc ha>e 

been great frauds committed in every county in tllis State where there are coal 
orironlnn& located, and there is both coal and iron land in every countynamecl 
in your letter; and, upon investigation, if it is found that there have been frauuu­
lent entries made in each one of these counties in proportion to those made in 
Saint C1.'1.ir, Shelby, and .Jefl'erson, fue only counties that I hnve made investi­
gations, 'it will be found that the fraud is one of great magnitude and of huge 
proportion~, more gigantic than any ever perpetrated in any civilized countr:r 
<Jr recorded in hlstory. 

That is prcii.y strong, perhaps cxtravngnnt l:.mgnage.. I do not mean 
to say that this bill is intended to co>er np or assist those at all, but it 
proposes to throw open to unlimited public sale this whole tract of 
imm~ns~ly valuable land. There arc comparatively no restrictions in 
the bill Itself. The lands are to be thrown open to private entry and 
whether there be anything in the statute that refl'nla.tes the details of 
.sale I do not know. This changes the statute so,

0

::md then they are to 
be thr?wn open to public sale, and they shall be subject to disposal only 
.as agnculturalln.n<ls. How long they are to be thrown open to public 
sale ::md under what terms exactly I am sure I can not tell. 

At present in Alabama agricultural lands can be obt..'l.ined under 
homestead bws and by private purchase to any extent in lots of one 
hundrC(l and sixty acres or less. Other or mineral lands in .Alabama 
<':l.n be obt..'l.ined under the coal and iron acts in lots of one hundred and 
sixty acres with the u.snaJ.limitations. Coal lots of one hundred and 
sixty acres can be obtained byindividual<:1, and corpomtions -can obtain 
coal lands in lots of six hundred and forty acres, a whole section. The 
iron lands can be obtained at from $2 to $5 an acre, and coal lands at 
~10 to $2p an acre, accor~g to theh ncinity to railroads, &c. 

_There IS apparently no difficulty in corporations obtaining whatever 
D.l.l?ernl lands they may need. There is no limitation more than pre­
Tails anywhere upon any person desiring to obtain lands for ngricultural 
,purposes. 
' I haTe paid more or less attention to the course of the Government 
in regard to its public lands for twent.y-fi>e years, and I have always 
supposed its generous, wise, careful policy was a matter of great national 
pride. Therefore'myinqnirywouldnaturallybe, why in the world this 
-extraordinary and sudden change, and why this throwing over these 
Ta.st possessions to a sort of public sale that would seem to me to be only 
a great scramble. The :\nentable reiult will be, I submit to the Sen­
ator from Alabam~he understands this and can perhaps explain-it 
seems to me the inevitable result will be that these inestimable treasures 
will full directly into the hands of great wealthy corporations and spec­
ulators. Some o~ these will undoubtedly immediately build furnaces 
there and o~her Improvements and bring in industrious people from 
abroad, and m that way the State will be benefited. 

I hope those .l~ds wiJ..1: be opened; I would gladly vote for anything 
that would facilitate theu fi:l.ir impartial purchase· but it on"'htnot to 
be a. sudden opening to those g{-eat firms of wealthy people wh~ are able 
to make the~tgrab and swoop up enormous profits. Perha.ps by and by 
somebody will make ~ speech tha~ will sound like that extraordiru:try 
harangue we heard thiS afternoon, m regard to the errors of the Senator 
from Ala.bamn. and others Toting fo:J; this bill. 

I can not find that the Interior Department iJ anxious to haYe this 
bill passed. · I ha>e an indistinct recollection that the Scna.t~r from 
Ala.~ama. referred to s?me letter from _some Secretary of the Interior np­
provmg It, but certainly the follomng letter of Mr. Kirkwood of a 
year ago, indicated no opinion whatever on his part: ' 

DEPARTIIIEXT OF TUF. L""TltRIOR 
. Washington, February 28 iSS!?. 

, SIR: I have the honor to transmit llerewiih co~y of report on Hous~ bill1() 
·• To exclude the State of .Alabama. from the pronsions of the act of Congress; 

XIV--224 

entitled 'An aet to promote the development of the mining .-.sourct"s of the 
United States,' approved l\Iay 10,1872," by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Oilice~!o whom you referred it for an expression of his opinion. 

very respectfully, 

Hon. Join< YAY Voonurs, . 
S. J. KIRKWOOD, Seerelary. 

Chairman Committee 011 Mines and ~1Iini:ng, 
Ilouse•of Repre:;cntulit-cs. 

The report is by the Commissi oncr of the General Land Office, to which 
Ir. Kirkwood refencd the bill for an expression of his opinion. 1\Ir. 

Kirkwood expressetl no opinion whate\er. Now, I read an extract or 
two from the report of Commissioner 1\fcFarland: 

The lands in ALlbama have been in market for many years, but until o. com­
paratively recent date the lands were not probably cousidercd of special value. 
becarn;e oftheirminerul character. 

The main information officially brought to this office of the mint>ral cha.racter 
of these lands was derived from au examination made in the field ley a special 
agent and geologist from tllis oilice in tho years 187 and lSi~. 

:Mr. 1\[cF:ubnd therein reflll"S to a valuable, but hasty and exceed­
ingly imperfect, survey made by one Mr. 'Vinter, a geologist of more 
or less qualifications. His work was rapidly done and >ery imperfectly. 
He <lid not designate all the coal lands by any means. Probably all 
that he ilitl designate were really valuable co::U l:mds, but he ccrt:l.inly 
omitted a large qnantit.y. 

:Mr. McFarland continues to S..'l.y: 
It is probable that the coal and iron deposits are of considerable extent, ns it 

is a matter of general notoriety that extensive iron-works and ruining have 
during the last few years been established there. Probably such depo~its are 
not more extensive than in l\Iissouri, in which State, us well as in Kansas, by 
act of~lay 5, 1Si6, alllunds were mad~ subject to disposal as agricultural lands. 

They surely are of greater extent and more val no. I do not know, 
howe\or, that the circumstances connected with thatch::m:;ein Missouri 
and K:mses were analogous to these circumstances. I do not know 
whether weaJ.t]ly corporations were able under those changes to possess 
thcmsel\eS suddenly of illimitable wealth. I proceed. with the letter. 

Thepolicy-

I invite attention to this: 
The policy of so disposing of the public lauds Umt large arcus will be owned 

by single individuals or corporatious may well be doubted, or at least merit.s 
careful consideration. It is also to be borne in mind tha.t a. too restrictive pol­
icy-

That is a YOl"Y safe c.xpression, llfr. President, a wise, safe, conserva-
tive expression- · 
is a substantial inducement to fraud, and at the best may postpone but briefly the 
acquisition of large titles by individuals who command the ncceSlillry capital and 
enterprise . 

This result will be more likely to occur in a State like Alabama, where there 
is doubtless so much ID.nd wlli<:h contains coal and iron, but the amount and 
value of the deposits in which are so uncertain. 

Observe that the Commissioner of the Land Office thinks that this 
enormous sweep in the hands of wealthy corporations would be much 
more likely to occur in that State: 

The policy of the proposed law is one which it is the peculiar province of Con­
gress to determine, and concerning which I prefer to make no recommendation. 

If, however, it should be deemed advisable to plaee Alabama on the same foot­
ing as l\lissouri and Knnsas in the respect indicuted, I would recommend the in­
closed draft of a bill as a substitute. 

Neither in the bare lettor of transmission from Secreury Kirkwood 
nor in the comparatively brief statement by J'llr. McFarland is there an 
intima-tion that either approve of the purpose of this bill. There is an 
intimation in Mr. McFarl:1Dd's Jetter tha..t he has very great doubts on 
the subject; but he expre...qgly throws upon the legislati>e branch of 
the Government all responsibility for it. 

That is all I care to say. It seems probable that the Senate will vote 
for the bill. I have cleared myself. I have shown that I had, what 
were to me, strong reasons for inviting a closer attention to this grave 
measure, and I leaTe it to the Senator from Alabama, in whom I have 
great confidence, to say whether these lands are to be so put on the 
market as to give a fair opportunity to people to purchase them and to 
bring to the Go\ernment that price which these lands ought to bring, 
and whether he is at the same time preserving the rights of the agri­
culturists who haTe gone upon the lands and reser>ed their rights­
that is not a good expression in this case-whether he has bad suffi­
cient regard to those nominal farmers who have gone upon these mineral 
lands and located homestead entries when the sole purpose was to evade 
tire law and get possession of mineral lands. They l.Jave clone that to 
n. Tast extent. It is a. gross, acknowledged, dariug fraud by which 
wealthy men are seeking to get possession of mineral lands. Many 
who a.pply for homesteads there know that they do not intend or hope 
to farm them btit wish to get the land in behalf of these wealthy men, 
to whom theyturn over the title. Undonbtcdlythe matterneedsr~ou.­
la.tion. Perhaps the Senator from Alabama. has taken the wisest meas­
ure; I do not know; but it is a Itlllttcr requiring great consideration 
and there are untold millions of dollars at sta.kc. The bill seems to 
me very dangerous and I shall vote against it. 

J'lfr. ED~IUXDS rose. 
J'lfr. :MORGAN. Docs the Senator from Vermont wish to sp~k to 

the bill? 
J\Ir. ED~IU'l\TDS. Not now. I wish to move that the Senate ta.ke a 

recess until a quarter past 8, in order that we may get a little rest. On 
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account of the conferenc.e committee reports we shall haYe to stay late 
to-night. This will leave this bill on the tapis, just where it is. 

Mr. l!IORGAN. I am not aware that any one wants to discuss it 
further. 

ltfr. EDMUNDS. Wewanttodiscussit, but there is hardly anybody 
here. Every body has gone to d.inner~xcept half a dozen who stay here; 
and I move that this half dozen take a recess until a quarter past 8. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
.momon of the Senator from Vermont, that the Senate take a recess until 
8 o'clock and 15 minutes. [Putting the question.] The noes seem to 
have it. 

Several SENATORS. Let us take a division. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. If we have a division we shall have to send for 

everybody. 
1\ir. HAWLEY. Let the question be stated again. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont moves that 

the Senate take a recess till 15 minutes past 8 o'clock this evening. 
Thoseinfavorofthe motion will say "ay;" thecontrary "no." [Put­
ting the ques-tion.] The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I ask for a division. ["No!" "No!"] 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp-

shire demand a division? 
11r. ROLLINS. He does. 
'Phe question being put there were on a division-ayes 15, noes 2. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ayes have it, and the recess will 

be taken. ' 
Ur. ROLLINS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays are demanded. Is 

there a second to the demand? The Chair does not see a sufficient num­
ber seconding the call. The ayes have it. 

The Senate accordingly (at 7 o'clock and 15 minutes p. m.) took a 
'recess until 8 o'clock and 15 minutes p. m., at which hour it reassem­
bled. 

EXECUTIVE CmDfUNICATIOX. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from the 

Secret.'try of the Navy, transmiUing a report of the court of inquiry re­
lating to the loss of the steamer Jeannette; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

MESS.A'GE FRO~I THE HOUSE. 
A mcs5age from the House of Representatives, by :Mr. UcPIIERSON, 

its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bill and 
a joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 7611) to adjust the salaries of postmasters; and 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 338) in relation to the claim made by Dr. 

John B. Read against the United States for the alleged use of pro­
jectiles claimed as the invention of said Read, and by him alleged to 
have been used pursuant to a contract or arrangement made between 
him and the War Department, and for which no compensation has been 
m::tde. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2156) for the relief of cer­
tain owners ofthe steamer Jackson. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the follow­
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 171) in relation to certain fees allowed registers and receivers; 
A bill (8. 729) for the relief of Charles H. Tompkins, of the United 

States Army; and 
A bill (S. 964) for the relief of Joseph C. Irwin. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE AND TARIFF DUTIES. 

Mr. MORRILL. . I desire to give notice that I shall call up there­
port of the conference committee on the revenue bill proballly at about 
9 o'clock, when the other members of the committee have arrived. I 
desire also to give notice to Senators tnat they will find on their desks 
a copy of the report in print. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPTIIATlON BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask leave now to make a report from th-e commit­
tee of conference on the legislative, executive, and judicial appropri::v­
tion bill, and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

'J;'he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate proceed to the con­
sideration of the conference report? The Cha.ir hearing no objection, 
the report will be considered. It will be read. · 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 

the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7482) making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 80, 1884, and for other purposes, ho.ving met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 22, 23, 26, Z7, 28,W, 30, 
31, 32, 33, 34, s.s, au, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41. 4-t, 45, 46, 57, 58, 5!>, 72, 73, 01, 88, 94, oo, 97, 98, 
101, 102, 104, 106, HY7, 109, 119, 128, 129, 130, 131, 132, 133,134, 135, 136, 137,138, 139, 140, 
145, HG, 150 and 152. . 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
ngmbcred 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, ll, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 19, 20, 21, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 
52, 53, 54, 55, 56, GO, 61, 62, 63, G4, 6.3, 66, 67, 70, 71, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 
85, 86, ro, 103, 108, 110, 112, 113, 116, 118, 120, 121, 123, 124, 125, 141, 142, 143, and 144, 
and agre,e to the same. 

Amendment numbered!!L8: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 

I I 

amendment of the Senate numbered 18, andagreetothe snmewithamcndment& 
as follows: At the end of the amended paragraph insert the following: 

"For clerk to Committee on l\Iilitary Atfairs for balance of current tiscal year, 
at the rate of $2,000 per annum, $()66.67;" and in lieu of the sum stated ill line& 
10, 11, and 12, onpag-e7 of the bill, illilert the sum of'! $3().1,694.87." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 24: That the House recede from its disag-rement to the­

amendment of the Senate numbered 2-!, and agree to the same with nn amend­
ment as follows: Strike o~t "twelve" and insert" ten;" and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 25: That the House recede from itlil disagreement to the 
amendmentoftkeSenatenumbered25,andag-reetoihesamewithunamcndment 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert the sum of "$112,350; " and the· 
Senate agree to the same. _ 

Amendment numbered42: ThattheHousereecde from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 42, and agree to the same with an amend­
ment as follows: Strike out the word •• sixty" and insert the word" fifty-five;" 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 43: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendmeut of the Senate numbered 43, and agree to tho same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
"$183,610:" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered G8: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered G8, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by said. 
amendment, insert" one clerk of class 2, who shall be a stenographer;" and the 
Senate a~reeto the same. 

Alnendment numbered 69: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered GY, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows : In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
"$54,100 ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 89: That the Honse recede from its disagreement to­
the amendment of the Renate numbered 89, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert "thirty-three;" 
and the Senate agree to the same. . · 

Amendment numbered 90: '.rhat the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 90, and agree to the same with an amend­
ment as follows: In lieu of tlle number proP.osed insert "forty-six; " and the­
Senate agree to the same. 

,Amendment numbered 91: That the House recede from its disagreement to . 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 91, and agree to the same with an amend­
ment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert '·fifty-seven;" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendmentnnmbered 92: ThattbeHouse reccdefrom its disagreement to the· 
amendment of the Senate numbered 92, and agree to the same with an amend· 
ment as follows: In licll of the number proposed insert ''fifty-eight;" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 93: That the House recede from its disagreement to tho 
amendment of the Senate numbered 93, antl agree to the same with an amend­
ment as follows: In lieu of 1the number proposed insert" forty-seven;" and the· 
Senate agTee to the same. · 

Mr. ED~IUNDS. Allow me to ask the Senator whether that is not 
possibly a mistake? The House bill had twenty-seven and the Senate 
put in thirty, and now it is proposed to make it forty-seven. 'Vhat i& 
that for? · 

Mr. ALLISON. That is one of a whole series of amendments rela­
tive to the General Land Office. The Senate inserted a provision known 
in the bill as amendment ~numbered 96, providing a lump sum of 
$50,000, the Senator will remember, which was to be used by the Sec~ 
retary of the Interior in bringing up the accumulated work of the Gen­
eral Land Office. The Senate also added a considerable number of 
clerks. Now, amendment 96, being the amendment appropriating n.. 
lump sum, was disagreed to by the committee of conference, and the 
S~nate recede from that amendment, but recede with the understand­
ing that twenty clerks should be added at line 1792, being on amend­
ment numbered 93. 

Ur. EDMUNDS. That is to say yo-a add twenty clerks and pay for 
them in the regular force. 

:Mr. ALLI~ON. In the regular force. 
:M:r. EDMUNDS. And added in the regular f{)rce they will be sub­

ject to the civil-service law? 
Mr. ALLISON. They will be in every sense subject to the civil-serv­

ice law which is now in force. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I think I underst.'tnd that. .Let the reading pro­

ceed. 
Mr. ALLISON. I will say upon this point that the total jncrease in, 

the General Land Office is thirty clerks proposed by the committee of' 
confCTence. 

Mr. ED~iUNDS. What struck my attention in amendment No. 93 
was that the House had provided for twenty-seven clerks and we had : 
increased it three, making it thirty clerks, and then (the House clisa­
greeing to thirty, having proposed twenty-seven) the conference com­
mittee made it forty-seven, which is rather an extraordinary thing for 
a conference committee to do, to go entirely above and beyond all the 
points of disagreement and to run it up; but I understand from the 
explanation of my friend from Iowa that it is to take the place of the 
discretionary force that the Secretary in one class was authorized to 
employ. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Vermont that this . 
whole question of clerical force in the Land Office was treated as one 
sine:lc question, and we made the adjustment as well as possible. . 

:11r. ED:~1UNDS. I do not mean to complain of it, lmt on tho face 
of it it would appear as I stated. Let the reading proceed. 

The Acting Secretary resumed the reading of the report, as follows: 
Amendment numbered 95: That the House recede from its disagreement to 

theamendmentoftheSenatenumbered 95, andagreetothe same wrth an amend­
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert "$417,-
650;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbereu 100: That the House recede from its disagreement to · 



' 1883. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. 3571 
tho amendment of the Senate numbered 100, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: lu lieu of the sum proposed by saic.l amendment insert 
"~,620 ·" and the Senate agree to tJJo same. . . 

Amendment nurubered 105: That the House recede from 1ts diSagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate nurubcrec.l 105, and agree to ~he same with an 
amendment as follows ·: In lieu of the sum proposed by saic.l amendment insert 
"Si37,Zl)();" and the Senate agree to the sruuc. 

Mr. ED~IUNDS. Will the Scnn,tor explain that"? The text of the 
bill does not explain it on the face of it. 

Ur. ALLISON. That amendment is a mere change of the totals to 
correspond with the changes made by amendments 103 and 104. The 
House recede from 103 and the Senate recede from. 104. 

~Ir. EDMUNDS. It is one of the footings, one of the ''in ails.'' 
Mr. ALLISON. One of the footin~s. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Go ahead. 
The Acting Secretary resumed the reading of the report, as follows: 

Amendment numbered 111: Thu.t the House recede from its disfigreement to 
amendment of the Senate numbered 111, and agree to the same with a.n amend­
ment a.s follows: Before the word "dollars" insert the words "five hundred;" 
and the' Senate agree to tho same. 

Amendment numbered 114: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of tlle Senate numbered 114, and agree to the same wHh amend­
ments as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend­
ment insert the following: "Chief of salary and allowance division and chief of 
appointrucnt division, at $'2,000 eacll; one;" and on page 70 of tlle bill, in line 
25, strike out lhe word "clerks" wllcre it first occurs in said line, and iusert the 
word" clerk; ·• and tllo Senate a:;rcc to the same. 

~1r. ED~IUNDS. \Yill the Senator explain that? 
. :Mr. ALLISOM. We rai<Jed one of the clerks of class 4 in the pam­
graph auo\e and tnen struck out the word "two" and inserted "one" 
here. / . · 

:11r. EDMUNDS. Merely a c:hunge of the number of clerks in that 
class? 

:Mr. ALLISON. Simply a transposition in -ehe number of clerk'>. 
:Mr. EDUU:NDS. Go ahead. 
The Acting Secretary resumed the reading, as follows: 

Amendment numbered 115: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the ll.l.llcndmcnt ofllie Senate numbered 115, and agree to the same with a;n amend­
ment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed by said amendment insert 
•· sixteen ; " and the Senate agree to the sa.mo. • 

Amendment numbered 117: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the aruendmcut of the Senate numbered 117, and agree to the sumc with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by sahl amendment insert 
"$100,UGD ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbcrec.ll22: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
tho amendment of the Senate numbered 122, and agree to the Sll.l.lle with an 
nmenclmcnt as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
"$!!30,380 ;" and lbc Senate agree to the sa.mc. 

Mr. EDl'.iUNDS. That is a footing, I believe. 
Mr. ALLISON. That is a footing. 
The Acting Secretary resumed the reading, as follows: 

AmcndmE'llt numbered 12fr: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
tlle amendment of the Senate numbered 123, and agree to the same with amend­
ments as follows : In lieu of the nu mbcr proP.osed insert "four;" and on page 
n of the bill, in line 24, strike out the word ·seven" and insert "eight;" and 
the Senate agree to tlle same. 

Amendment numbered 127: Tlu!.t the House recede from its disagreement to 
ilic amendment of the Senate numbcrec.l 127, anc.l agree to the same with an 
amonthnent as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed IJy said amendment insert 
"~7,l:W;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 147: Tllat the Honse recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of tlle Senate numbered. 14.7, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of tlle sum proposed. by said amendment insert 
" $D,fl-!0; " and the Senate agree to tlle same. 

Amendment numbered 148: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the !lmendment of the Senate numbered 148, and agree to the same wiili an 
amendment a~ follows: In lieu of the sun1 proposed in said amendment insert 
"~ :.!80 ·" nnc.l the Senate agree to lhe same. 
A~c"1;iliueut numbered 14!): That the House recede from its disagreement to 

the amendment of the Senate numbered 11-9, and agree. to the same with an 
amen<lmcHt. as follows: In lieu of tlle 111.altcr stricken out by said amendment 
im<ert: . 

"SEc.!!. Thnt the Secretaries, respc<:t1vely, of the Departments of State, of the 
Treasury " "ar,Navy,and oflbe Jntenor,and the Attorney-General, are author­
ized to m~ke reqnisitions upon t.he Postma.Rt~r-Gonernl for the necessary ~mount 
of or..icial postage-stamp~ for tho use. of then· Departments, not exceeding the 
amount stated in the estimates suhm1Ued to Congress; and upon presentation 
of proper vouchers therefor at the Treasury the amount thereof slmll be credited 
to the appropriation for the service of the Post-Office Department for the same 
fiscal year. And it shall be tlle duty of the .res~ective D~partment~ to inclose t? 
Senators, Representatives, and Delegates 1n Congress, lll all oillmal communi­
c-..ttions requiring answers, or to be forwa!ded to others,_ penalty en>c_lopes ad­
dressed. as fur as practiea.ble, for forwo.rdmg or a.nswermg such officml corre­
spondence." 

And the Senate agree to the suruc. • . . 
Amendment numbered 151: 'l'hat the Honse recede from 1ls diSagrcom.eut lo 

the amendment of the Senate numbered ~51, and arrree to th~ sdme Wl~ll an 
nmcmunc :1t as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stnckeu out msert 
the follo\Ying: 
. "SEc. 4. 1'llat hereafter it shall he the duty of the heads of.the Reveral Exccu­

ttve Departments, in the interest of the puulieservice, to requu·e of all clerks and 
other mnployos of whate>cr grade or class, in their respective Departments, not 
l~ th~n ::;even hours of labor eo.eh day, except Sundays and days declared pub­
he hohduys by law or E.xecuti'\'e order: P1·orided, Tllat the heac.ls ?f~he Depart­
ments J?-lll.Y by special order, sutt.iug lbe reason, flll"ther extend or lu~:nt llie llo1J!'S 
of service of any cle1·k or employe in their Departments, respect.n·ely~ but m 
case of an extension it shall be without additional compcnsntion; ana all ab­
sence from the Departments on the part of said clerks or employes in excess of 
such leav~ of abso~ce as m~y be granted by the heads thereof, whil·h slu~ll not 
cxceec.l thuty days 1n any one year except in ca<>e of sickness shall be Wllhout 
pay." ' ~ ' 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

.1\u. EDMUNDS. That was one of the legislative sections that the 

Senate struck out and here it reappears again iJ;l a little different form, 
probably better if it were a proper law for the public interest, but still 
clc..'li, decisive, and exclusive legislation. It has nothing to do with an 
appropriation at all. I should be glad to ask the chairman of this con­
ference committee upon what ground it was that the Senate conferees, 
following the v.ill of the Senate in resisting legisl:ltion upon appropria-
tion uills, agreed to this proposition. . 

Mr. HOAR. Should not thcrcport be readasan entirety? Itis one 
question, and I think the reading ought to be finished beiore there is 
any debate. · 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore . . The Secretary mllconcludethe read-
ing of the whole report. · 

1\Ir. EDMUNDS. Very well; let him read it through and we can 
take a rest by going over it section by section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has all been read except the sig­
natures. 

The Acting Secretary read the signatures as follows: 
W. B. ALLISOX, 
H.L.DAWES, 
I''. M. COCKRELL, 

. Jlanagers on the part of the Senate. 
J. G. CA..."'''j'NON, 
FP..ANK HISCOCK, 

Managers on the part o~ the House. 

1\ir. ALLISON. I would say that the conferees on the part of the 
Sen~e agreed to this last provision in a modified form as being the best 
arranryc:rfl.cnt that was practicable in order to secure the passage of this 
bill. 

0

The arrangement was considered a reasonable one and the pro­
vision a reasonable one regulating the hours of labor and the method 
ofperforminO' the duties required of the persons who arc appropriated 
for in this bi~l. 

llfr. EDUUNDS. It presents the old question. The Senate, Ithink, 
by a nearly unanimous vote, and I do not know but entirely so on this 
particular pro,ision, detennined, and on the score that it would not leg­
islate on appropriation bills, struck this out. The conferees of the Sen­
ate, without asking the advice of the Senate, have agreed to p_ut it in 
again in substance the same, but different and I dare saybettermform, 
but in practice and substance exactly the same thing. . 

Now, then, if we are to 16e told that the House of R~prcscntat1ves 
will not agree to appropriate money to c:rr~ on this Go:ernment un­
less our conferees will agree tg change enstrng l:l.ws relatrng to the du­
ties of public officers and Gmployes, I should like to know that, and I 
beg to ask my honorable friend if the House conferees set up any such 
pretension, because this happens to be one of the cases where we have 
a right to know what the pretensions of the other independent and 
equal braneh ofthis Government are? 

.Mr. ALLISON. }.fr. Prcsiuent, I do not sav that the House con­
ferees sot up any pretension with reference to~ this matter. \Ve are 
now taking the advice of the .Sen:1te; the Senate conferees make this 
report for the purpose of ascertaining the judgment of the_ Senate; we 
did not assume to do anything without the assent of the Senate. If 
the Senate does not like the provision us presented by the conforces, it 
has an easy method, and that is to vote it down. ·we exorcised the 
best judgment we could looking towa.rd an agreement.. Now, if the 
Senate believe that it is not right to put the provision which we after 
delibemtion and consideration finally agreed to put in this bill, there 
is an ea..qy method to get rid of it by rejecting the conference report. 
·we are taking the advice of the Senate now with reference to the new 
provision which the six gentlemen who comprised the committee of 
conference present to the Senate and to the House. 

.l\1r. EDl\fUNDS. If my friend from Iowa had been an Italian a few 
hundred years ago and his name had uccn :Machiavelli, I should have 
understood his obse.nations. 

Here we arc: the Sona.te having decided-no matter whether by a 
great or a small majority-that it would not pnt this regulation upon 
this bill, we find that it is hem without tho House conierecs having 
insisted, as they could not, that their House would not pass the appro­
priation bill unless we agreed to this thing, for if they had asserted 
that pretension it would destroy entirely the independence and equality 
of the two Houses. · Our conferees in the face of our 'fote, without the 
House conferees ::ssertj.ng any such pretension, have concluded that 
they would reverse the action of the Senate and provide for tho same 
thing in substnnco but in a better form. 

I do not e:xpect :1t this stage of the session to make a point that will 
amount to anything in practical eifcct upon this uill, and I do not wish 
to do so; lmt I _ do say that it appears to me that it would have been 
better, in view of the judgment of the Senate, that the conferees of the 
Senate should h::t\e insisted upon the negati'e of the Senate on this 
proposition, and then we should have been able to ascertain whether 
the House of Representatives asserts the pretension 1m.at it will not pass 
bills to carry out exi!lting laws unless we will arrree to legislation upon 
those bills that we· do not like either in subs~cc or because it is on 
th~W~ I 

l\fy fTicnd says with an adroitness that is characteristic of people who 
live beyond the Mississippi River, that the conference is really asking 
the n.<l vice of the Senate. They have gone and traded away their client's 
case :md come back to him fUld ask him whether he thinks he can get 
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a new trial ! I only put in a protest. I do not expect to stop this bill 
in this stage of the session, but I do say in all candor that I think my 
friend from Iowa and his confreres are not right about this business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 
ORDER IN THE GALLEIUES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair wishes to say a word to 
the galleries. Complaint is made that there is not sufficient order in 
the galleries; that there is too much talking and too much moving about. 
The Chair appeals to gentlemen and ladies occupying the galleries to 
preserre order. There is a great deal of important business to be done. 
\Vhen persons in the "galleries move about or talk it interferes with the 
proper consideration of that business. The Chair hopes that the even­
ing will pass away without his being compelled to make any further 
appeal to the galleries. 

ALABAMA ::'tiiNERAL LANDS. 

The Senate, as in the Committee of the Wllole, resumeu the consiu­
ern.tion of the bill (H. R. 4757) to exclude the public lands in Alabama 
from the operation of the laws relating to minerallanus. 

:Mr. EDniUNDS. I am very sorry, l!Ir. President, to feel obliged to 
say a few words about this matter when othor m::tttcrs of much wider 
public importance ::tre waiting for consideration; but as my friend from 
Alabama, feels it to be his duty to insist upon the disposition of this 
bill, of course it is right that we should consider it, unless th~ Senate 
wishes to do something else:. 

The first clause of this bill"is like the cl::tu!'je about the States of Mis­
souri and Kansas, but only the first three lines of it. The act of 1876 
respecting mineral lands in those States, Missouri and Kansas, stops 
where the fifth line of this bill is. All the rest is additional and dif­
ferent legislation. Now if I!l.Y friend from Alabama had desired to put 
the mineral lands in the Stlte of Alabama upon an equal footing with 
the other States (as the old phrase is about adl!l.issions and so on) 
tb.a.t would have been the thing to do ; 11-::1d the question on that. would 
have been whether the situation of public affairs in resp0ct of these lands 
in the State of Alabama is the same as in the two States named. I am 
very much afraid th::tt that sitn::ttion is different. The St::ttes of 1\Iis­
souri and Kansas have had their lands all takon up so far as it reg::trd.B 
covering the whole surface of those Statcs.in various parts where there 
are minerals, by interspersed and separated entries, so that there n,re no 
great bodies of mineral land in those States that lie together, as I helicvc. 

1\Ir. MORGAN. It is the same case in Alabama. precisely. 
Mr. EDl\1UNDS. My friend from Alabama. says that it is the same 

case in Alabama. I wasunderthe impressisn that the southernpartof 
the State of Alabama was not a very large mineral section, but that its 
hilly and mountain country, if it might be called a mountain country, 
was the one in which the chief mineral resources lay. 

Mr. MORGAN. I refer to the mineral country, thecountrycovercd 
by this bill, what aro called the mineral or coal lands. 

llfr. EDn1UNDS. Thoy lie in one particular section of the State 
chiefly, do they not? 

llfr. MORGAN. Yes; but settlers are interspersed all through that 
section. 

1\fr. EDfi-IUNDS. That is true; but this mineral Tegion, this very 
heart of an enormous mineral deposit, undoubtedly lies close together. 
In that, to be sure, under existing law extensive operators and others 
have gotten possession, rightly I hope and rightly very likely in fact, in 
a large degree, of a very large part of the lands; and the only obstacle 
now is, as it appears, that whoever gets any more of these lands as 
mineral lands is to pay in certain cases $20 an acre and in other cases 
$10 an acre, depending on their distance from ~ milToad. 

What is the difficulty, then, with the present law, stopping right there? 
Why should we put up all these lands and open them out as agricult­
ural lands when they are now the property of the United States and 
are not agricultural lands? I can see the force of it in Missouri and 
particularly in Kansas, nearly every foot of which l::tnd is capable of 
cultivation whether a hundred feet or a thousand feet below the beau­
tiful undulating surface there lies a coal mine or an iron mine;. the corn 
will grow an<l the flocks will feed upon those places as agricultural 
lands; but in the State of Alabama, as we are told and as I believe, it 
it quite different. So the situation of the two cases is not at all alike, 
stopping on tb.i3 first proposition, if this bill had been a bill merely to 
put these Alabama lands on the same footing that we put the lands in 
l\fissouri and Kansas. 

Now, as! said before, whatis the difficulty, stopping right there, in the 
disposition of these lands now? What public interest is imperiled by 
it? What interest of the noble 'State of .Alabama is imperiled by it? 
If these be mineral lands-and if they are not they are open to pre-emp­
tion and homestead as agricultural lands now-every acre of them, in­
stead of being worth $20, which is the minimum, and I do not know 
but the maximum of what anybody is obHged to pay, would be worth, 
many of those acres, a thousand or ten thousand dollars an acre; and 
they are t'he property of the United States. If any coal company or iron 
company or speculator-and I do not use the term 41 speculator" in the 
sense of reproach at all; every man bas a right to be a speculator, to in-

vest his moneyinrealestate on thecb!lnce or probability of its rising­
wishes to get these lancls, let him pay his $20; but he buys it section by 
section sep::trate, and evcrybouy has an equal chance. 

Now, this first clause proposes to turn all these~ contrary to the fact, 
into agricultural lands for the purposes of the l::tw, although in fact 
and in truth they are nothing but mineral lands and they are not in 
general suitable for agriculture at all. \Vily should we do that? Upon 
what ground is it that we should do it't \Vbt:> is kept out now? No­
body except the man who is not willing to pay $20 an acre for a section 
of land that has a coal mine or an iron mine under it in a mountainous 
country not suitable for the geneml agricultural pursuits of a climate 
like that of Alabama. But this bill uocs not stop there. It provides 
next: 

That nlllands which have heretofore been repo~d to Ute Gcuerul Land Office 
as containing coal and iron shall first l.Je offered at pul.Jlic sale. 

All that have not been heretofore reported are turned in witl,loutany 
public s..'llc; but we have been so often told to-day and on other occa­
sions of fraudulent homestead and pre-emption and timber-culture, 
and all the other sorts of entrics-wh.ichc::!.n bemn.de, soldiers' and bounty 
entries, and so on, without being offered for public sale. It is only 
those that the local land offices have reported.. Upon what grounds do 
they report them? Upon the nmount of information, if they n,re honest, 
that they happen to have at that moment of time, and it may turnout 
the no:s:t day on a geological survey or a scientjfic observation by some 
competent person that throe-fourths of all the lands in this region are 
mineral lands but have not been reported as such. The mine that 
is discovered in one section is fotmd, as in most c::tses it docs, to run for 
miles and miles, sometimes hundreds of miles through other sections, 
and. none of the other sections but No. 1 in the case, I suppose, have 
been heretofore reported as mineral l:md. There is a curious pbraso 
in tbis bill. ''Then they shall be liret offered at public sale.'' How? 
All the lamls which h..'l.Ye heretofore been reported sha,ll he offered at 
public sale. In sections and half-sections and q uartcr-scctions? Not 
at all; but they are all to be offered at public sale without any limit,a,­
tions as to whether they arc to be offered in a lump, bycotmtics, by the 
hundred section£, by. ten sections, or by one section, antl there is no 
reference to the general land laws of the United States as to how they 
are to be offered; but it lea.-es a wide margin on t,be construction of 
this phrase in this bill to some Commissioner of the G cncral L::md Office 
who will come in after the present one-of course he would not do any 
such thing, but somo futnre Commissioner may-who will assume to 
say that the best way for the interests of the United States is to offer 
fifty sections at a. time at public auction in order to get the greatest sum 
for the United States. What is the result of that? The result is that 
if I happen to be possessed of a capital of even $100,000, as I wbh I 
were, or of $50,000, on which I can mise thirty or forty thou~ancl dol­
lars in cash, I can attend at a sale of that kind and just outbid anu 
drive off every purchaser who wishes to purchase one section or two 
sections, because he has not money enough to go the whole figuro. Is 
that right? Of course everybody will a.:,<YTee tb::tt it is not right. If 
these lands are to be offered at public auction, they should be offered 
according to di'isions and subdivisions, sections and half-sections and 
quarter-sections, onp at a time, in order that the farmer of A.bbama, if 
it be really an agricultural piece of land, or anybody in Alabama, if he 
be what is called a speculator, or any other citizen who has his little 
l;llOO or $200 or $500 or $1,000 may have a chance to compete for thnt 
particular quarter or half or whole section with the means that he has, 
and not be swamped by a great combination. 

This bill is very sleazy, I must say with great respect, on that point. 
It was stated that it was prepareu :lt the General Land Office. I have 
no.doubt from what has been stated by my friend from A~bam::t that 
it was, because we all know that be would be the last man m the world 
who would either misrepresent or conceal any truth about this matter. 
The Commissioner of the General Land Office has not time with all 
his affairs to prepare every bill himself, and as things go in these De­
partments, and must of necessity, I agree, the probability is-and that 
is all I know about it-that some one clerk made a draft of this bill. 
Whether he did it with the eye of some attorney of an iron or a coal 
corporation looking over his shoulder at t~e same time I do not kno~; 
such thin!!S have happened a great many times, and I suppose tlley w1ll 
hap'pen a great many times more; but here it is, and the fact that i~ js 
said that it comes from the General Land Office does not to my mmd 
create any w~ight in its fuvor under the circumstances that we know 
to exist. 

In the next place, as my friend from Connecticut [Mr. HA ·wLEY] 
sta.ted a little while ago so well, when you look ut the report of the 
Commissioner of the Genetal Land Office on this suQjcct he does not 
recom~end the. inaug:ur~tion of this policy at all. He s~ys, .'' If you 
are gorng to do 1t ' 7--fngnrng one of the officin.lletters that 1S lmd before 
him of the hundred that he si!!US a day-" this may be a good way to 
do it,'' and that is all. The r~ult of that performance therefore is that 
it will be possible for some Commissioner ·of the General Land Office, 
some Secretary of the Interior in a moment of inadvertence to be mis­
led into signing an order to s~ll these lands in large lumps that nobody 
could bid for except the strong combination of capital, and all the small 
bidders would be "frozen out," 3B the phrase is. 
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My friend I know can turn to the general land laws about sales, &c., 

and tind specillc regulations that they shall be offered quarter-section 
by quarter-section, section hy section; and so on, so that everybody, the 
small as well n.c;; the great, tllC poor as well as the rich, may have a fa.ir 
chance; but this bill for some· reason or other has forgotten to provide 
that tho public sale shall be under the provisions and regulations re­
lating to the public sales of other agricultural lands. There is not.hing 
of that kind in it. 

Tl1en we come to tho last part of the bil1, which on the face s:.~>ys·what 
to the unsophisticated mind of an honest man like my friend from Ala­
bama would seem to be a >ery handsome and proper security for bona 
ftilc entries, ''that any bona fide entry under the provisions of the home-
8te..'1.tllaw of lands within said State heretofore made may be patented 
wi thon t reference to'' the act of 1872J)roviding for the mining lands of 
tho United States in cases where persons malting application ha\e com­
:plie!l with the laws in relation thereto. 

'Ve flml, fTom what the Senator from Connecticut [~Ir. H.AWLEY] 
has read about the state of things down tlJer<3 now, that a vast number 
of entric.'i haYc heen m..1.de by contrimnee which arc now under dispute. 
Tho bill proYides that all th<>.se entries shall be held valid if the Secrc­
rot:1ry of the Interior, not the courts of justice, thinks they arc bona 
fulc. If the Commissioner of the General Land Office, to whom the Sec­
retary of the Intmior would refer such a question, or the clerk in the 
Genoral Lanll Office to whom the Commissioner refers such questions, 
c:hargeu '\ith that particular bmnch of the business, says that all this 
mu.ss of disp~tcu ep.trics arc bonrtjidc, then all these homesteads, &c., 
shall he considered as settled. What tlJcn? All a great coal or iron 
eomhiuation there, or a speculating combination or a railroad combina­
tion, lms to do to get these l:mu:'i i3 to ha\e their employfs, the men 
who dig in the mines, the men 'itho nm tho trains, the men who keep 
up the ro:.d-bctl, go out within these fftcen or twenty miles along the 
line of the railroad anu establish their homestead cabins, which in that 
clim:1te could he clone by a goo{l woo<lsman, as from experience I ha:p­
pCll to know, in about an hour, aml each one sets up his establishment 
a.c;; his horuestcaJ. for the benefit of the corporation or whoever it may 
he who hal'> employeu him to do this thing a.t $2 a day or less. Here is 
t.lw oppOitunit.y to consolidate ancl perfect all tllose entries. 

I do h~e (becau~o I U.o not wi3h to spend the time of tho Sen:1te in 
~oin~ into this at length) that my fricnu from Alabama will consent to 
Jet th~s matter be postp~neu until the D<!cemberscssion-this one sum­
mer will not tlo ::tny harm-until we can more completely and thor­
oughly fintl out the true inw11,rdncss of this subject, because there is a 
grea-t !leal to be said, n.nd a great deal of objectio::J.and complaint against 
the rroposition, which I know pericctly well he is urging with perfect 
goorl .C.tith, hut which I fear if c:1rricd out will prove injurious to his 
State :u11l its interests, as well ru to those of the United States. 

NAYAL .AI'PROPRIATIOK BILL. 

Ur. HALE. I pr~cnt a privileged report, a conference report on the 
nasal a.ppro~ria.tion bill. 

The PRE::;IDENT pro tempore. Will the Scnn-to proceed to ilie con-
sideration of the conference report? 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pm tempore. The report willlJc reau. 
The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagrecinB' votes of tho two Houses ou 
the :uneudments of the Senate to the !.Jill (H. n.. 7~l1·1) "making apJtropriutionsfor 
the naval service for the fiscal ycarending June30, 1831, and fpr other purposes," 
Ilo.ving met., nftor full and free conference hn.'\"o agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to tlleir rc~;pecti'\"e Houses as follows: 

That the Scnu.te recede from it<'amcndwcuts numbc-rco.l 2, 3, 20, 30, 3.5, 42, and 
GR. 

Thnt tho Hon u ret.'()llc from its di:;agrecrucnt to the amendments of the Sen­
at(} uumbnrc<l1, 4, 5, 6. 8, H, 10, 11, 1:3, H, 1!5, lti, 17, 1R, 19, 21, ~:3, 2:3, U, 23, 29, 31, 
33, 34, :~, 37, 3.':!, 3!1, 40, 41, 43, 45, 47, 48, 4~, :JO, 51, 53. 5-1, 55, 56, 57, G8, oV, (j(}, Gl, G2, 
G3, GJ, G.3, Gu, G7, G\1, 70, 71, 7:1, u11d 75, ami agree to the same.. 

Amc,uc.lmont lltllnbl.lrc<l7: That the How;orecedefrom itsuis::tg-roemcntto the 
O.lllenduJCut of the S~:Umto lllltnhllred 7, ant! agree to the s::tme with au amend­
ru ut ns follow~o~: Iu lieu of the math.• r proj)ol'!cJ. tu be stricken out by said 
wnendmont insert the following;: 

"llcreafler only one-half of the ,·uc:mcics in the various grades in the staff 
corps oftlw Xu.vy shnll Uo filled by promotion until Attch gra<lesAhall bereJ.ucetl 
to tile numhcrs lixed for tho sevor>ll grades of the staff corps of tho Navy by the 
act uf Angu!!t 5, lH: 2, making appropriations for the llaYal t-CI'vicc for the 1iscal 
year onc.liug Juno 30, 11'i8.1, and for other purposes." 

And the Senate agree to the F<nrue. 
Amcntlmcut numbored 1:!: Tlmt tho House rcccdo from its ui:>ugrccmcnt to 

tl1e runon•lment ufthe Senate nlmlbcrcd 12, and agree to tho same with an amend~ 
mo.ut Ul'! follows: Restore U1o mutter proposeJ. to l!e stricken out by saiu amend­
mout, uud ut tho cn<l of the amcntled paru.gruph mscrt tho following: 

"A11rl provided fttrtl~er, Thnt uoUtiug llercin contained shall be li'O construed as 
to give any additional puy to any sueh officer c.luring the time of his service in 
the '\"olnnLee.r army or JIIH')'." 

Anti the Senate agreo to the ~;~ame. 
Amendments numbered 2ll, ':!.7, anrl 28: That t.ho Ilous"' rc<'<'t.le from its dis­

Uj..."Teement to the amcudnwuts of the Senate numbered 26, T., ant.12S, and agree · 
~ the RU.mo with umcnc.lmont'> as follows: In lieu of the amcn1leu paragraph 
HlRert the following: 

".For tho purchase and ma.nufncture, afte-r full investigation and test., in t.he 
Umted Stn.l.es, uuc.ler the direction of the !:)ecretary of the Navy, of torpedoes 
fidnpted to rmvlll "-arfare, or of the right to manufacture tho same, anrl for the 

T
xhturcs and machinery ncC('ssnry for opcra.ting the sa.mc, $100,000: Pro1:ided, 

at no part of said money shall be expended for the purchase or manufacture 
of any torpcuoor of the right to manufLLCture the same until the same shall have 
Uet~-~pbproved by the Secretary of the Navy aft.cr a favorable report to be made 
to 'lllll Y a board of naval officers to be crt'~ ted bv him to examine and test !'aid 
f.Qrpedoes and inventions." · 

.And the !:;enate agree w tlae B:lme. 

Amendment numbered 32: That the House recede from its disagreement ~ 
theamendmentoftheSenate numbered32, and agreetothesame with an amend­
ment u.s follows: On page 12 of the bill, in line 12, after th~. word "dollars," 
insert the words "of which sum SM,OOO shall be immediately O.\ailable;" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numberec.l44: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senatenumbered44, and agree to the same with an amend­
ment as follows: At the end of the amended pamgTaph insert the following: 

"But nothing herein contained shall prevent the repair or building of boilers 
for woouen ships, the hulls of which can be fully repaired for 20 per cent. of the 
estimated cost of a new ship of the same size and materiaL" 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 46: That the llouse recede from its disagreement to 

the amendment of the Senate numbered 46, ant.l agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: .After the word "dollu.rs" insert th,e following: 

"The execution of no contract shall be entered upon for tho completion of the 
engines and machinery of either of these vessels until the term~ thereof shall be 
apvroved by sa.id hoard, who shall appro\e all contracts which may be to the 
best advantage of the Government, and fair anu reasonable according to the 
lowest 1narkct price for similar work." 

Auc.l the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 5:!: That the House recede from its di::;agreement to 

the amendment of t.he Senate numbered 52, and agree to the rome with an 
amendment as follows: ·on page 18, strike out all after tl1.0 word "report," in 
line 9, down to ancl including the woru "uno.ler," in line 10 of the bill; aud in 
lieu thereof insert tile following: 

"And in the event that sucll vcs!>cl.s or any of them shall be built by eontmct, 
such building shall be under." 

And the Senate agree to tile samo.. 
Amendment numbered 72: That the Hou:;c recede from its disagreement to the 

amendment of tho Senate numbered 72, and agree to the same with amendments 
as follows: On page 26, in line 12, before the word •· ranges," insert the word 
•• anu;" and in tlte same line strike out the words" and so forth;" and the Sen­
ate agree to the same. 

Amenc.lmcnt numberetl 7·1: That the House receue from its disagreement to the 
amendment of tlle Senate numbered 74, and agree to the sarue with nn amend­
ment as follows: On page 27, in line 22 of tlle bill, after the woro.l "a.nd," insert 
U1e wor<l "he;" and the Senate a~ree to tile sum c. 

EUGE~"'E H.\LE, 
.TOliN A. LOGAN, 
H. E. DAVIS., 

)Ja.na.acrs on the part of the Senate. 
GEO. l\L ROBESON, 
J. H. KETCHAl\I, 

.Managers on the 2Jart of the IIouse. 

klr. :McPHERSON. I should like to h:t\:C again read that <:la.usc of 
the report referring to tllC repair of wooden ships. I <lid not correctly 
understand the Secretary. 

The AcTTKG SECRETARY. At the cml of the amcr:.ded paragraph 
insert: 

But nothing herein contained shall prevent the repair or buililing of boilers for 
wooden ships, the hulls of which can be fully repaired for 20 per cent. of the es­
timated cost of a new ship of the sa.me size anu material. 

Mr. McPHERSON. :May I now inquire of the Senator having the 
bill in <:barge whether there is anything in the bill that ilisturbs t.be 
st.."ttus of nary officer-3 as left by tho bill as it passed the Senate? 

1\Ir. HALE. The 1·eport of the conference committee is a substantial 
agreement with the provisions of the bill as amended by the Senate. 
To wha..t particular point does the Senator direct his inquiry. 

l\Ir. McPHERSON. I speak of all those points that referred to chang­
ing the status of n:tval officers. I bclieYe that they were all struck out 
of the bill by a vote of the Senate. I desire to know whether any of 
them have been restored by the conference report .. 

1\ir. HALE. Not one 'of them. All of those arc left as the Senate 
amendments provided. The only <:h:l!lge that is made is the proYit:ion, 
which is not a change so far as rank or pay goes, pronding that here­
alter masters in the Navy shall constitute a class of sub-lieutenants, 
with no change as to pay, and tha.t midshipmen after certain seniee 
shall be reckoned and ranked as ensigns, with no additional pay. That 
is all. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senate d.ifi'ered with the House as to the amount 
that was to ·he appropriated for the completion and equipment of the 
Milll!.tonomoh and its companions. The House, I uclie\C, appropriated 
$450,000, and the Senate $1,000,000. May I ask the Senator to state 
how that amendment was left by the coufere€s? 

Ur. HALE. The report of the conference leaves tbe sum and its 
application to the different sh~ps, tl1e ironclads, precisely a.c; the Senate 
left it. 

:Mr. INGALLS. I inquired as to the amount. 
)fr. HALE. The amount is the same as the Senate left it. 
Mr. INGALLS. One million dollars? 
Mr. HALE. One million dollars. No name!S of the ironclads are 

inserted, but it is left applicable to all. I think the ouly issue between 
the Senator and myself in that regaru woulu be one of pronunciation 
as to the names. 

Mr. B.A. YARD. I undc.rstanu the Senator from :1\Iainc to s::t:\" that 
the amendment of tho Senn..te appropriating $1,000,000 to put the en­
gines in the fonr unfinislJcd monitors has been retained by the confer­
ence? 

Mr. HALE. · In tlJc bill as reported by the conference committee we 
provide $1,000,000 for all the ironclads, not naminry either for the 
boilers and machinery, as inserted by the Senate am~dment~. 

:M:r. BAY .A.RD. That had reference to the unfinished monitor5 we 
dic;;cussed the other day? 

~Ir. HALE. Certainly. 
:Mr. BAYARD. The amount to be appropriated to each isnotspeci­

fied? 
Mr. HALE. By no me..'UlS. 
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~1r. BAYARD. But$1,006,000isthe amountforthemall, the four? 
:Mr. HALE. Yes. 
Mr. BAYARD. Thew are but four, I belie•e, in an unfinished con­

dition. 
Mr. HALE. Let us have a vote, M:r. President. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tho question is on concurring in th~ 

conference report. 
The report was concurred in. 

CONDITION 0::!' SIOUX INDIANS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed ~Ir. DAWES, Mr. LOGA..~, 
l1r. CAMERON of "'Wisconsin, 1\Ir. 1\IORGAN, and ~fr. VEST the com­
mittee to inquire into the condition of the Sioux Indians on their res­
ervation, authorized to be appointed by resolution of the 2d instant. 

H\TERN .AL REVENUE AND TARIFF DUTIES. 
Ur. ~iORRILL. I present the conference report on the reYenue bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate proceed to the con­

sidera-tion of the conference report on the revenue bill? 
The. motion was agreed to. 
Mr. MORRILL. 111r. Presiuent, I am not about to make a speech, 

but as brief a sta-tement as I can to explain each and every, or nearly 
every, important amendment that has been made by the conference 
committee. 

I will &'1y thn..t in relation to the internal-revenue part of the bill it 
pro~iucs for the repeal of taxes on banks and bankers, whether State 
or Il!ltional, except on the circulation of Mtional banks. That remains 
as heretofore. The stamp tax on bank checks, drafts, and on matches, 
perfumery, and patent medicines, is also to be.abolished. Thet.'txondeal­
ers in tobacco is largely reduceu, ::md no change has been made in the pro­
vision that purchasers may ~ell tobacco at retail to an amount not ex­
ceeding $100 annually. The rates on tobacco it is proposed to reduce 
from lG cents to 8 cents per pound, or one-half, anu the same or one­
half of the present tax on cig:ns aRd cigarettes. .A change has been 
made providing that tho act so fur as tobacco is concerned shall go into 
effect on the 1st of M:ay instea<l of July 1. 

When we reach the amendments touching the tariil' bill I mny say 
that in Schedule A, on chemicals, there has been no essential change 
whatever. Upon earthen-ware the conferees on the part of the Se!laie 
accepted the proposition prceented by the members of the House, anu 
these are slightly raised. 

Mr. BAYARD. ·Will the Senator state the amount of the advance 
on common carthen-wu,re? 

1\Ir. UORRILL. The Senator has the bill before him. It is raised 
to 55 per cent. It stood in the bill when it left the Senate at 50 per 
cent., and it is raised 5 per cen.t more. We have also changed the classi­
fication so as to allow p::tinted and gilded ware to pay the same rate of 
duty as China-ware.. On green-glass bottles the rate has been changed 
from 30 per cent. ad valorem to 1 cent per pound. There was one class 
of window-glass that was not included a tall in the Senate bill, or polished 
cylinder and crown glass and common window-glass, and tha.thasbeen 
inserted precisely as the law st::l.nds now. 

On Schedule C, metals, iron-ore has been placc<l at 75 cents per ton, 
pig-iron at three-tenths of 1 cent per pound, steel railway-bars at $17 
per ton. Bar-iron in the first class is made·to be a little less than the 
rate proposed by the Senate, anu the secon<l class 1 cent a pound instead 
of $20 per ton. Charcoal-iron was changc<l, instead of 63 per ton ad­
ditional to the rates on other iron, to a specific rate of 1 cent per pound. 
Iron or steel T-rails are placed at nine-tenths of 1 cent per pouna, and 
such rails when punched at eight-tenths, as they are now in the bill. 
Round iron in coils less than seven-sixteenths of an inch in diameter are 
to be 1.2 instead of 1.1 cents per pound. .Armor plate-iron was struck 
out entirely, believing that none of it would be used except by the 
United States, and if used by the United States it would likely be im­
ported free for the use of the Govetnmep.t. Sheet-iron thinner than No. 
20 wire gauge is increased one-tenth of 1 cent per pound. Iron and 
steel plates galvanized is reduced from 1 cent per pound to three-fourths 
of a cent per pound. On polished sheet-iron the House conferees in­
sisted upon 3 cents per pound, while the bill as it passed the Senate 
fixed it at 2 cents, and a compromise was finally made at 2} cents a 
pound. Iron and steel cotton-ties are left precisely as :fixe<l by the 
Senate. 

In Schedule I, on cotton goods, no essential chang;e was made, except 
that a proviso was added to the class of goods less than two hundred 
threads to the square inch, placing a simil..'tr proviso upon those below 
that rate, as already provide<l upon those above that rate. 

In Sche<lule J, the list of jute goo<ls, flax, and so on, jute butts was 
taken from the free-list and placed upon the dutiable list at S5 per ton. 
No other material change was ma<le in that schedule. 

In Sche<lule K, on wool and woolens, no change whate•er was made 
except a provision is inserted that for ladies' cloaks, dolmans, anu other 
outside garments of ladies tbat are often expensively trimmed with silk 
frinpe, gimps, silk velvet, and so on, it is proposed that they shall be 
subJect when importe<l to ahigherdutythan thatvyhichhasbeenplaced 
on cloth. 

In Schedule L, silk and silk goods, no change has been made. 
Jn Schedule :M:, books, papers, &c., the only material change made 

is on printed books, and on these the present duty i3 retained of 25per 
cent. I think if the Senate co~ttee had not consented to that we 
should hardly have been able to make a conference report. 

In Sch~dule N no changes are m::W.e of any importance except thah 
2 cents per one hundred pounds have been added to tho rates on salt. 
The proviso remains as to meats cured with imported salt. Gold watches 
are to remain subject to the present duty of 25 per cent. 

In the free-list no change of importance beyond what I ha•e already 
noticed has been made. 

I omitted to say that on iron and steel railway fish-plates the uuties 
were reduced from 1} to 1± cents. On steel valued at 4 cents a pound 
or less 45 per cent. is placed, and valued above that rate tile duties arc 
made considerably below the amount of duties by the existing tari1I 
Steel wheels for railway purposes and parts thereof partly manufact­
ured were separated, and instead of the whole being at 2} centa the 
finished article was placed at 2} cents and the partly finislled article 
was placed at 2 cents a pound. Articles not enumerated composed of 
iron, steel, copper, goiU, silver, or other metals, were placed at 4.5 per 
cent. instead of 35 per cent.· ad valorem. 

In Schedule D, wood anu wooden-ware, no changes were made in the 
bill as it passed the Senate. 

In Schedule E, sugar, the only change made was in relation to sugars 
between 13 and lG Dutch standard, which have been placed at 2.75 in­
stead of 2. 50. This was done for the reason that this class, in value 
antl &'l ccharinc strength, was found to be at a much loww proportionate 
rate than the lowest or cheapest grades of sugar, and even a much higher 
rate was asked for by the House conferees than t of a cent per pounu. 

In Schedule F, tobacco, no change was made. 
Schedule G, provisions, is unchanged, except merely verbal amenu­

ments. 
I~ Scheuule H, liquors, there has been no change, except an addition 

of 20 per cont. duty, or something like that, on ginger ale, whether in 
bottles or casks. 

As the time is very short for the consideration of this report I do not 
deem it proper for me to occupy longer the time of the Senate, as time 
is becoming precious. Every Senator will find the report upon his desk, 
and can see tor himself exactly what has been done. I have endeav­
ored to state it accurately so fur as I know. 

l\Ir. BROWN. Will the chairman of the committee permit me to 
ask him a question? Has the conference committee made any estimate 
as to the entire amount of the reduction of revenue that would result 
from the passage of the bill as modified by the conferees? 

Mr. MORRILL. I may say that since tho conclusion of the report 
there has been no time for any accurate calculation, but a rough esti­
mate has been made that it is about $75,000,000. Of course on some 
of these articles where the duties h:we been reduced, as on woolen goo<l'l, 
there will be very likely an increase of importations, which may swell 
our revenue to some extent, but if there should be no greater importa­
tions than there were last year the reductions would probably ,exceed 
$75,000,000. 

The PRESIDENT Jlro tempore. The question is on eoncurring in the 
report. 

Mr. BECK. I call for the yeas and nays. I want a little further 
time to look at it. I ha•e had no chance to look at it. Let us have 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordercu. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If no Senator rises to a<l<lres.:; the 

Senate the roll will be called. 
l'IIESSAGE FI:.OM THE IIOUSF.. 

A.message from the House of Representatives, by 1\'Ir. McPIIERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House bau agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the bill (H. R. 7482) making appropriations for the legislative, execu­
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1884, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED DILLS SIGNED. 

The message aloo announced thattheSpeakcrofthc House hadsigned 
the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they were there­
upon signed by the Presidentp,·o tempore: 

A bill (S. 719) forthereliefofthc representatives of Sterling T . .Aus­
tin, deceased; 

A bill (S. 826) for the relief of Powers & Newm::m and D. & B. 
Powers; . 
• A bill (S. 18~9) to amend m1 act dona.tingpublic lands to the several 

States and Tenitories which may!lrovide colleges for the benefit of 
agricultme and the mechanic arts. 

A bill (H. R. 1410) to amend the pension laws by increasing the 
pensions of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm or alcg in the 
service, and for other purposes; ' 

A lJill ~H. H.. 14.43) grnnting a pension to Edga-r B. Lamphier; 
A bill H. ll. 18GO) t,'Tanting a pension to Daniel M. Morley; 
A bill H. R. 21GG) for the relief of certain owners of the steamer 

Jackson; 
.A bill (H. n. 3743) granting n. pension to Miss Amanda. Stokes; 
A bill (H. R. 5103) granting a pension to Margery Nightengale; 
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A lJill (H. R. 5558) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan Bayard; 
A bill (H. R 6923) granting a. pension to 1\frs. Helen 1\I. Thayer; 
A bill (H. R. 7049) making appropriations for the service of the Post­

Office Department for the :fiscal year ending June ~0, 1884, and for other 
purposes; . . . · . 

A bill (H. R. 7G23) rclatn·e to the Southern exposition to be held m 
the city of Louisville, State of Kentucl-y, in the year 1883; 

A hill (H. R. 7597) to admit free of duty articles intended for the 
national mining and industrial exposition to be held at Denver, in the 
State of Colorado, during the yc:u 1883; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 324) to provide for the deficiencies in the 
.appropriations for &'ll::tries of officers, clerks, messengers, and others in 
the sNvice of the House of Representati vcs for the fiscal year ending 
JLme 30, 1883; and 

Joint resolution (Fi:. Res. 359) to print G,OOOcopies of the report of the 
board in behalf of the United States Executive Departments at the 
ln.ternational exhibition of 187~. 

IXTER:NAL-ll.EVEXUE AXD TARIFF DUTIES. 
The Sonata resumed the consideration of the the conference report on 

the bill (H. R. 5538) to reduce internal-revenue taxation. 
1\lr.BECK. l\1r.President,ifthisimportantreportistopass by deftbult 

in this way I wish to say a. few words in opposition to it if I can. l~or 
the first time during this session I am suffering with such a cold that I can 
Jmrdly speak above my breath. Indeed this morning I could not. But 
UR the yeas and nays have been called for, if nobody desires to oppose it, 
while I am not able to do myself or the subject justice, I will do the 
best I c.·m to furnish what I consider good reasons why it ought not to 
be concurred in. 

With the slight examination I have been able to make of it, the re­
port provides for largo increases in taxation wherever they have at­
tempted to touch it, in every paragraph, in every schedule, except one 
or two very unimportant ones, on the bill as it passed the Senate, and 

·jn many instances above what was cvenproposedbythe mostultrapro-
tectionists in the House of Representatives. 

I knew from the first that we would at last have a worse bill imposed 
upon tJJe country than either the House or the Senate desired. I knew 
it would go by hook or crook, and it has gone by both, to a.·conference 
committee that would impose upon us just such class legislation as they 
-pleased, in defiance of the will of both Houses, and make a tariff to suit 
themscl ves and their friends and force it upon the American people. 

I will take up one item to illustrate what I mean. I select it from 
the few items I have been able to examine in the last few minu tcs. Iron 
ore, the base of all the iron industries, was reported by the Tariff Com­
mi3sion at 50 cents per ton, in these "·or$: 

The col11IUission recommends n. specific rate of 50 cents per ton. instead of the 
rrcsent rute of20 per cent. ad valorem. The reasons that have led to this con­
-clusion arc that there has been gl'ea.t difficulty in ascertaining the exact '\"alue 
-<>f orcs, pnrticulllry those exported from Spain and the 1\Iediterranean. 

The importation of iron ores in. large quantities commencecl in the last half of 
tho yclir 1870. The ad valorem rate of 20 per cent. during the pa!lt three years 
llas on the average equaled a specific rate of 54 cents per ton. 

They then proceedqd to state the difficulty they had in getting the 
.exact ad valorem, which was about 54 cents a ton. Theyassumed that 
.UO cents specific afforded better protection than that. I have read their 
_Drofessions to the Senate several times during this debate, and I thought 
I would not take time now to do so; but my voice may iruprc>e after 
.a little, and I will venture to read again a portion of the report. The 
-commission say: 
· Excessive duties generally, or exceptionally high duties in parlicular cases, 

discredit our whole national economic system and furnish plausible arguments 
'for its eomplete subversion. They serve to increase uncertainty on tlle part of 
industrial enterprise, whether it shall enlarge or contract its operations, and 
tn;ke from commerce, as well as production, the sense of stability required for 
e.xtencled undertakings. It would seem that the rates of duties under tho exist­
Jug tnrifr--tixed for the most part, during the war under the evident necessity at 
"that limo of st~uln.ting to its utmost extent all domcstie production-might be 
.adapted, through reduction, to .the present co? clition of peace req~iri?g no sl!ch 
extraordinary stimulus. And m the mecban~cal an~ manufactunngmclustr~cs, 
~specially those which have been long establlsh~d, 1t woulcl seem that the Im­
provements in machinery and processes made Within the lllf>t twenty years, and 
i.llo high Beale of productiveness which has become a. characteristic of their es­
t~hlisluncnts, would permit our. manufac;tu.rers to. coiiJ1!>cte with their foreign 
r1vals under a. suustautial rcductwn of eX18tmg dut10s. 

Entertaining these views, the comm.i~sion bus sought t~ Prese~t a: scheme of 
tarill' duties in which substantial reductwn should be the dtslmgmshingfeature. 

"Tile average red notion in rates, including that from the enl:u~ement of tJ;te free­
list and tho abolition of the duties on charges and commlSSlOns, ut wh1ch tho 
commission haS aimecl is not less on the average than 20 per cent., ancl it is tho 
opinion of the commission that the reduction will reach 2.3 per cent. There­
duction, slight in some cases, in others not uttempteu, is in many cases from 40 
·to 50 l>Cr ccut. · . 

I need not read more. As I said, I will speak of iron ore ~t, be­
(-:J.U::;c it illustrates more prominently and plainly than anytlnn<l' else 
what I desire to prove as to the outragcouscharacterofthisreport. ~en 
the Senate of the United States-! will begin with our own achon­
laad this question under discussion, many of the most intelligent men 
of the country, not..<tbly Ron. ABRAM S. HEWITT, laid facts before the 
.country an<~ before Congress to show that it was indispensable to the 
-grea~ ~on mdustries of this country, as imported iron ore had many 
qualities t~at iron ore found in tills country docs not possess, that it 
flhould be illlportcd free of duty, as when so imported it is used for the 
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purpose of mixing with our own native ore, the foreign ore being low 
in phosphorus and there being a great deal of phosphoru.':l in our own. 
He proved to my satisfaction that Ni would extend and cheapen the 
manufacture of our iron products and increase the nses to which our. 
native ores could be applied. 

Earnest efforts were made on the part of some Senators, notably the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE], to increase the duty on oro 
above 50 cents, which the commission &'lid was the true rate, v;·hich 
the Senate committee said was the true rate, wh).ch the Senate as in 
Committee of the \Vhole determined was the true rate, and voted dm-..'D 
upon the yeas and nays by overwhelming majorities e>ery effort to in­
crease it. The House of Representatives, with Mr. KELLEY at its head, 
I suppose I may now speak of the action of the House, as tbeh actq arc 
freely discussed, and I suppose their action is under review, !:'aid GO cents 
per ton was the true rate of taxation on iron ore. There was no dhsa­
greement lJetween the House of Heprcsentatives and the Ser:n.te u.s to 
iron ore. 

No committee of conference, dealing justly v.ith both Houses and 
representing the expressed will of both Houses of Congress, could de­
cently assume, when the two Houses had disagTeed or had agreed, to 
change the rate oftaxation upon which they had Rgreed. Yet this con­
ference committee so called, acting, as I think, in defiance of the order 
of the Senate and in plain violation of their known duty, increwed the 
duty on iron-{)re; that both Houses had agreed should not be taxed more 
than 50 cents a. ton to 75 cents a ton, or 50 per cent. increase on the tax 
agreed on; and what is the effect of that usurpation of unwarranted 
authority? One case illustrates the whole-577,118 tons of iron-{)ra 
were imported last year; by adding 25 cents a. ton to the cost of it the 
conference have added to the tax: on that rnw material $14-1,279.50, 
assuming that the same quantity will be imported. 

\Vhy was this done? By what authority'? Obeying whose orders? 
What disa.greeing vote did they adjust? The House had voted 50 cents; 
the Senate had voted 50 cents; they had agreed. The conferees arbi­
trarily overthrew what both Houses had agreed upon, and added a tax 
upon the importn.-tions of this raw material of $144,219.50, and we are 
to be told that we must hurry this report through because of the late 
hour of the session and al19w that outrage to be perpetrated without 
question, and without being even told by the chairman of the com­
mittee why it was done; indeed, he carefully concealed the fact, merely 
saying that there was no material increase of taxa.ti.on in any of the 
changes they had made, when there is 50 per cent. ir:.creasc of duty upon 
the leading article out of which the iron of this country is made, and 
that was done by him and his associates in dcfutnce of the deliberate 
action of the Hom~e and of the still more deliberate action of the Senate, 
all of which was well known to the conferees. 

I have the debate upon that subject before me. I turned to it when 
I saw the outrage sought to be imposed on the country. I may bo a 
little tedious, but I propose to expose this. The motion was made in 
this body by the Senator from "Virginia [Mr. 1\IAHO~E], one ofthecon­
forees, by the way, placed there at~ late hour, to increase the duty upon 
iron ore to $2 iru;tead of 50 cents a. ton. That motion received one vote; 
that was the vote of the Senator from Virgini:l, I presume, because 
when the question was taken as to whether a divi..c;,;ion was necessa<ry 
the following occurred: 

1\Ir. HOAR. l\Iay I inform my friend that the Chair has called for tho ayes and 
one "ny" only responded? Is it worth while to have the yeas ancl nays? 

An effort was next made to make the tax a dollar a ton. That was 
voted down; 85 cents was tried; 75 cents was tried; 60 cents was tried. 
At a. dolhr, if I mistake not, the vote was 11 in favor to 37 against it. 
Then the motion was made to make it 75 cents, and 15 voted in the af­
firmative and 34 in"thenegativeupon a call oftheyeasandnays. Sixty 
cents was tried, and the Senate persistentlyrefused to inorcaseitabov'e 
50 cents, and the House upon a vote refused to increase it above 50 
cents a ton. The proposition to increase the tax was tried again on the 
16th day of February in the Senate, on the motion of the Senator from 
.Michigan [Mr. Co~GER]; he sought to make the duty 85 cents. The 
propriety of the increase wns reargued and every effort was made upon 
n call of the yeas and nays to tax iron ore higher than 50 cents a ton. 
It was again voted down by an overwhelming majority. 

In view of all these undoubted facts I ask the Senate, nnd I intend to 
appeal to the country even from the Senate, what ric-rht had that body 
of men who were sitting in secret council, authorize~ only to act npen 
disagreeing votes between the two Houses and to sustain the action of 
the Senate by all honorable means, to consider the tax on 'iTon ore, on 
which the House and Senate had agreed, and raise ·the duty on it 50 
per cent. and then come here without even deigning to state the fuc1B 
and tell us that we must adopt the report tiley have made, right or 
VI'Tong-fas et n.cfas--or we arc obstructors of public business? 

1\Ir. HARRIS. Do I understand the Senator from Kent.ucky to state 
that the conference report proposes to impose a duty on iron ore greater 
than either the House or Senate has voted to impose on it? 

1\Ir. BECK. I do, and I appe:;:.l to the members of the conference 
committee themselves now on this floor, or any one of them, to deny 
it or to contradict what I say if they can. They have wrongfully in­
'Crcased this tax 50 per cent. I ask the chairman of tho Finance Com­
mittee ifthatisnottrue? I wait forananswernow. Iha>etheiionse 
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bill, I have the report of the House committee, I have the action of the 
House, I have the double action of the Senate; and I aver that the con­
ference committee has placed a tax on iron ore 50 percent. higher than 
either the House or the Senate, and that the House and the Senate had 
agreed upon the same rate before the bill was sent to the conference 
committee. 

Mr. MORRILL. The House had not adcd on this bili but rejected 
our amendments in gross. 

:Mr. HARRIS. Did not the House have a bill upon whi<:h they acted 
en the iron schedule? 

Mr. BECK. Yes, and voted uponit. Hereistheirbill:fix.ingtherate 
at 50 cents per ton. If they had no bill, if they had no schedule to 
present to our conferees, where was the disagreeing vote between the 
House and the Senate, if this bill is not to be referred to as the propo~ 
sition on which the House acted? If there was no bill of the House 
then where was the disagreement? What could any conferee on ibe 
part of the House say to the Senate that the House requil"ed, or that 
our conferees ought to abandon the vote of the Senate on any schedule 
.and give it up unless there was something that the House had done? 

I aver, and the silence of the four or the five or whatever the num­
ber who agreed to this report gives consent to the truth of my state­
ment, that they have imposed an increased tax of 50 per cent. on all 
the iron ore that comes into the country beyond what either the House 
or the Senate had imposed, and when the House and Senate were 
agreed. 

If these admitted facts do not condemn this whole report and stamp 
it as a thing absolutely unfit for the Senate to indorse I do not think 
any argument of mine will. There is not a Senate conferee who will 
venture to rise in his place and either justify it or excuse it. It stands 
confessed as a plain violation of their known duty. 

Passing from that, though one illustrates all, look at the action of 
the conference committee relative to gla:is-ware, one of the first im­
portant tlrings touched in the report. Let me examine their action in 
that regard. 

This is. the language of the prcsen t law : 
Earthen,stone,orcrockcry wure,white, glazed, ellgcu1printeu, pn.i.nted, dippcu, 

or cren.m-colored, not otherwise provided for, 40 per cent. 

That of course relates to c.1.rthcn, stone, and crockery ware. The plain­
est character of designs on paper can be painted and pasted on plain crock­
ery, and when placed in thefurnacethepapcris burnt out and the paint 
or print remains. That is the whole process; there is no skill or intel­
lect involved; it is done by the plainest, simplest process; the designs 
are painted bythebundred or thousandonpiccesofpaper and burnt in; 
thepaper, as I said, burnsofi'andleavesthepaintorprint. Yettheconfer­
encecommitteewithoutanyreasonintheworld thaticanseo, ha.vetakcn 
that class of cheap goods out ofthe schedule where the Senate placed 
them at 50 per cont., which is 25 per cent. increase on the duty under 
the present l:1w, because it was said we had given importers the benefit 
of a reduction of taxes, by taking the duty off the packages, which on 
the cheapest classes of goods amount to, say, 10 per cent. Our conferees 
have ta.ken these goods from the schedule of 50 per cent. and placed them 
in the schedule of GO per cent., an increase of 50 per cent. on thepresent 
mte, along with china., porcelain, parian, and bisque ware, and the other 
decorations th:::Lt ornament the m..'Ultel-pieecs of the rich. 

Mr. MORRILL. IdesiretogivctheSenatorfromKentnokya further 
fact, so tb...1.t he c::m make out tlie ca.:;e as bad as he can. 

Mr. BECK. \Vhat is it. 
lir. MORRILL. It is a little worse th::m he sta.tcs it, because, as I 

have said, the conferees have accepted the House provision. 
lfr. BECK. I thought the Senator said a while ago that there was 

no House provision-when I was speaking in reference to the action of 
the House in regard to iron ore. 

Mr. MORRILL. I mean to say the provision presented by the House 
conferees. \Ve have inserted that, and this is therefore not a correct 
print in the bill on the desks of Senn.tors. · 

!-Ir. BECK. The earthen, stone, and crockery ware, painted and 
gilded, is taken out of the 50 per ll:cnt. schedule of the Senate by its 
conferees and placed in the GO per cent. schedule, or else they have 
printed it wrong. 

Mr. 1;lORRILL. The Senator does not understand me now. I wish 
to notify him that we ha-ve made it even worse than that; that we ha-ve 
placed this other earthen and stone ware at 55 por cent., insteau of 50 
per cent. as it stands in the print on the table here. 

Mr. BECK. I do not know lt.ow bad they have made it. I have 
no doubt they have made it as · bad as they could for the people and as 
good as they could for the men who are here demanding still more ex­
cessive bounties. I ha>e never beard the revenues of the Go>crnment 
5p0ken of as being worthy of consideration by any gentleman on the 
other side during this whole discussion. I h:1ve never heard the rights 
of the consumers of this country spoken of as being worthy of considem­
tion while extravagant taxes were being imposed. The whole question 
has been, how much can the iron-men afford to take off; how much will 
the cotton schedule, how much will the woolen schedule hear reduction, 
or shall they be increased above present rates? And when Senators ex­
amine into the pretended reductions they mil prove to be increases in 
nine cases out of ten, all assertions to the contrary notwithstanding. 

/ 

The swa~ of lobbyists who arc now here and have been for weeks­
are all begging for more bounty, more protection, or rather more tax~ 
ation on the people to enrich themselves. These are the plates [ex­
hibiting] that the conference committee have put up to a 60 per cent. 
tax after the Senate had peremptorily refused to consider all the prop­
ositions urged when we had these matters under consideration. 

Yet the chairman tells us that they are making this increase of taxa­
tion in the interest of economy, careft1lly refraining from stating tho­
facts, and frowning upon any attempt to expose their act<> as improper 
and factious opposition. Of that plain crockery-ware, a.-; you "V'iill ob­
serve by looking over the schedule that we have before us furni:'ihed 
by the Treasury Department, there were goods imported last year t<> 
the value of $4,400,000, at 40 per cent. The duty whieh the people 
paid on them was $1,775,294. By the provision now proposed on the 
same amount of importation at GO per cent. they will have to pay 
$2,662,941, or an increase of $887,G48 over the present high war tarifr 
that everybody says ought to be reduced, and they will have to pay 
~443,824 by this change of ra.te on the same importations more than 
they would ha,·e to pay under the bill as it passed the Senate at 50 per 
cent. That is called a slight modification, a very slight increase., so in­
significant that the chairman seemed to think that the report shoul<.l 
be concurred in without a word. He did not even think that it was 
worth while to tell ns what he and his co-conferees had done. 

Turn to another change in the gbss schedule and see what tho auto­
crats ofthe conference have done. \Ve struggled over the question of 
taxing bottles time and again, first in Committee of the Whole and 
next in the Senate; that question was brought up in season and out of 
season. We set-Hod it at 30 per cent., and provided that bottles in which 
apollinaris and other natural mineral waters came should be free. No 
man venturell to make an argument worth calling such against that 
provision. It was aumittcd that when a bottle once reaehes this conn­
try, whether it has apollinaris water in it or anything else, it Ct;)m­
pctcs when it reaches here with the domestic manufacture of bottles 
precisely to the same extent whether it comes free or paiJTS a tax. \Ve 
all agreed that if the people 'w..nted these wah~rs they had a y;ight to 
have them. 

\Ve thought there were some things the people ought to have 'Yith­
out being taxed to death, and that tue water of the springs of the worlcl 
tha.t they might prefer as conducive to their health or their l)lcasure 
ought not to be taxed; all agreed that was right. Yet this conference 
committee., this secret concla-ve-they were in no proper sense conferees, 
yet I shall speak of them as Ruch-not only imposed a heavy tax upon 
all the bottles in which apollimtris and other waters come, as you will 
see by turning over to the free-list, but theyincreascll the tax upon all 
the other bottles used in this country from the present tax of ~0 per cent. · 
to about 100 per cent., although we had voted the ])roposition to do so 
down, as I have stated, every time it was offered, both in committee and 
in the Senate, until every advocate of the increased tax had ~iven it up. 
Yet these gentlemen sccrdly and wrongfnlly bring it baclnnth the tax 
of 100 per cent. on tbese things. 

I regard their action as an outrage, in .flagrant disregard of thclm.own 
will of Congress. I read the other day (sec page 91 of the RECORD for 
February 21), as Senators will recollect when I restate it, that we aro 
only importing bottles valued at about $272,000 annually, even at 30 
per cent. I showed then that the Rcpresenta"bive from Milwaukee and 
the Representative from Saint Loui:-s argued this question with great 
ability on ihe fl.oor of the House. I read from t,hcir speechc~; I will 
read from them again to show what an outrage has been perpetrated by 
the reimposition of this enormous and unnecessary tax. Mr. DEUSTER, 
from Uilwaukeo, said t.l<tat he had talked to Mr. Bodine, the president 
of the Nation:11 Glass l\Ianufacturc.rs' Association, and that 1\Ir. Bodine 
told him that-

There were manufacturetlin the UuitctlStatcs last yenr of qunrt l.JotUc.c; alone, 
nscu-l10rribile dictu-for bottling beer, 2:5,000 gross. I am informed thut tho 
quantity of pints is ten times us great, ·wbicll would be 2,GOO,OOO grot>s. HcsideR, 
there were many other kin us and sizes of green and co lorcu bot Ues, vials, demi­
johns, cnrboys, picklo or 11rcscrvc jars, auu t!>tllcr plain, molded, or prcsseu 
green and colo1·eu bott.lcs. 

The importation of the very small amount, ~:?20,000 wort.b, of glass-ware, em­
bracing all these articles just enumerated, served to keep prices mut.lc by our· 
manufacture.rs in aomcwhat reasonable bouudil. 

Even at 30 per cent. they manufacturell all but. that small quantity. 
Impose a duty of 100 per cont., and their prices will no longer be kc1)t 
'rithin reasonable bounds; it is not intended by-the conferees that they 
shalll>e. 'l'he Scm1tor from Vermont and his ii·icnds on the conference 
committee, in spite of the Senate, propose to giYe them n. monopoly or·_ 
this business. There will be no mo:re importations of any sort., and the 
prices will be just whate>er their protected 11ets see fit to ask; that is 
their favorite mode of reclucingrevenue, by trebling the burdens of tax­
ation and putting the money of the peo11le into the poekets of their· 
friends instead of into the Treasury of the United States. 

The Representative from whom I read put it well when he said: 
Tllnt is exactly whn.t these gentlemen of the NatiQnul Glass l\Ianufacttu·ers' 

A ssociution object to. They want the ficlu all for thcmselvel:l, so that their com­
bination cun dictate prices ad libitum. Of course they profess to have solely the 
interests of the poor workingman at heart; he is always pusheu to the front 
when the intere10ts of the cupitulists require 1t. But these gentlemen knew that 
Congress would not consent to have the tariff increo.sed. 

Tn1c Congress would not, but tlus TicprcscntatiYe had no idea of the-

t 
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power, no idea. of the audacity or mendacity of a conference committee. 
He said further: 

So some sleight-of-hand performance, some hocus-pocus must be resorted to. 
The world wants to be deceived; ergo, decipitur. A change from an ad valor~m 
to a specific duty in this case might accomplish tho purpose. "Eureka I" cr1es 
thepoor down-wodllenglass-king. Now, whatwill betheresultofthischan~? 

A spec'iiic duty of 1! cents amounts to over 100 per cent. ad valorem. I cowd 
show it to the satisfaction of every gentleman on this floor had I the time. As I 
have not, you will have to take my word for it. I can assure you that I have 
investigated this subject fully, accurately, and dispassionately. This proposed 
f!pecific whoultl raise the price ofpreserve;jars per dozen, costing the consumer 
now ~1.50, to at least S1.75. A dozen of" Protector" preserve-jars weighs about 
nineteen potmlls. The additional duty being 1 cent per pound, these jars would 
cost the dealer 19 cents more. He of course woultl ehargethe consumer at least 
25 cents over present prices. 

Again he adds: 
The bottles which our brewers use weigh 1;\- pounds -each, or 216 pounds per 

gross. '!'hat makes the duty on the gross $.3.24, instead of ~1.11, as now, or 2t 
c.:ents perbottleinsteadof .77 cent. Add the $3.24 to the NewYorkvalueof$3.17 
per gross and we obtain $6.41 per gross instead of the present price of $-ci.:!S, a dif­
erence of ~.13 per gross. A brewer wants for every 6,000 barrels of beer bottled 
exactly 1,000,0QO bottles, or 6,952 gross. Add to the price of the gross by pu-...Wng 
to it the new proposed rate of increase of d nty of ~!:!.!3 per gross, and we increase 
tho expense of bottling for every 6,000 uarrcls $14,807.86. There are brewers who 
bottle over 100,000 barrels annually. 

The 11-Iil waukee brewer who bottles 100,000 barrels annually consumes 
almost as many bottles asareimportedintothe United States in a year. 
The Senate of the United States refused to increase the tax above 30 per 
eent. But our would-be masters, disregardingourwill, have increased 
it to a cent a pound, or 100 per cent. upon all th!lt class of bottles in 
the interest of the bottle-makers, adding to the tax paid by a single 
brewer who bottles 100,000 barrels of beer a,nnually over $200,000, in 
order to put the moneyinto the pocketsofsomeoftheirfriends. They 
have, I repeat, in plain violation of the orders of the Senate, placed the 
bottles in whlea apollinaris, vichy, and other natur~l w::tters are im­
ported on the t:1x::tble list, and whether they will impose a charge on 
them of 1 cent :1 pound or whether they will be t:1xcd at 30 per cent .. 
ad valorem will depend upon a careful construction of the conflicting 
clauses contained in the conference report, which, if Senators will rend, 
they will see were inserted, if not for tho purpose, certainly with tho 
effect of deceiving and of requiring the Treasury Department to give tho 
m:mafacturer here the benefit of the doubt and thus force the officials 
to decide that they shall pay 100 per cent.; bec:mse after the long and 
app:uently succes.sfnl struggle that we made not to allow the highest 
duty to be imposed in doubtful cases, the conferees providc--aml I be­
lieve that was the point at which the Senator from Delaware and myself 
left t.he conference, it boing the first important chango in our tariff 
amendment, as there was no question in regard to the internal-revenue 
ta~es which both Hou,ses had acted on, and as towhichno difference of 

· opinion was developed, I suppose the relief given there is relied on to 
carry through on the ~Single vote to which we are now confined all the 
atrocities of the tariff amendments: 

If two or more r9tes of duty shonlu be applicable to any imported article, it 
Ehall lJO classified for duty unucr the highest of such rates. 

They h::tve one mte of 30percent. for bottlesfillccl; thatis, thoyshall 
p~y 30 por cent. ad valorem in addition to the duties on the contents. 
Yet the confcrencecommitteeinscrtanothcr amendment in these words: 

All gl!l.Ss bottles o.nll decanters, and other like vessels of g-lass, shall, if filled, 
pay the snmo rates of duty, in additioa to any duty chargeable on the contents, 
us if not tilleu, except u.s in this act otherwi!!e specially provided for. 

That is 1 rent a pound, or 100 per cent. a(l valorem on commo:n bot­
tles. One of these conflicting provisions in regard to bottles makes 
them pay 30 per cent. if f.Llled, and another provision makes them pay 
the same dut.y whether :filled or not. By tho general claruo as to the 
lrighest rJ.tc in doubtful cases they will be required to pay 100 per cent., 
in my opinion. If that is not a trick I do not know what to call it. I 
do not intend to charge any Senator with trickery, but tho provision 
they have maue th!lt whenever there is a doubt, or it can be co:!lstrucd 
that thoro arc two or more rates applicabletothearticleit.shallpaythe 
highest, these two conflicting provisions will give tho officials a chance 
to ta..x. it n..t the highest rate. 

Mr. MORRILL. I know the Senator from Kentucky does not wish 
to misinform the Senate. The glass bottles to which he referred hst 
are of a vary different kind from green-glass bottles. These arc flint 
and limo glass bottles which are imported, a very di:fTcrent article. 

:Ur. BECK. It may be that tho last provision as to glass bottles 
docs not cover a.pollinaris bottles. I do not know how these provisions 
will be construed. I do not want to make any mista.!>.c as to tho facts, 
and I feel that my voice will fail me ifldwcllatany_le:ngthonde~ils. 
I have looked at some otl1er things in this report durmgthe short~1me 
I have had it. I will call attention to them. 

I will speak next ofpig-iron. The Senate of the United States ~ad 
along an<l earnest <,liscussion as to the propriety of a genoml reductiOn 
of ta~ i~ the iron schedule, as all agreed that reasonablY: cheap pig-iron 
was mdispcnsable to enable the people to obtain cheap finished produc~s. 
~ e agr~ed upon $6 per ton as being the proper rate to charge on plg­
lron, w1th a like rate on scmp-iron, both steel and cast.. It was debated 
long and ably in all its aspects. I h::tvo the debate before me. I had 
expected to read p:u-t of it, but I find. that I cannot. We agreed upon 
a uuty of $6 a ton. After a while, wbc.h we had gone through the bill 

in Committee of the Whole, the Senator from Ohio threatened to vote 
against the bill, and to defeat all our efforts at giving the people any 
relief in internal or tru:iff taxation unless we increased the tax on pig­
iron and upon such articles in the iron schedule as he demanued. I 
will read from his speech before I close. He read telegrams from Hon. 
Henry B. Payne, of Cleveland, and others, telling him to vote against 
the bill, and he said he would obey their orders unless we obeyed his. 

I repeat that the Senator from Ohio threatened the Senate with the 
defeat of the whole bill. After all sorts of efforts, and when he had 
drawn the party whip over the heads of his 1ollowers with an audacity 
I had never seen equaled in any public assembly, by threats and every 
other means that a great, bold parliamentary leader can assert over the 
men who look up to him, he finally succeeded in having$6.50 imposed 
ns the tax upon pig-iron. 

That was the last cent be could obtain by promises, ilattery, or 
threats, but his resources were not exhausted. The conference com­
mittee met, and under the lead of the Senator from Ohio, I may safely 
assume, at his dicl::ktion, they have imposed a tax upon pig-iron of' 
$6.72 per ton and insist that we must accept it. \Yhat is the effect of 
that? Of scra-p and pig iron 763,761 tons were imported last year. 
Seventy-two cents incrca!;e over the $6 that the Senate had agreed upon 
until the Senator from Ohio drove his party up to an increase would 
be $549,905. Twenty-two cents per ton-being the difference between 
this report and $G. 50, the highest point to which the Senator could in­
duce the Senate to a<lvancc ~after aU the coercion he could impose upon 
his followcrs-~2 cents per ton on 763,7G1 tons is 5169,027 additional 
tax tha.t thi'3 conference committee has placed upon pig-iron; and we 
all know that we have to accept that report as a whole or reject it. 

What next? Take railway-oars. !want the conferees on the part of 
the Sonate to tell thcSenatewhytheybaveimposed the taxtheyb.ave in 
t be report they pr~sent for our accep~ce. Let me show what they have 
<lone. This is another undoubted l:lbiiTpation ofpower by the conference 
committee. Steel mil way-ba:rs wore put by the Senate at seven-tenths of 
1 rcn t a pound when weighing more th:m twenty -fi vc pounds to th3 yard. 
That is $15.68 per ton. The House voted on that quef:;tion also; if we 
arc to look to the House, it imposed. a ta.x of $15 per ton on rails. The 
House voted for a bx of GS cents a ton lower than the Senate en steel 
railway-bars, the House bill proviuing for a duty of $15 and the Sen­
ate bill $15. GS a ton. Bear these facts in mind. 

What dill the conferees do? They have imposed a tax upon steel 
rail way-b:::.rs of $17 per ton. The Senate had imposed a. t:lx of $15. GS, 
tho House $15. The conferees, purportin~ to meet for tho purpose of 
reco:nciling the disagreeing votes between the two Hou..<;es, imposed a 
tax on that article of $17 per ton, or $2 more than tho House had im­
posed upon it ancl $1.32 more thn.n the Senate had imposed upon it. 
Iagainaskanyofthem to rise now and telltbeSenateby"·hat authority 
they seck to impose a higher tax on this important article tban either 
House imposed. I cliarge them with a gross violation of their power 
and a usurpation of au-l;hority not granted to them in doing so. 

The amount of importation of that class of steel n:ils during the last 
year was about 200,000 tons. The report of thQ conference as to the tax 
upon tha.t article is an increase of $400,000 on last year's imports o•er­
-what the House had agreed to impose upon it, and of S2G,1, 000 o-ver what 
the Senate had imposed upon it; and yet under prctcm;e ofreeonciling 
the disagreeinrr votes of the two Houses they imposed an adtlitional tax 
upon the people of $400,000 more th:m the House of Hepresenta ti ves had 
dem:mde<l and ~2G4,000 more than the Senate had Raid ought to be im­
posed. Iftbat is not an outrage upon the rights. of this people, if it i!i 
not a violation of the known duty of the committee, while pretcniling. 
to reconcile the disagreeing or conflicting votes between the two Houses, 
by placing a tax higher than either H~use had suggested, then I do not 
understand what it is, and can kardly <:haracterize it as I ought in par­
liamentary language. 

lt1r. HA.RRIS. I want to ask the Senator from Kentuck--y if, in re­
spect to tho matter th:1t he is now referrin~ to, this conference commit­
tee has exceeded the vote of each of the Houses in regard to the tax 
imposed? 

Mr. BECK. It has increased it $:3 per ton over wh:.tt the House h.'ld 
imposed and $1.32 over what the Senate had imposed. 

1Ir. HARRIS. More than either House proposed. 
l\Ir. BECK. M:oro than either House, to the amount of $400,000 

more than the House of Heprc~cntativcs proposed and $:26-1,000 more 
than the Senate proposed, based upon the importations of last ye:u-. 

~Ir. )Li:XEY. I should like to ask tho Senator from Kentucky a 
question on thepointhc is discussing. TbeScnatefucd the rate of tariff'" 
on iron or steel ra.ils at $15. GSa, ton and the House fixed it at $15. Now 
I ask tho Senator from Kenluch.ry, in his experience in the House and 
in the Senate and in conferences, whetherthere has ever fallen under his 
knowledge or experience one rase where a conference committee h::tve 
inserted provisions in the bill against the vote of the Senate and the 
House. 

.M:r. BECK. I ne•er heard of such r..n instance, :mu I do not belie>e 
any other Senator ever heard of it before; but there never was a meas­
ure like this before; it was concei>e1l in sin and is now brought forth 
in iniquity; evezything that has been done in regard to it has been done­
without. the slightest 1·egard to the interest of the people or the reve-
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nues of the country. Of course there is no parallel. I want some Sen­
ator to ask some one of these conferees, as none of them T"entare to an­
swcrmy questions, why it was and by whose authority he imposed a 
tax of 8:3 per to~t on all the steel rails for the r::tilroalls of this country 
above what the House had taxed them, and $1.32 a ton above what the 
Senate had imposed, unless it was to onrich some of the great monopo­
lists of the country whose support anu aid they look to as being worth 
more to them in their politicn,l ambitions than tho welfttre of tho great 
mass of the tax-payers of Amoricn,. 

Mr. MAXEY. The object I hau in view in asking tl1e question was 
this: As the representatives of the people had fixed the tax at $15 a 
ton and the Senate at S1G.G8, these conferees, whoever they represent, 
fixed it liighcr than the reprcsent::lti,cs of the people or of the States 
fixed it. I want that fact placed before the people of the country. 

Ur. BECK. Now, Mr. President, to proceed. I assume that I will 
be charged with tryin.~ to talk this bill to death as I haT"e been before. 
Th::~>t is not true, I only want to have the facts unucrstood. Again, the 
-Senate agreed upon a duty 011 bar-iron not less than three-quarters of 
an inch in. diameter, and S!Juare iron not more than three-quarters of 
an inch square of $20 I>er ton, and upon round iron less th::m thrce­
qnl1t'ters of an inch square of 822 per ton the conferees have increased 
that tax from $20 per ton in the one jnstance to $22.40 per ton, and in 
the other from 622 a ton to $24. G4 per ton; the original rates were fix:ed 
by the Senate "\\ith the aiel anu by the vote of the Senator from Ohio, 
-one of the conferees. We had a right to suppose tllat he would adhere 
to his own votes, yet after so votin,£f and auvocatingthelower rates, say­
ing that his friend from Georgia L~Ir. BnoWN] was right in imposing 
these rates, he now turns round in secret conference anu imposes upon 
all tho iron rolled, haminercd, or otherwise advanced an additional tax 
of $2.40 a ton upon one class and $2. G4 upon the other. 

Again, Mr. President, passing on to another clause, light steel rails, 
of which there is a very large importation, to wit, a class of rails used 
for street-railways, tramways, nnrrow-gangeroads, anil, inclined planes, 
in short all that class of rails generally used by the sma,ller and poorer 
corporations, bythe municipal authorities, or by individuals, of which 
the importation la.'1t year was $2,G58,997 in value and the reT"enue 
$1,414,mo, the Senate of the United States imposed a duty of eight­
tenths of a cent per pound upon all that class of gom1s, or $17.92 per 
ton. I have not had an opportunity of examining what the House did 
in that regard, if their bill is to be considered. It seems to be worthy 
of consideration according to the chairman's view whenever the con­
feree3 think they finu some excuse for their conduct by refening to what 
the House has done, and claim that the House had no bill when they 
increase taxes heyond what either House imposed. 

Mr. l\IAXEY. The committee reported tJ.lat class of ba:rs weighing 
less than twenty-five pounds to the yard at $21 per ton. On full delib­
eration and discussion in the Sonate it was reduced to $17.U2 per ton 
or eight-t-enths of 1 cent per pound. That was reduced 1Jy the Senate 
after a tliscussion. 

· :Mr. BECK. Under the present law iron bars for inclined planes, as 
the official statement in my hand shows, the rate is seven-tenths of a cent 
a pound or G3 per cent. au valorem. The Tariff Commission proposed. 
seT"en-tenths of a cent a pound and the Senate imposed a tax of eight­
tenthsofacentapound. Thisso-calledconferencecommitteotaxed them 
above whatthe'l'ariffCommissionreported, abovethepresentlaw, above 
the action of the Senate. They ha.T"e dindcd the paragraph into two parts 
and placed nine-tenths of a cent a pound upon a portion of them, in­
creasing them from $17.92per ton to $20.16, and upon the balance of 
them, where they aro punched, to 1 cent a pound or $22.40 per ton. 

Upon a portion of tllese goods they make an increase of $2.24 a ton 
and upon the balance there is an increase of $4. GO; and this, though the 
Senate proposition for taxation upon all this class of articles was higher 
tkan the present law and higher than tho Tariff Commission report. In 
this miserable sham conference, after all weha.T"e done, on articles that were 
importedlastycartothe value of $2,6"58,977, paying a revenue of $1,414,-
910, they make an increase of $2.24 a ton on half and of $4.GO upon 
the other half, without any reason that I can seo unless it is to pile up 
burdens still higher upon every manor corporation that sees fit to build 
a street railway, a tramway, or anythlng of the sort. Yet we ar~asked 
to set aside tho Senate bill and agree to a report full of such monstros­
ities, which they seek to pass, as though it was an improvement upon 
what we had done. We are told it makes slight modifications, that 
there is hardly anything incrcasell, and the yeas and nays were about 
to be taken as a m::~:.tter of course, as though it would be an obstruc­
tion of public business and would prevent the people from getting the 
ben fit of the invaluable serrices of this conference if anybody dared 
to object to it. I suppose I shall be lectured by the ilistinguishcdSen­
ators for having tho audacity to oxpo~ the misdeeds of that august con­
claT"e. 

That is not all. I have not had a chance to go through tho 1·cport 
thoroughly, because we did not haT"e it more tkm twenty minutes be­
fore we were c:lllcd on to pass upon it at once, time w-aa sa.id to be so 
precious. 

I will pass oT"er a goou m::myofthe changcs theyh:we madcwW1out 
comment. They have inCl·eased the tax on boiler-iron, ou line 5G9, 
$2.20 a ton. They lmve increased the tax upo~ poli<;he<l, p1anished, 

or glanced sheet-iron or sheet-steel $11.20 a ton, although that matrer 
was twice carefully considered; and th.e Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. RoAn] at la:5t read documents to prove iih3t that class of iron 
ought to bereduccu to2 cents per pound. It was reduced on his recom­
menuation, ana yet the conferees have put it up again, taxing it $11.20 
a ton more, ap.d inserting a proviso w-hich I havo not -time to consider 
carefully, but it means mi<;chief. Let me read it to the Senate. It is 
a new proviso inserted by them: 

Protvided, That plate or sheet or tuggers irdn, hy whatever name desig-nated, 
oilier than the polished, planished, or glanced herein provided for, which ha:,~ 
been pickled or cleaned by acid, or by any other material or process, and which 
is cold-rolled, shall pay oue-qu::trter cent per pound m~ro duty than the t•or­
rcsponding gn,uge.s of common or black 1:1heet or tuggers uon. 

'Ve struck that proviso out after deliberate consideration in the Sen­
ate, or in committee, because it was shown that all that iron hnd to bo 
rolled, and the imposition of that additional ta."'C was such a "'lvrong that 
not one of these gentlemen dareu to urge its adovtion in tho Senate; it 
was stricken out, as the debate will show, on proof by gentlemen on 
this floor that the proviso ongh t not to be retained. Yet when they get 
themselves in secret conclave, and with nobody to contradict or e.xpose 
them, and their report has to bo T"oted on as a whole, because a portion, 
however vicious or corrupt, if yon ple..1.se, Cl1U not bo stricken out with­
out defeating tho whole measure, they make a bill to suit themselves 
and their friends. Knowing that there arc so many things in the bill 
that so many men arc interostotl in, they trust that tho Senate can not 
afford to defeat their report. 

Skipping a goou many things, I come now to a matter that ath·udcu 
my attention the moment my eye rcstccl upon it, because it is a subject 
that the Sena.te thoroughly understanlls. The Senator from Ohio, ns 
the Senate will remember, near tho close of the discussion brought be­
fore us a new amendment to the iron schedule. Ho presented it on a 
Saturday morning. I rose to oppose it and sn.id that I did not quite 
comprehend the full extent anu efl'ect of it, bu) I tllouciht I coulu find 
out if I hau time allowed me until Monday morning. There were 
funeral ceremonies to be held at G o'clock that day antl it went over. 
I had examined it before it was calleu up on 1\Ionday, anu when it vms 
unuerstood that the proposition of the Senator from Ohio 'vas to increase 
the duties on all steel not otherwise enumerated from the prcsoot rato 
of 30 per cent. ad vn.lorem to 45 per cent. ad valorem; that H sought to 
chano·e the duties on all the classes of Bessemer steel however nmt1c, 
whether by the pneumatic, Thomas-Gilchrist, basic, Siemens-Martin, or 
any other process imposing a tax of 45 per cent. upon a ccrt:un grade, 
chancinrr classifications and adding to the duties on them by indirect 
meth~ds~ the Senate refused to accept his amendments. Upon n full, 
fair, anu free discussion in this body and au explan::~.tion of the effect of 
his propositions we defeated him in his efforts to tax steel 4i) per cent. 
and held it at 30. We defeated the proposed increase to 45 per cent. 
duty upon Bessemer steel antl maue it40. \Ve kept him from raising 
the duty on crucible steel antl changing tho classification in the way ho 
proposed, greatly to the disgust of tho Senator from Ohio. Yet after 
that defeat, perhaps smarting unuer it, wRnting to take revenge on the 
country and on the Senate, he goes into this so-called conference com­
mittee and has restored in this report every provision that the Senate had 
voted down after full debate when he sought to impose them upon ns. 
In the amendments that I ha.ve exhibited fl'om this conference report 
he lias placeu all the manufactures of steel at the points I rove indica­
ted. I say he; I speak of the Senator from Ohio, because he ic; the leader 
of this movement in courage and audacity ::mu intellect. I know who 
drove tho conference; I see the tracks though he docs not sign the report; 
I know who had iron ore anu pig-iron increased. It is a Sherman-:!\fa-
hone tariff now, as to all the paragraphs in the i-ron ~he~nlc. . 

Senators will obserre that in tho report all our action rn tha Senate 
as to steel is overthrown anu the defeated proposition of the Senator 
from Ohio i.s snbstituteu. I ncT"cr knew a more insolent, not to say in­
sulting, proposition made by one member .of a botl:f to .:th? bodY: ~hat 
has trusted hiin with power and ordered him to mamtarn 1ts position. 
There was no House disagreeing vote to meet or combat the wishes of 
the Senate, and the rights of the people were simply disrcgarucd and 
the private wishes and interests of the conferees consult~d. I;et me 
read from the report: 

All of the abovo classes of steel not otherwise specially p1·ovidcu for in this 
act, valued at 4 cents a pound or less, 45 per cent. ud vulorem; above 4 cents a 
pound and not above 7 cents per pound, 2 cents per pound: valued nbovc 7 cents 
and not above 10 cents per pound, 2t cents per pound; valued at ubove 10 conta 
per pound, 3} cents per pound. 

"Forty-fiT"e" is substituted for "40," "4 CCllta" for '· 5," "7" for 
"9 "-in short all our work is. disregarded. I explained the effects of 
the proposed amendments on the 20th of ~~ebruar_y, and eaJ~ not better 
show the effect of the roport than by readmg now what I s:ud then: 

Now the Senator from Ohio proposes upon ull steel embraced in this cln.t~S­
" Ab~vo 4 cents 11 pound and not above 7 cents, 2 cents per pound." 
Therefore his proposition is to o.dd f!22.40 a ton on all that cluss of steel Yalucd 

at o>er 4 ami not over 5 cents a pound. That, I expect, e.mbmc.:;s a, l_::trgc cl~R~ 
of steel nscrl in this country, or wbytl1e propo:;1ctl change 1n dn.ss1llcutwu? 1 et 
we were told on Friuuy night that there was to he no increase on the lower 
grades by tho amendment. I have read the lines fixing 1 eeut a poun1l on all 
these steels mude by the Bessemer process as ugrcro to in OommiUco of tile 
1\-"hole und in the f:lenate. Tbe Senator from Ohlo. has chunJ.red tbe clo.sstfica­
tion. Why, I do not know, except to suit the iron-master,;. He has ohungetl ~t 
so u.;; to put ~AO a ton additional upon all that class of ilel:Scl!ler st:!cl that IB 
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"Valucu not above 5 cents and aboYe 4.. Wby that was done perhaps he can ex­
·plain. 

"What next docs he do? The Senate bill in the lines that he last proposes to 
strike out us to crucible cast-steel ingots and these other matters, Illi1kes this 
proYision: 

"Cruci\Jle cast-steel ing-ots, cogged ingots, blooms, and slal.Js, &c., Yalue.d at 5 
~ents per pound or less, H cent.s per pound." 

The Scuatorfrolll'Ohiopromitics whenever it is '\;alucd at over 4 cents to make 
U1:tt crU(!tblc steel pay 2 cents per pound, so that on that class of goods he udda 
~11.~0 per ton; ami on all that i::l valuerl l>P.twcen 4 and 5 cents a pounu by 11 
-change of cb ·~ific.ation, :j!:22.40 per ton on the l?wcr gmdes of Bessemer s.tcel by 
~:;tribJlg out the hnes he first proposed t-o strike out; nnu. now by the lmes he 
bst proposes to strike out antl the valuation that he put.'\ and the tax he imposes 
$ll20 a ton on all crucihle steel valued b tween 4 and 5 cents per pound. That 
i"' tile next step. 

What next docs he do? The Senate proviucd tl.miupon all crucible cast-steel 
valued at 5 cents and not above 9 cents per pound, the tax.sl10ulcl be 2 ce.nts per 
pound; valuecl at above D cents per pound, 2i cents per pound. That is the 
maximum wilh only two clussifications above 5 cents. \Vhat does the Senator 
;fr01:u Ohio propose'? On steel valued at from 4 to 7 cents u. pound, 2 cents a 
ponnd; from 7 to 11, ~1 cents u. pounrl; anu from 11 up, 3~ cents a. pound. 

I have shown thnt he has put $22.40 a ton by the c.hunge of classification on the 
lower grades of Bessemer steel; that he has put Hl.~O a ton on the grades of 
crucible steel valued between 4 and 5 cents, and ho now propobcs to d~ange the 
duty on that valued from 4 to 7 cents to 2 cents a pound. the Senate having placed 
it from G toll ut 2 cents a pound,heproposesfrom7to 11 to fix the ruteat2tcents 

.n pouncl. In other words, he incrcuses three-fourths of a cent n. pounu or S16.80 
a ton upon all tllat grade of steel valued at from 7 and not more than 9 cents a 
pound, and U1crc is where another large importation is mado, us you will see if 
pm look at U1e taulcs. Sixteen dollara and eighty cents per ton over the Senate 
hill i1:1 proposed upon all steel with from 7 to D cents a pound, and then he makes 
·a classification we have not made at all. because from D up we made all at ~.t 
c!(!uts, nnd he makes it fwm 7 to 11, 2,f cent!:!; aud from ll up, 3,\- cents. So that 
np<>n all steel of all sorts valued at al.>ove 9 cents a pound hendds$16.8') pert0n. 

How ruuny l:li.llions that n.dds to the tuxes of hhiH people I do not know. It is 
n.ll uonc for tll.e bcnctit of a very few establishments m Pittsburgh and elsewhere, 
"t\·hoHe owners confess that they drew this bill, and who are now seeking to urge 

-senators to d efeat it unless they aud to its already onerous taxation all they 
VBD~ , 

I showed during that debate what would be the e.ft'cct of an increase 
,on steel from 30 to .4£) per cent. I will :1gain read from my speech of 
that d::tte: 

I have lookeol over it since Saturday, and I will state how I understanu this 
o,rucndmcnt willlea'Vc the bill if adopted. The clunsc as to "steel not specially 
enumerated or provided for in this act" is to be dclaycol for 11 few minutes, but 
it is purt of tl1 amendment. Steel not otherwise pro vic led for under the eDst­
in~ law now p!lys 30 per ee~t. ad valorem. Under that the importations for the 
year 1882amouut.cd in '\"alue to ~5,742,m~,and the <luty paid wns ~1,7"\!,35~. The 
Senator from Ohio now proposes to increase this tax to 4:3 per cent. 

Though 'We defeated ull his propositions then, he has them in such :1 
slJ.!I}l(} now that ·we can not even get a separate vote on them, though he 
eould not jnsert them after discussion in the Senate. He can do it in 
secret, thon~h.G.cfcated whcnSen::ttora representingStr.tesand tax-payers 
·could meet him face to fllce in fair debate. 

I stated further ju Febru:.try: 
If the S!lme '\"alue of imports continue, the duty that he proposes to impose 

woukll>c :i;2,5S!.mO, or an iucrcnse of duties on the same vulue of g-oods of $761,578; 
and of course all the products of this country, which is perhaps six times as much 
as ilio import .. , or perhaps ten times as m•tch, will be increased in the same ratio. 
In other word.o.;, 50 per cent. is to be added to the duties now imposed by law, by 
the amendment of the Senator from Ohio, upon all steel not otherwise provided 
for in this act which is eonsurncu in this country, whether made at home or 

·abroad. 

Substantially the B:lme presentation was made by the Senator from 
Alab:una and the Sonntor from Texas, and perhaps by other Sen::ttors, 

-the Senator from North C::trolina, I ha'\e no doubt, though I do not 
rccoUcct that he participatetl jn regard to that item, but he was always 
ready and able, and I assume he took part in it. I know the Senator 
from De1.·1iware did; in.short, the Senate rqjectcd all the amendments of 
"the Senator from Ohio which he bas now put into this conference report. 
I Ray it requires an audacity that few men possess to insert into a con­
i'erence report every defeated amendment after the exposure that was 
made as to the effect of the increased tn.xation upon the people, ::tnd ask 
-us to accept it or tell the country that we shall be responsible for the 
defeat of this bill without even Yentu.ring a 'Word of explanation or 
deigning to tell us th..'lt a mnj?rity of th.e House conferees even asketl 
to ha'\e it done. I b.a.rdly thmk they d1d. 

I shall vote arrainst this report for this among other c.'luscs. It is 
made up u!!Thinst the interest of the people of this country, against the 
will of both Houses of Conrrress. I have shown that as to steel rails 
the taxation imposed is beyo='nd what either House voted; I have shown 
that as to iron ore tl:4'lt the two Houses had a~reed, and yet 50 per cent. 
more taxation is sonrrht to be imposc<l and hundreds of thousands of 
-dollars added by thi; conference committee to th? b~rdc!ls of the peo­
ple. I propose to vote against it, aml my word for 1t, 1f. tlns report could 
be defeated we should tell the House of RepresentatiVes, a.s we truly 
can, that "we h::tve sent yon a better bill in our amendment than this 
conference report proposes. You had fur bettcr vote for the Senate amend­
ments that yonr leaders would not allow you ev~n a chance to. concur 
with us in believinrr that thQy would frame in secret a worse btU th::tn 
the Scnat~ had sent; they knew that they would satisfy the pig-iron 
men and the great manufacturing monopolists of the country bettcr 
than the action of tl1e Senate woultl if we reject this conference report 
as v:-c ought to do because of the outrageous pronsions in it,'' my word 
for 1t, the. Hou.<>e to-morrow morning ·will demand a right to vote upon 
t.be ~ucshon o~ concurring in the amendments origin::tlly sent them by 
t!1e Senate wluch are now upon their table, and will say to their con­
ferees as I now say to o1.us, "You have transcended your duty in seek-

ing to impose taxes upon this people beyond what either House ~·d 
demanded.'' That House will take up the Senate bill to-morrow morn­
ing and in spite of its defects and of the high-protective monopolists, 
will pass it before high noon to-morrow as an impro>cment upon this 
report and a bill infinitely bettc.r thn,n this is. 

If we force upon the House of Jloprescntatives by '\Oting for tlllil 
conference report :1 bill that is made worse wherever it has hcen touched, 
tlllt is not improved anywhere, and deprive them of the right Vlbich 
they b::t'\e ne'\er yet had of voting upon the amended bill we originally 
sent them, we are simply joinjng hands with these monopolists in 
forcing :1 'WOrse bill upon the House of Representatives than is now 
upon their ta.ble, that they can vote for in half an hour after we reject 
this. I intend to be no party to any such coercion upon the House, and 
submit to no such dictation here as thm report attempts. 
~ny, Mr. President, look for a moment at the sugar schedule. '\Ynat 

ha'\e they done with it? If I \\ere to ta.ke up this report in deta.il I 
could scarcely ex..rose one-half of its enormities before Conw-ess expired. 
The chairman said just now in his blandest ·way that a S'light incTca.se 
of tax had been imposed on sugar between No. 13 and No. lG; that the 
refiners wanted more than they hacl got, but he thought the committee 
of conference had done reason:::~.bly well for them. ·what do they do? 
'Without touching ::nyothcr item in the sugar schedule they provide: 

All sugar above Ko. 13 and not above No. lG Dutch stundarll, ~.75 cents per 
pound. 

Or $2.75 per one hundred pounds. The Sen:1te had made the duty 
on that 2. 50 cents. The Senate indeed had '\Oted for 2.40 by a vote 
taken by yeas and nays of nearly 40 to less than 20, according to my 
recollection. It was first reported before the change at 2. 65. The sugar 
refiners ne'\er publicly asked for more than 2.65. They thought 2.50 
wn.s too low; thoy feared the low tariff on forei!!Il sug:rrs v.ould destroy 
their' monopoly. There might be competition ?Tom aproad at 2.50 and 
they begged for 2. 65. The Senate voted for 2.40 on a call of the yeas 
and nn,ys after full debate by an o>erwhelming majority. Rec~llcct 
that the sugars between No. 13 and No. 16 Dutch stand:.trd are the bble 
sugars of this country, the onJy sugars b which the m...'l.Ss of consumers 
ha>e :1 direct interest. All the other grades go to the refiner. Thir­
teen to 16 are the sugars people can usc in spite of the refiners n.nd 
without his aid, and that the plain people do usc. Two sixt.y-fise one 
hundredths was all tho refiners asked that ever I heard of, and I be­
lie'\e I h::tve now in my pocket a dozen dispatches when they thought 
I \\US to lJe on the conference committee, begging for 2.65. I do not 
care to read the names of ihe men, but hero they arc; Senators can look 
at them. The conference committee haye made it 2. 75 cents per pound. 

Th::tt is simply giving the sugar-refiners the monopoJy of the sugar 
business of the country. If not <lone on purpose, it was done at the 
di<\i;ation of la.rge sugar-refiners whom I can name. It is the worst out­
rage in this bill. No man can justify it. You willobserre that under 
the existing law there are hardly any imporotions of sugar above No. 
13. Turn to the schedule again and look at it; but I ha'\e looked at 
that so often that I may as well assume that the Senate understand3 it. 
If necessary I will hand the figures to the Reporter. 

.All the sugar that is imported substantially comes in under No. 13, 
and this increase from 2} to 2} cents a pound. gives to the sugar-refiner 
an absolute monopoly of the sugar in this country and imposes burdens 
upon the many who consume sugar all O'\er America. of millions upon 
millions of dollars. ThTh is done exactly in the same spirit tha.t the 
other high taxes were imposed., to build up great monopolies· at the ex­
pense both of the re>enue and of tho consumers of the country. 

The refiners desired an increase from 2.50 to 2.65. Of COID'SC they 
would ask for 3; they would ask for anything; but 2.75, an. increase of 
25 cents on the 100, pounds on that grade of sugar, is nothing more nor 
less than a proposition in the interest of the absolute monopoly of sugar­
refiners. There is not a man on the conference committee who will 
venture to rise in his place and defend this action in the face of the de­
bates we had, in the face of the '\Otes we took, and he Vlill not dare to 
say that he either did or \\oulq have '\enturod upon this floor to ha.>e 
proposed to impose ata.x on sugar graded from No. 13 to No. 16 at 2.75 
cents. The Scnatorfrom Vermont himself begged me to make it 2.50, 
declaring publicly that 2. 50 was satisfactory to him after we bad Yoted the 
t::cr at 2.40. 'Many of my fi·iends on this side oftbeChamber who had 
Yoted for 2.40 with me were quite annoyed when I begged them to yield 
to the urgent request of the,Scnator from Vermont, as perhapswehad 
put it a little too low at 2.40. I remember \\ell that theScnatorfrom 
Tex:.ts was not Yery much pleased nt the change being consented to. 

Now, sir, notwithstanding the Senator from Vermontdidnotventuro 
to ask us to go above 2.50 and no sugar refiner e>cr pretended that he 
could decently ask us to go abo'\e 2. 65, and all the telegrams I reeci'\ed. 
when they thought I was to be n. member of ~he committee said that 
2.65 was all they would ask, the Senator from Vermont P.nd his con­
freres on the committee give them~. 7 5, making their monopoly absolute, 
m!1king them IIl!lSters of the sugar business of .Amcric.'l, and putting 
every sugar consumer absolutely at their mercy; yet the chairman of 
the conference calls with apparent confidence on the representatives of 
tho people and the St:ltes to a<J.opt and sanction that among other out­
rages. I propose to be as respectful as I can be consistent with truth! 
but if any milder word than robbery of the people to enrich already 
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gorged monopolists will oxprc s my opinion I do not at this moment 
recall it. The conferees give the refiners onc-iourth of a cent a. pound 
on nll the sugar consumed in this country ty excluding competition. 
The combination of refiners, of course, charge the people one-quarter of 
a. cent more than they could under our bill. The sugar consumed an­
nually exceeds 2,000,000,000 pounds, worth over $ 5,000,000. This 
robbery or rnther sneaking larceny of one-quarter of a. cent a pound from 
the people is a. gift, in defiance of our often expressed will, of over 
$5,000,000. Thatnloneoughttocondcmn this report and the men who 
seek to force it upon us if all else was right. 

I can not follow the details of this miserable fraud further; my voice 
is gone and I am suffering; but I made a speech on the 25th of January 
in this presence. I have never been deceived about this bill. I then 
said I desired to make a record and place it where the people of this 
country should see it; that in the next presidential campaign, if you 
please, when the Senator from Ohio perhaps may be the opposing can­
didate to the Democratic nominees-! do not think the Senator from 
Vermont has any aspirations-! wante<l to havea record made ofwha.t 
was done, as I knew we should at last have a won;c bill imposed upon 
us than either House desired. I knew they would ilnd some wn~', by 
hook or crook, in a secret conference wl:J.ere they would give way to 
each other in the interest of monopoly, and agairu!t the tax-payers of 
the country, to fix up secretly such a report as they have, and that 1YC 

should be driven to just where we arc now. It is said thatthe Senator 
from Ohio has not signed the report. That need not deceive anybody; he 
would not have it beaten for his right arm, even if he did not get all 
he wanted. On the 23d day of January I said-! desire to put it again 
upon record, if the Sen~tor from _ Torth Carolina viill be kina cm,ugh 
to read it for me. 

Mr. VANCE read: 
Tbb~bill, or rather some bill I fear a good ucal won;e th.'ln the bill which p~e::~ 

the Senate, will in nll probability pass boU1 Houses hcforo tho 4th of J.\larch; if 
so, the facts now placed upon tllo permanent records of tho country will con­
Rtitute this justification of tlJose of us who '\'otengainstit, not only for o11r votes, 
but for any future effort we may make to obtain the relief which ilie cot:nlry 
demand3, but wlJich I feel assureu this Congrc::;s uocA not propose to g-h·e. 

* * '~ * * ,,, 
I l1a'\'e a \cry faint hope of suecc::.s in making valuable or important red no­

tions, and if we do I have still less of haviug- til m retained in the hill which 
will become n law. The protectionists arc all looking to U1e all-powerful con­
ference committee for the results they desire. Four men at las t will frame the 
bill, and tlJcy will be sure to give U1e men who rely on le;;i::~lation to enrich 
themselves nil U1cy can. On all provi'>ions of importance to the monopoliots 
which the Senate has increased or kept in better hnpe for the vrotcctcd inter­
ests than tbc House lms, the House conferees will concu1· in the }n·onsionA of 
the Senate amendments, and having done that mnch to obli:;e ilie Senate the 
Senate conferees will of course reciprocate their kindness l>y concurring in snell 
increases nnu adjustments as the House conferees can show that their action 
lms made in the same direction. 

Thus the l>ill will be made more oppres.'live than either l!01:sc wonlll make it. 
I expect, in slJort, to l>c called upon to vote, as tL whol<', without the right to 
amend, alter, or even protest, fot· n won;c l>ill than either Hom;e }JUsscs, anu 
therefore propose to give my reasons for demanding reductions now while we 
<·an consider the item in detail. I propose to apvcal from Congrcl:!:-1 to the coun­
tryt and to make up the record now. Of course one of the three conferees of' 
eacu House will be a Democrat and in favor of reduction of tuxes, l>ut llC will 
not l>o heeded in tbe conference and need not even sign the report. 
If we fail to vote for any bill, however opprc!OsiYc and un.iu;;t, tlU1t the confer­

ence committee agree on, we will be dcnouncc1l aM opposing all reduction of 
trurcA; and if it passes in spite of nA, no matter l<ow opprcesivc iti! proviHions 
may be, :mel we '\'enturo hereafter to seek relief by legislation, we 'villbc loudly 
denounced by the able and well-paid pres.'> of the monopolists M n;;itntors nnu 
disturbers oftl1e business of the country. 'Ve maynAwcll make up our defense 
as we go on. 'Vewill be told thnt CongrcAs wa¥ :I'lc<lgcd by the appointment of 
the Tariff Commission to accept as o. fiuulity the hill passcdonilsrccommenda­
tion, nnu e\cry man and woman in the employ ofthcprotectcdintorcstswill uo 
threatened with reuuction of wages or dismissal from sen· icc if they do not join 
in tbo hue and cry that willl>o miscd by thoae w!Joscck to perpetuate their mo­
nopolies. 

:Mr. 1\L\.:::u;:Y. Suppose we have a con~ rene€' commitll'C, itA majori ty hcing 
~entlcmen whose theory is thnt tho tnriU' ::~bould Le laid for protection with reve­
nue :1!:1 an incident, w'hut chance woulcl U1o tax-payers have? 

Mr. BECK. I want the Senator from 'l'cxas 11ow to di::!cn::.::~ this bill i!cm ~ 
i!em, f'O that he cun show to llli:l people in the pcnnancntrecord3 of the country 
what the facts arc. 

"'e may us well look tbA fact111 in the fuce nnu peak Jlluinly. Tile ultimate 
decision is in the hands of the chairman of t!Jo Comruittec ou Finance i:l tho 
Senate and of tile Committee on 'Vays and l\fcans of the House, each with their 
most t·eliable supporter !Je can select from his committee to sustain him, in o. 
S<'Crct committee of conference, where those four are omnipotent in regaru to 
all que. tiona of difference ltetween the two Hou:>es. Each of tile chairmen re­
gard'! himAclf ~s the futhcr of .tho protecth·o s~·stcm, anu cacil c:tn establish 
n.bont equal cla1ms to 1ts paternity. 

The Senator from Delaware may be nt the tail end of t!Je Senate committee 
for forru's sake, and 1\Ir. CARLISLE, of Kentucky, mny be on the Honse com­
mittee· they will both be powerless. The commission tl10y obtained wns se­
lected because each mcruuer of it was interested in maintaining the highest pro­
tection n uu the greatest privileges for the monopolists he was chosen to au ,•ocate; 
each !Jatl to sustain all the others so as to secure his own, and the friends of each 
made up ilio schedules they were interested in, so as to obtain all possible; and 
when they were flung together into a bill, the combined forces of protected 
wealth and monopoly ruslJeu to 'Vashington and have night and day besieged 
Senators anu Ucpresentatives, urging them under all sorl8 of prctcuses, I Wll.B 
ab0ut to say by prmuir;es, flattery, and threats, to Austain what the commission 
hall done for them. 

Mr. BECK. That prediction did not quite come up to what we ha\e 
before us now. I knew that they would make the worst bill they 
(X>Ulll wbencver the two Houses had disagreed and gave them a decent 
ch .. 1.nce to intervene; but it never entered into my mind that any set of 
I.Gen would have the audacity, when the House had agreed to tax iron 
ore at 50 ccnt'3 a ton1 and when the Senate had agreed to tax it at 50 

cents a ton, and all the effort that could be made could not move eithCJr 
House, or any committee of either, to advance to a higher figure-! 
did not think that any body of men would have so little rc1,'1lrd for 
themselves, for the opinions of both Houses, and for the rights of the­
people as to add 50 per cent. additional ta..'{ where the two Houses haUl 
ab olutely agreed and there was nothing to confer about. Thht was an 
amount ofsubseniencyto the greatintercsttheyseem tolovcsowcll, or 
fear so much, that I was not prepared for, nor was I prepared to believe 
that any set of men could be found who, when tho House hatl voted the 
tax on steel rails at $15 a ton ami the Senate at $16.GS, ·would dare to 
come before either body ·with a proposition to tax steel rails $17 n. ton; 
nor did I think that even the sugar-refinen; had power enough oYer any 
body of men when tbe Senate had deliberately, by a m~jority of tw() 
to one upon a call of the yeas and nays, voted thab on sugar from No. 
13 to :No. 16 the rate oftn.x should be 2.40, and after we had ekmged it 
to 2. 50 at tl1e request of the chairman of the committee and of the confer­
ence, and no refiner had publicly dared to say that he even wante<l 
more than 2.G5, these men would secretly fix it at 2.7G ani! then have 
the auducity to tell us that the refiners wanted more. ·w call know l10w 
this report wa~ workc<l np. The Senator from Ohio developed the­
whole story. On tile 18th dayofl~cbruary, onpage31 of the RECORD,. 
will be found the following. The Sonator from Ohio ~'litl: 

_\few worus now in rcgaru to what I intend to do. 1-

·wc know w1mt "I" meant; that meant the great ath-ocatc of the 
prot::?ctionis ta-
l o.m entirely dismtiH!led wiU1 the mctnl schedule of this bill. 1 think it is • 
wrong in principle unu detail, not harruonions with itself or with anything elso 
in heaven aho'\'c or in the eurili beneath; it is o. comp01mfl. of incongruiticA; 
and thcrcforo I desire uy meet and proper nmondmcntA to try to corrc<.t it if I 
cau, nnu if not to reserve my rig-ht to oppose U1c whole of it, auu if ncecssary the 
·whole tar ill' do.useA of the bill. 

* * :!: * * * 
I ha-,e received to-1luy in rcguru to this .:ch llulc earnc.'it uppcr.ls hy mon or 

all parties, II~· men who arc known in the Senate and nil over the couutry, to 
-,ote ng-niust this l>iil fl'Om top to Lottom, hccausc they sn.y that as it nowstanus 
)n UJC Senate it will utterly uc troy great iuuu triC::~ of this country unleA!-1 it Li­
amcnucd in i:nport:mt particular;:;. To ehow Senator:'! that I am not speaking 
for myself nlone., l>ut for those whom gentlemen on the olhGr sido al'l well ns 
this ought to respect I 'viii read one tclc;;ram sig-ned l>y J. H. 'Vuuc, Hcury ll. 
Puyuc, and Joseph PcrkinR, two of whom arc prominent Democmts. They z;a:v: 

•· " ' c deem it Ycry important to our iron and steel interc:o;t that the Senuto Jjill 
in it:-~ present form do not p:l.:'ls." 

llcre is auoli.J.er from a g-entleman wc!l known, tl!ou;.:h not so well known 
prohnl>ly us those I h vo numcu: 

''The prospect of the pa«;;nge of U10 Scnn.te tar itT bill ,trike.'! our man11!'act ur­
iu~ co1nmnuity with consternation." 

'l'hnt is si;;neu by :'.Ir. C. lJ. llc:teh. One from ... Ir. :!\Tnt her'! snys: 
"II cope yon will vote ag-ainst pas:'lllg-c of Senate ta.ritf hill. 1t i3 l> •ttur to let 

boU1 Senate and House till::~ fail th!ln to huyo snch n. tarifl'." 
I mi:;ht rc:tcl from lllllllY oUwr tcl~rrt:ns received from persons w]Jo nrc well 

knowu, Ctii,)Cciully iu the umnufucturmg tliAtricts (Jf Ohio. 

To carry out that thre.'lt it was:->:> arranged by disrcpub]Jlc combina­
tion~ tbat the Honse could not even have a, chance to Yot:! to concm· 
with the Seu:ttc hill, hut a hogus conference hatl to ho gotten l~p, :t con­
f{!rence tied down hy threat from the other House that 1 n the Scnn.tc 
we were acting unconstitutionally and illeg~blly in all Wt' ltacltlonc, rc­
~>crving the right so to decide if the House conferc(;::'l cl.id not get all 
they demanded, which a majority of our conferees wcro only too glatl to 
have a chance to yield. Now the Senator from Ohio has got the iron 
schedule to suit him; tl10 sugar schedule is arranged to suit otllCrs 
to secur0 their support. Gla:as-ware tics on another Ret; cotton aud 
woolen goods, books and grindstones are nicely adjusto<l to snit otl~ers. 
Tho whole i'j made as bad for the people and as good for tl10 monopolists 
as CYen Ur. Mathers or :Mr. Wade can ask. If the Senator from Ohio 
can get his conference report throngh the Senate and force the other 
House to vote for it, if they will adopt it, that will snit the protection­
ists and thcir friend.CJ. Tho whole struggle now js this: the monopolist~ 
arc determined that the House shall not be allO\ved to Yote on tho 
Senate bill for fear they may pass it. I seck to vote dovm the confer­
ence report, so that the House can ha\e a chance to vote on the Senate 
bHI. If they adopt our bill, that ends it; if they do not, they can send 
us to-morrow morning untrammeled conferees, and we can in nn hour 
ha,ye another report much better than this-certainly one stripped of 
the flagrant wrongs perpetrated in this. I agree that the reductions in 
internal rc\enuo ::tre mainly right, and will secure many \Otcs for 
this vile report which it would not otherwise get. The conferc03 know 
that, ami hence gamble on the chances of tl1e internal-revenue relief 
carrying their other propositions. 

~Ir. MAXEY. If the Senator will permit me, I will state that tho 
in. truction to the conferees of' the House was, ''If pig-iron goes up, the 
amendment of the Senate will be constitutional; if pig-iron goes down, 
it will be unconstitutionnl. '' That is the true construction of the res­
olution. 

Ur. BECK. I have not a doubt of it; make this bill so bad for the 
people and so stl'ongly in the interest of the monopolists that the Sen­
ator from Ohio and his followers here and Judge KELLEY and his allies 
at the other end of the Capitol can vote for it, and there will be no con­
stitutional objection as to our right to amend iniernal revenue with tari.fi 
taxation; but make it a decent bill in the interest of the people, one 
that substantially reduces present burdens, and every monopolist in the 
House will spring to his feet and denounce the Senate am~dment and 
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the action of the Senate as unconstitutional. That is the game that is 
being played here now. I hope to make that fact plain to the country. 
Let me read again from -what the Senator from Ohio said: 

Sir I wi!ih if possible to call tho attention of the Senate to tho importance of 
making u review ofthls question. I shall not set a bad example. I simply say 
that the proposition I offer now is the pt·oposition which llus been adopted by 
tlle House after two or three W<'cks' deliberate consideration, after n. very wise 
nnd c:uc.ful consideration, and I intend to follow this proposition with other 
propo~;ition.<~, I'O us, in substunec, to adopt the schedule of the House ratherthnn 
the sche<.lul of tho Senate. Allllou~ll some of tho clauses of tho House bill mny 
he not fruo froiD objection-

! suppose iron ore was one of them and steel rails :mother-
and oug-llt probably to be modified and ch::m~ed, and may bo modified and 

-changed, either by the Scnn.tc or by n. committee of conference-

He knew here the place was to accomplish his purposes-
yet I >en_ture_ to say that the propositions ma?t: by tho House in regard to metals 
urc f:.J.r w1scr m every respect than the proposH,10ns made by the Senate. By the 
nmendruents I intend to offer-and I intend to be in order, too-l wish to present 
nguin to tile Senate the opportunity of giving to this inc.lu try fair and reasonable 
Jn·otcction. 

I followetl in my feeble way i:1 :1 ~hort speech in reply, "·hich I will 
rcau: . 

\Vhntcvcr else may be aid about tlle Senator from Obio anc.lthe measures he 
presents, the boldness of his stat"erucnts and the courage with whicll he advo­
cates tllem nrc certainly admirable; unu the n.uducity with wlJicll he denounces 
1he action oftbc Senate unc.l tile action of llie committee of which he is n. dis­
tinguished member, nnd in violation of all the rules of the Senate, aq he well 
1mllcrstanc.l8, luuc.ls the nction of tbe House of Representatives ns wi8er and 
better than the action of tile Senate, anc.l tells UR defiantly that lle will vote 
against Ulis bill unkss its provisions are at llis dictation mu<.le to conform to the 
nl!tion oftbc House, ccrt.liuly iR worthy of ac.lmir:.J.tion, at lcnst for the boltlncf'\s 
of tbo position he ussmncs. He tells us in subst::mco that, tmlcss U1is bill is 
amcndcc.l to suit llim now-2 or put in the sllupc he desires in confmcnce (and he 
is of com·sc to be n. conJcrce nnd expect::~ to mnnugo it there), he Will >ote 
llf;::tinst it. lie CXJl<'Cts to dragoon his party by boluly a<~sertiug that lle will not 
vole for the Lill uulel'l:l tllcy obey Wm and unuo all that has been twice done by 
tbis boc.lv. 

I suppose llc will succeed in securing all llc demands. I like a bolu man; I 
liken Qan who displays the unc.lacity displayed by fuo Senator from Ohlo, but 
I have never bcnrd Ute lush <Jf the 1mrty whip <.•rack quite as loud as has been 
<.Jon<' by tllc Senator from Ohio to-night. It i8 the first time that I !lave hearc.l in 
either House a bold avowal that the action of the House of Representath·es, 
wllicl.i the Senator llus no right even to mention, is wiser and better tllan the 
uction of this body. He dcruo.nds that the Senate shall surrender its own judg­
ment, rc>crsc its own twicc-rccorc.lcd, deliberate action, and agree to the action 
of the House so that he can go into conference and settle it on their bnsis. That 
is th menn ing of what be bas told the Senate to-night in language not to be Ihis­
tu.kcn and inn. way lliut is meant to drive llis party into obedience to his dc­
lliUllds, n.vcrring- lJc would rebel against the action of tllo Senate and would !lave 
his wny or else nothing should be done; if he is not obeyec.l the bill should be 
~~~~l?fcal:J.rcJ!ttf1li~rJ'ci:~rU~ interested men, assuring him that it ought 

There will be a body of men hero or at the other end of the Capitol aflcr the 
4~h of ~u.rcll who will hn.ve n. c.lccent regard to interests outside of the great pro­
tected monopolies of this country. lflle is delcrminec.l to defeat this bill unless 
he is nllowcc.l to unite with l\Ir. KELLEY, whom 110 la.uus on this floor usn. wiser 
man titan any in the United States ~cnutc, in foisting upon tho country just such 
o. Lill us fucy two, in secret conclave as conferees between the two Houses, lllUy 
:<<'Pk tofu. len upon us, let llin1. do so anu take ihc responsibility. 

Let him go before tlle country with that avowal and we wilt meet llim there. 
I run glad he huR taken tllut position. I knew he had been working np to it for 
n week; the nir llas been full of rumors that the HouF~e schedule had to be adopted 
by us and that the Senator from Ohio would force the Senate to reverse all its 
LI.Ction or no bill should p!L'IS. I am glad he has taken it up now; I am g-luu he 
has o.':owed his purpose and I nm glnc.l he has done it with the courag-e be has 
nn_d with ~lle uud!i.city that he llas,for I believe in n.uducity. He i8astu.lwarton 
this questwn; there is no doubt about that. 

Mr. ~resid_ent, I h:l-vc gone o-ver only a few of the most prominent 
wrongs m this report. I have no doubt there arc others quite as bad 
as any I h:1ve been able to point out. As is well known, tho Senator 
from Delaware [:Mr. BAYARD] and my~clf withdrew from the confer­
ence under the order of the Senate r.hat we should do so, when we be­
lieved from facts developed that the House conferees were not at liberty 
to act freely and without cmb~·russment. I think the Senate agreed 
with us after the House resolution was rea.d denouncing the action of 
the Senate as unconstitutional and an invasion of their prerogative. 
Therefore I was not in this conference and had no means of knowino­
what they had done until the report was presented, less than half an ho~ 

-ngo. . 
True I had inquired about se-veml 1tems from a gentleman who was 

in the conference committee this afternoon, but knew nothing in detail 
until a.bout twenty minutes before this delJate bebran. I secured it while 
I was yet busy on the deficiency bill in the Committee on Appropria­
tions. I was of course somewhat familiar with the subject, and knew 
what they would do if they dared. I made the ca.lculatioils I ha-ve laid 
l>cforc the Senate as rapidly as I could under advers~ circumstances, suf­
fering, as I am, with a horrid cold, and therefore bemg, for the first time 
in twenty years, pe.rhaps longer, in no condition to speak or work. So 
I was not in condition to learn all about this matter as well as I could 
if I were better; but I have presented enough, I think, in this disjointed 
way to show Senators that the whole scope of the action of the confer­
~~nce committee has been in the direction of unlimited protection, clearly 
m defiance of the will of the Senate; that it is an effort to prevent the 
House from having an opportunity of voting upon the :1m ended bill that 
wus_ sent to them. by the Senate. They h..we never yet had an oppo::::­
tu~:uty to say whether they would agree to it or not. They were cle­
~n n:-d of that right by the power of the protectionists o-ver their leaders 
.tor fear th~y.would agree with us. And nowhuntlrcdsofthousands of 
U.ollars, millions upon millions have been added to the t..1.xn.tion of the 

country; all has been given that the monopolist':~ ·whom the Senator 
from Ohio represents desired; and when he has got now at his b:tckall 
the snrrar refiners, with the monopolytheyh:l>eabsolutclyin their own 
hantls beyondwhattheydare4 to ask, thercwill besm·halobbybrought 
to bear upon tho other end oftheCapitolif-.....-e agree to this I"l'portthat 
they will ha>c to adopt it. 

I will not detain the Senate longe1· e:x:copt to ay that there is very 
little in thi tariff bill that approaches any true idea of ren'nue reform 
or any real relief to the people. Every ma.··dm that was e-ver laid 
down by any of the great men who have studied cconol!lic questions 
looking to the welfare of the country and not to the enrichment by leg­
islation of privileged classes, overy principle laid down by impartial 
thinkc,rs and philosophers has been ignored. I hohl in my hnnd some 
of the principles hid. down by Adam Smith, whose work is still looked to 
as high authority by men who love liberty and fair uealing. · They are 
these: 

I. The subjects of every E-tnte ou:Jbt to ~on tribute to the ~upport of the g ov­
ernment as nearly us possible in proportion to thcirre:~pcctivc ahilitics; that is, 
in proportion to the revenue they enjoy under the protection of tllc stn.tCI. In 
the observation or ne~lcct of this maxim consists wlUlt is culled tlle equality or 
inequality of taxation. 

II. The tux whicll each individual is bounu to pay ought to be certain and not 
arbitrary. The time of payment, the manner of payment, tlle qunnlity to bo 
paid, ought to be clear and plain to the contributor uud every other pcl"$on. 

Ill. Every tax shoulu be lc\ietl at the time or in the manner wlud1 i3 wost 
likely to be convenient to the coutributor to pay it. 

IV. Every tux: ought to bo so contrivec.l as to take out and keep out oftl!e 
pockets oftbe people as little as possible O\"cr uud above wllut it briugs iuto the 
treusllry of the state. 

V. The heaviest t3.xcs hou1d bo impo!'led on tlw:oe commoc.lilic!'l Ute consnrnJt­
tion of wllich is especially prejuuicinl to the interests of the pcClple. 

The principles laid umvn there arc true, yet they nrc all a'lJ~olutcly 
subverted by the provisions of this report. The whole struggle seems 
to have been how to take the most money out of the con ·umcr on the 
things he needs the most, and put it into the pockets of men who have 
no right to take his earnings from him. Why~houlcl a man who work~ 
for his daily bread p:1y 50 per cent. more for the blanket that coYers 
him or the coarse cloth that he wears tb::m is paid 1mder the specific 
mtes of taxation by ~:Ir. Vanderbilt and Ur. Astor, and the class of 
men -who ought to contribute in proportion to their wealth? It is a 
cunningly-devised scheme how to reduce revenue by incrcasinn- bur­
dens, how to give privllte men $10 for e>ery dollar put into the 1.rrcas­
ury, how to foster monopolies, how to disregard the rights of the mass 
of the people. The measure these gentlemen advoc:1tc so earnestly 
cares nothing for the people, and gi>es protection to everything but 
American labor. Proof was made here, and I have the papers before 
me to show it, that these monopolist send to Europe, they send to 
Canada, they send anywhere to import the cheapest labor they ean, and 
drive out the American laborer and his f:1mily if they can get for­
eign labor for 5 cents a day cheaper tban the American laborer can afford 
to work for. He competes with all the paupers of Europe. The cap­
italist with his machinery alone makes the consumers of this country 
pay 50 to 73 per cent. more than the goods they get are worth in the 
markets of the world, in order to enrich himself. Hobert J. W:1lker 
made a great tariff once that worked well: he lai<l down these rules 
and adhered to them: 

I. That no more money be collected than il:lncccssaryfor tllewantsofthe Gov­
ernment when economically administered. 

II. That no duty be imposed on any article above the lowest rate which will 
yield tho largest amount of revenue. 

III. That below such n. rn.te either n. descending scale of c.liscrimination mny 
be made, or for imperative reasons the article mn.y be placed in the free-list. 

IV. 'l'hnt the nmximum revenue duty be imposed on luxuries. 
V. T.b.nt spocillc duties be abolished nnd ad valorem duties substituted in their 

pln.ccs where prncticuble, cure being taken to gun.rd against fraudulent inYoices 
and undcr>aluation and to assess tl!e duty fairly and honestly upon the actual 
foreign market value. • 

VI. That the duty be l:'lo imposed as to operate as equally as pof'sible through­
~~~:~?~~.part of the Union and not dil:lcriminnto either for or againf't any cl~ 

When the Democratic party met in convention in 187G the plank in 
its pL.1.tform that rang the loudest and struck the chords of this coun­
try in a way that nbratcd from one end of the land to the other was 
in these words: 

Reform is necessary in the sum and mode of Federnl taxation to the cnu tho.\ 
capital may be st't free from uistrust and labor lightly burdened. 
. ~Ve ~en~mnce t.l~c prcseBt tariff, leried upon 4,000 articles, as a mast_erpicce_ of 
IDJUSli<'e, mequahty, and false pretense. It llus impo>erished many mdustr1e 
to subsidize n few. It prohibits imports that might purchase the proc.luets of 
American labor. It has degraded American commerce from the first to nn in­
ferior rank on tho high seas. It has cut down the sales of American manufact­
ures at hClme and abroad and c.lepleted the returns of American agriculture-au 
!ndustry followcc.l hy half our people. It costs the people fin: times more than 
1t produces to the Treasury, obstructs the procc sesof production and wastes the 
fruits of labor. It promotes fruurl, fosters smu~ling, enrichcsdishonef'tofllcial8 
anu hnnkrupts hou st mercl1ants. '\'e demuw.d that all custom-bouse taxation 
shall be only for revenue. 

Every prindp1e in these mlcs and declarations has been abandoned 
under a pretense of m::~.king this reform tariff. It is worse in many re­
gards than even the bad system we arc now livino- under. It is an in­
ere~e, if this eo"?-fcrenee report is n~lopted, upon"" many of the manu­
factures of steel from 30 to 45 per cent. an increase upon the very raw 
material of which iron is made, the iro~ ore, of 50 per cent. above the 
present mte. Upon m~my of the schedules, upon many of the cot­
ton goods of the co1mtry, it is a hrge increase, ns I proved the other 
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day. On some things it is a reduction, some of the methods are im­
proved. They were so bad they could not all be made worse. The 
Tariff Commission impro>ed some of them; but they are infinitely worse 
by the conference report than they were when the bill left the Senate. 

For these reasons it is, llfr. President, th::tt I, if I >ote alone, will 
vote against this confercncte report, and I will demand, if I can by so 
doing, that the bill as it passed the Senate after a. full discussion shall 
be submitted to the House of Representati>es, and that the hon-mas­
ters and that the cotton and woolen kings of the country shall not by 
their combinations depri>e the people's representati>es of the right to 
say whether they will concur -nith what the Senate did by trying to 
force upon them in the shape of a. conference report a. bill that is worse 
in e>ery regard and more oppressive by millions of dollars than the 
propositions thn,t went from this body to the House for concurrence. 

DEFICIENCY aPPROPRIATION BILL. 

~Ir. HALE. I am directed by the Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. It 7637) making appropriations to sup­
ply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1883, and for prior years, and for those certified as due by the account­
ing officers of the Treasury in accordance with section 4 of the act of 
June 14, 1 iS, heretofore paid from permanent appropriations, and for 
other purposes, to report it back with sundry amendments. I gi>e no­
tice that I shall try to call it up in the morning directly aftq we meet. 

The PRESIDENT pro tcmporf. The bHl will be printed with the 
committee amendments. 

:UESS~\.GE FROll THE HOU£E. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Ur. UcPH.ERSOX, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
eommittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the bill (H. R. 7314) making appropriations for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending J nne 30, 1884, and for other purpo es. 

IXTETI.N.AL-REYD-uE L'\D TA.n.ITF DUTIES. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of tho committee 
of conference on the bill (H. R. 5538) to reduce internal-revenue tax::~r­
tion. 

.Mr. B.A. YARD. Mr. President, I h:we but little to say at this late 
hour upon the adoption of this report of the committee of conference. 
As the Senate knows, it must 1>c adopted as a whole; its features, good 
or bad, must be taken together. It is indeed a •' most lame and impo­
tent conclusion" of a winter spcn,t in framing a tariff law, a. petty 
outcome of the Tariff Commission, and an entire session of contem­
}Jorary debate in both Houses of Congress. 

Wben the bill was voted upon finally in the Senate an arrangement 
had been made, towhich Iwasawillingparty, toha>enofurtherdebate 
in orucr to reach a vote, so that it was impossible to give the reasons 
for any >ote cast on that ocassion; and now I would merely say that I 
voted for the bill as it passed the Senate because I belic>ed it justified 
in e>ery respect, not only because the bill was in fact an impi'ovement 
upon the present law, but it was a simplification and it did work a. sub­
stantial reduction in duties, it did simplify the law; and further than 
that, I was satisfied the comp:trison was not to be made simply between 
the proposed law and the present t:u-iff act, but a fortiori between tho 
proposed law and such a scheme as I feared would result from a. com­
mittee of conference. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] proph­
esied most truly and accurately what would be the final action upon 
the subject, or rather the attempt£d action upon the subject of this 
measure, that after itwasremovcd from open discussionin bothHouses 
it would go to a conference committee from which it would emerge in a. 
shape hardly rccogni.za.ble by any who bad taken part in its considera­
tion; and that has been all borne out in the sequel. 

1\Ir. President, there was an improvement under this bill in the free­
list; and although the improvement was slight and in some respects 
doubtful, still it was an improvement, and as compared v.ith the n·port 
now before the Senate it was Hypcrion to a. satyr. The rules of this 
body and general parliamentary law forbid me to refer to the action of 
the other House, but I ha>e a right to refer to the action of the com­
mittee of conference from which this report came. I consider that there 
:is no precedent for tho action of that committee, and I trust it will 
not now recei>e the appronl of the Senate. 

When before, in the history of American legislation, was it known 
that a. resolution to non-concur in Senate amendments to a House bill 
was made and a committee of conference asked for without ha,ing the 
bill itself before the House? And when ever before was a. conference 
ordered which came into the committee-room with a. halter around its 
neck and the end of the rope in the h::tnds of tho chairman of the Rouse 
conferees? The conference on the part of the House was fettered from 
the beginning. It never was ''full and free'' in either the common or 
the common parliamentary sense. 

The only option to the Senate in that conference committee was either 
to yield everything to the demands of certain potential protected classes 
of citizens, or failing the granting of these dcr::umds to allow the measure 
under consideration strangled by force of a House resolution adopted 
in advanec for thepurposeoffetteringand controlling the action ofthe 
conference. The resolution of tho 27th of February, 18tl3, compelled 

the House conferees to enter that chamber of conference with the edict . 
of the House on their necks, declarillg the action of the Senate in in­
grafting a tariff amendment upon a. bill to reduce internal-re>enue tax­
ation in conflict with the Constitution and void. The conferees on the 
part of the House claimed the right to pocket and suppress that resolu­
tion, or to waive it temporarily and to hold it in terrorem over the Senate · 
conferees in case they shoulu refuse to enact such a tariff measure as 
sui ted the House conferees and the parties at whose dictation they wer:e 
acting. They were aware of the strong desire on the part of a. large ma­
jority of this body to effect some tariff reform at this session. They 
were aware that this body desires to be responsi>o to the uemand of the 
country for a cessation of agitation, for an end to uncertainty, for some 
repose, for some stability upon which businesscan be organizcu, energy 
can be expended, and enterprise be made safe for the owners of capital 
and the labor dependent thereon. They knew that, and they traded. 
upon it by hampering their conferees with a.resolution that should turn 
the action of ifbe Senate into dust and ashes, provided it was not made 
to conform to the demands of those who had caused that resolution to 
be passed anu who brought it, as I say, like a halter round the neck of 
the conference. . 

.A. conference upon the disagreeing Yotes of the two Houses! What 
disagreement has t..'l.ken place? Wherein had the Honsedis..'lgreed -nitb 
the Senate? Where was the >ote upon which they disagreed? ·where 
is the item upon which they disagreed? Has the House refused to con­
cur in the Senate amendments? Certainly not. No >ote has been taken, 
for none has been permitted. The fact stands before the country tha.t 
a. minority of the House by a subterfuge has prevented the majority of 
that body from having an opportunity to cxprc. s th~ir will upon this 
suqject. 

Mr. President, the House of RepresentatiYCs has never voted upon 
any of the Senate amendments to this bill. The amendcu bill has 
never been before the House for agreement or tl.isagreement. The meas­
ure that was used by the Honse conferees in the conference committee 
as a. test of the judgment of the House of RoprcsentatiYes was a. House· 
bill that I hold in my hand, that never was acted upon in the House, 
but was simply the result of their action in Committee of the Whole. 
It was no conclusive expression of the will of that body, and yet that 
was auopted as the test of what the House would demand; that is to-­
say in certain cases on1y, anu under such irregularity ilid that confer­
ence proceed and upon it their report bas been mn.de. How can you 
describe such a. conference n.s one upon the disagreeing votes of the tw(} 
Houses, wl1cn one of the Houses had ne>er voted upon any of these 
measures, and ne>cr upon the same bill or rn.ther upon the amendments. 
now objccte<l to by the House conferees. 

But, .Mr. PresiUcnt, when before in the parliaruent..'ll'Y history of the­
Senate anu the House W:u! it c>er attempted, or rather where befom 
was the attempt ever permitteu to be successful of a. committee of con­
ference to amend a proposition upon which the two Houscg were not in 
disagreement? Yet that was done in the present case almost upon the 
very forehead of this bill. The item of iron ore had been fixed by re­
pcateu·>otes of the Senate at the rate of GO cents per ton. The Ho.use 
ofi~eprcsentatives, in the bill which I hold in my hn.nd, acting in Com­
mittee of the Whole, h::tu fixed the same rn.te of GO cents, an<l yet when 
the House conferees, professing to represent the will of the House, and.: 
the Senate bill equally rcpresentin~ tho will of the Senate, c..'l.Dlo into 
conference it was discarded; and what had theexact concurrence ofthe 
two Houses was amended by the committee of conference by advanc­
ing the duty from GO to 75 cents per ton. At whose instance was Uris 
change made? 'Vhat diqagreeing >ote was maue the basis of such de­
parture from the recorded ~::~entiment of both Houses? 

Now, wholly irrespective ofthe merits of that amendment, it is ut- · 
terly unwarranted by parliamentary law and usage and ne-.cr should 
be accepted by the Hcnate. Ex uno disce omncs. Thero would be no · 
strengthening of this argumen~ b;r repeating and multiplying similar 
illustrations, uf which this bill is full. 

But, sir, look ci what i:'l termed the similitude clause ofthL'i bill, '"'hich. 
provides that-
If two or more rntcs of duty should L>e appli<'a.l>le io any imported article, it 

shall bo cla&~ilicd for duty under tile highest of such rates. 

Is there any precedent for thi.3 in any tariff law of the UnitedS·&ates? 
It is a new departure. It not only is unprecedented, lmt dangerous, ac­
companying this tari.ffbw like an evil principle throu!?hout with all its 
multifurloru schedules and items from first to last, lJut it is fraught 
with danger and ronders it impossible for any man to say, with all the 
variety and all the novelty of invention of which this age is full, you 
can not tell, no man can tell what rate of duty shall be assigned to an 
article, except that, if there are two rates of unties, under either of 
which it may possibly be as igncd, shall always be placed unuer the 
highest, no matter what would be the rational construction of tho statute. 

llt:r. President, what becomes of the whole current aml tho meaning 
an!l princip~e of the decisiousofthejudicial branchofthissubject? In 
1 1, at the October ter.:n, in the case of Victor t'.<l, Arthur, now the 
President, and then collector of the port of ~ew York, the Supreme 
Court declared: 

It is nlso well settled that when Conare!"s hns designa.t d nn article by its spc­
ci~lc name and imposed a. duty on it by such na.m.o, general terms in a. later act, 
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or other parts of the same act·, although sufficiently broad to eomprehend uch 
article, are not applicable to it. 

nut under thisnewl::twwhereveryou can discover a higher duty that 
hy any construction can be decl::tred upon an article, that higher duty 
shall always be applied according to this new conference bw. There 
are abundant illustmtions of this. Turn to page 24 and observe the 
enormous advanceuponeartheri-ware, stone and crockery ware; an arti­
cle not ofluxury, an article of necessity in use by the mass of the peo­
ple, and the poorest o~ the people, and es!'~tial for t~cir comfort and 
decent living, has been advanced under this rcpr,rt from 50 to 60 per 
cent. ad valorem, and here you find on the 83.me page two sections of 
the law imposing two distinct rates of duty upon the same article, and 
nndcr the rule laid down by the Supreme Court a construction could 
have been applied that would have given the lower duty to this because 
it hnd been specifically described, and not put under the general enu­
meration; but under this proposed conference law the highest tax must 
be fixed in every case, and this, I sa.y, is "·holly without precedent in 
any tariff bw ever passed by an American Congress. 

I call the attention of Senators to this protision, on page 43 of the bill: 
1\IanufllCiures, articles, or wares not specially enumerated or provided for in 

ibis o.ct, composed wholly or in part of iron, steel, copper, lead, nickel, pewter, 
tin. zinc, gold, silver, platinum, or any other metal, and whether partly or wholly 
man;Ifucturcd, 45 per cent. ad vo.lorem. 

The >Venate fixed the rate at 35 per cent .. ad mlorem, and it has been 
advanced to 43 per cent. ad valorem, a <lifferenco of nearly 33 per <;cnt., 
l)y the committee of conference in disregard of n. vote repeated by the 
Senate after full debate. 

Now, cast your eye over the two or three preceiling pages and you 
will sec articles composed in )?art of one metal and in part of another, 
articles composed partly of wood and partly of metal, all of which, if 
non-enumerated, would come under that clause; and now what will be 
the result? A.n article which might have been taxed 10 or 20 or 25 
per cent. must, under this new-funglcd and mandatory phrase, have 
the very highest tax anywhere discoverable in the law imposed upon it. 

:i\Ir. President, there was nothing else in this report than this gen­
er..Ll rule of taxc.tion, which is to run throughout the entire law, which 
wns the invention of the Tariff Commission, which will be found rec­
Oillrucnded jn their report, which was considered by tho Committee on 
Finance and disa.grce<l to by that committee. They refused to place 
that in the bill reported to the Senate. 

The House conferees chose to adopt it, and they have, as usual through­
out thls bill, forced their demand down the throat of the Senate con­
ferees under compulsion of their Honse resolution threatening to declare 
all Senate amendments void and unconstitutional if they were not 
molded to ·suit th3 taste of the House conferees or the interests repre­
sented by them. 

Now, sir, if there was no other feature in this report than that, I 
would not Yote for it. I say it is sweeping, far-reaching, the cftect not 
calculable, but the result of which, as a general fact, will be enormously 
to increase duties, because wherever there is a doubt, or wherever there 
is a construction thn.t would have assigned a lower duty to an article, 
jt is pro-..idcd by this clause that tho very highest duty must be im­
po~eJ. I say it has wiped out and destroyed the whole force and cur­
rent of judicial decision upon which the Business of tho country has 
rested aml which .the Supreme Court ofthe United States hasdeclarcd 
to be the settled la.w of the land. 

But beyond that what has been done? Salt, a necessary of life, has 
b('cn bcreascd 30 per cent.; iron ore has been increased 50 per cent.; 
steel rails h::.tve been increased 15 per cent. ; steel in other forll19, 10 to 
12 per cent.; earthen-ware 20 per cent.; jute butts somewhere from 50 
to 75 per ccnt.-I helieve I am right in that statement; certainly jute 
butts were on the free-list, and. $3 per ton has been affixed. It sub­
jects them to a very high ad valorem duty, although I do not know 
that I can state it uccuratcly. Books in a foreign language, none of 
which worthy of mention are published in this country, which are 
needed by the scholars an~ ins~·uctors of the <?Ountry; which are not 
un nrt.icle of m:mufacture m thts country, which were placed by the 
Senate en the free-list, have been stricken out by this conference and 
subjected to a duty of 25 por cent. ad valorem. Books in the English 
langua(Te b.avo been nclvanced from 15 to 25 per cent. 

But,~ir, I did not intend at this time to run through these schedules 
and show how in almoat every case advance has been made and how 
serious the advance is but the clause to which I have referred, which 
adopts a rule of ronstr'uction that shall place the very highest possible 
b .. ~ upon every important article, is one utter]! unpr~edentcd in tariff 
legisbtion and is fraurrht with results to wh1ch I will never give my 
eonsent. It is absurd~ speak of reduction in the face of such a sweep­
in~ provision of advance. 

What was the use of providing that tho natural minem~ waters of 
Emope, so conducive to the health of our people, waters which can not 
oo found in the United States, should be admitted free, when you tax 
nt nn enormous ad Yalorem duty the bottles or the jugs which cont~in 
them? It was the distinct Yote of the Senate that the incident of tho 
gr~t should follow the principal, and that when you granted the right 
to unpo~ ~d use theso watern free of duty you included necessarily 
all ~e lDCl.dents. which accompany the grn.nt, and that the means of 
the1r transportation, tho bottles and jugs that contain them, ~houhl 

also come in free of duty; but that has been prevented, so that in affix­
ing a heavy filuty to the bottle or thejugyou have virtnally denied the 
freedom of the importatio:u of these healthful waters. 

~Ir. Presillent, I can not comment on all the features of this bill. I 
have referred to many. At page 38there is an increase of 30 per cent. 
upon steel. At line 784, on ''steel not specially enumerated or pro­
vided for in this act'' the Senate :fixed the duty of 30 per cent. and it is 
increased to 45 per cent., an increase of 50 per cent. in the taxation, which 
is accepted by the Senate conJerees, and not mentioned when their action 
was recited here to the Senate by the chairman. 

1\Ir. President, I will not profess that I am greatly surprised or dis­
appointed in the result of the attempt this winter and at this session 
to procure a reform &nd a reduction of tariff taxation. I have not un­
derrated nor do I now underrate the power of the organized manufact­
urers of this country, entrenched behind tho forms of law, to defy the 
attempts to reform that law. I haYe regarded the formation of the 
Tariff Commission, for -which I \Oted, I have regarded the attempt to 
frame this law for which I voted, as mere preliminary 3kirmlshes in the 
struggle tpat is to come hereafter and of the ultimate result of which I 
have not a shadow of doubt. The e favored interests are strong. They 
have grown strong and rich by the inequity and inequality of legisla­
tion. They have by means of pri rueges m thhcld from other classes of 
citizens become intrenched in wealth and power :md in strength; but 
there is one thing stronger even than they, and that is the force of an 
intelligent and aroused public opinion. That is stronger and in the 
end will prevail. The day is uro to dawn, although this Congre..C~S has 
postponed it; their triumph is to-day, but the triumph of popular right 
and interest is as sure to come us the sun itself is to rise. 

I regret the agitation that accompanies this change. I would wish 
it to end as speedily as possible. I hold. that stability is cssentill for 
honest dealing and prosperity; and for that reason I regret all this 
delay and agit.'ttion and uncerta.intyupon this vast.and important sub­
ject. I ha e done the best I coulcl to lessen it; I have done the best I 
could to promote in this Chamber and out of this Chamber, privately 
and publicly, the passage of a bw of moderate, conservatiYe, just tariff 
reform, a reduction of tho rates and the si!nplification of the methods 
both in collection and calculation; and, sir, I haye been defeated and 
disappointed. The people of this country can not be always misled by 
a press that studiously suppresses or misrepresents; they can not be pre­
vented from ultimately coming at the truth. It will break through 
the meshes of any net that may be spread to restrain it and that final 
p~rception of the truth is what we mn.st await-! closoconfidently. I 
believe that a reform to be safe must be gradual. I can not say that I 
regret the delay that has taken place. It has tumcd the mind of the 
American people to the consideration of the subject. They are compre­
hending gradually but justly and fairly the rights and principles in­
\olved in this question, and I believe them capable of a proper adjust­
ment ofthe laws of'this country, whichshallproduceequalityofrights 
under tile form of taxation. 

It is, I say, mu~h to be regretted that this attempt to pass a moderate 
measure of relief to the country, a reformation of taxation, such as I 
held the Senate bill to be, has been defeated. I do not stand here tak­
ing petty party advantage from it. I am perfectly aware that in the 
ranks of both parties there are decided ilift'erences of opinion upon the 
sul\ject. I know men of tho Republican party who share the views I 
hold, and I know gentlemen in"ilie Democrn.tic party who differ from 
me toto crelo upon the subject of tariff taxation. 

There must come an adjustment of this subject, and I am willing to 
approach it by well-advised, steady, and conservative a,ction. That has 
been thwarted by the character of the Tariff Commission and the action 
of the present Congress. The people of this country must know that 
the powers of legislation have been seized and controlled in favor of pri­
vate and against publicintercsts,and this report and theresultreached 
so far is tho proof of what I now say. The amazing spectacle is now 
before the American people of the bold, strong hand of private and priY­
ileged interests seizing in ita grasp the legislative powers of the nation 
and bending them to their will-the sovereign power of taxation made 
a mere tributary to private and class interests. I believe this bill and 
the \Cry questionable methods taken to secure its passage will proYe a 
valuable lesson to the American people, and pro\e a costly and short­
lived triumph to its promoters. Sir, I shall vote against this repo:t, 
and hope the Senate will not adopt it. I haYe a well-founded belief 
that when it is unfettered from the present abnormal rule the House of 
RcprcsentatiYes will be glad to accept the amendments of the Senate to 
tho bill originally sent to us. 

One good result of the defeat of this report of the committee of con­
ference and the refusal to adopt it will be that, for the first time, a 
majority of the House of Representatives will have an opportunity to 
reco!.'d its Yote, yen. or nny, upon this mbject. 

~lESS.AGE FRO:U: TilE HOUSE. 

_\.. message from the House of I~epresentatives, by lli. 1\IcPHE:RSON", 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on tho disagreeing Yotes of the two Houses on 
the bill (S.1821) prescribing regulations for tho Soldiers' Home located 
at ·wa.<:;hington, in the District of Columbia, J.Dd for other purposes. 
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The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7077) making ap­
propriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1884, nnd for other purposes. 

EXROLLED niLL SIGXED. 

The messag~ further announced tha.t the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 7181) making appropriations to provide 
for the expenses of the go\ernment of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 188·1, and for othcqmrposes; and it was there­
upon signed by the President pro ie711JJore. 

SOLDIETIS' HQ:\IE. 

Mr. LOGAJ.."'\'". I a.sk leave to make a report at this time from the 
conference committee on the bill prescribing regulations for the Sol­
diers' Home located ncar Washington city. 

The PHE !DING OFFICEH (:Mr. GomLi.X in the chair). The Sen­
ate is already considering one conference report; and it requires unani-
mouS consent. ~ 

1\Ir. LOGA....'I. I hope there will be no objection. It will take but a 
moment. It has been a!!fecd to in the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairhean; no olljcction, aml the 
report will be read. 

The Acting Secretary re.1.d the report, as follows: 
The committee of conference on the di!"ngrecingvotesof the two Houses on the 

nmen<lmcntsofthe Honse to the bill (S. 1~1) entitled "An act prescribing regu­
lations for the Soldiers' Home, located at "WnAhiugton, in tho DistrictofColumbia, 
and for other purposes,'' having met1 after full and free conference llll. ve agreed to 
recommend nnd <.lo rcco=en<l to tucir respective Houses as follows: 

Thn.tU1e House recede from its amendments numbered 1, 2, 3,4, 5, 6, 7,and 10. 
'I'hat the Senate reeede from its disagreement to amendment numbered 0. 
Thatthe Senate reecde from its disagreement to amendment nwnl>ered 8, with 

nn amemlment as follows: 
"Sec. 7. That tile governor and all other officers of the home shall be selected by 

the President of the United States, and U1e treasurer of the home shall be re­
quired to give a bond in the penni sum of~,OOO for the fuilliful performance of 
his dutv." 

That ·the Senate recede from its disagreement to House nmcn<lmcnt numbered 
11, with nn nmendmcnt ns follows: 

"SEc.10. Thnt the board of commissioners ofthe Soldiers' Home shall hereafter 
ronsist of tile General-in-Chief commanding the Army, the Surgeon-General, 
the Commissary-General, the Adjutant-General, the Quartermaster-General, the 
Judge-Advocntt7General, and the governor of the home; and the General-in­
Chief sllall be president of the bonrd, and nny four of them shall cbnstitute o. 
quorum for the transaetion of business." 

That the House recede from its amendment numberedl2, with nnnmcn<lmcnt 
as follows: 

"8Ec.l2. ThattheRUm of~lO,OOOis hereby appropriated outofanymoneyin the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated to be expended by the Secretary of the 
Treasury in the employment of additional clerical force to be used in adjusting 
the accounts in the Treasury Department of those funds whieh under the lnw 
belong to the Soldiers' Home." 

That tlle House agree to section 2 with an amendment: 
"SEC. 2. Thnt the Inspector-General of the Army shall in person onee in each 

year further i~ect the home, its records, accounts, management, discipline, nnd 
sanitary condition, and shall report thereon in writing, together with such sug­
gestions as he desires to make." 

And agree to the same. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
the report. 

The report was agreed to. 

JO~ A. LOGA..'\, 
W. J. SEWELL, 
WADE HAMPTON, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
THOMAS J. HENDEP.SON, 
ANSON G. 1\IcCOOK, 
EDWARD 8. BRAGG, 

Managers on the part of the Hou~e. 

The question is on the adoption of 

Th"'TERXAL-REVE1-.IJE A1-.l) TAniFF DuTIES. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the committee 
of conference on the bill (H. R. 5538) to reduce internal-revenue taxn­
tion. 

l\1r. VANCE. Mr. President, it is not with the hope of influencing 
the Tote of any Senator on the passage of this conference report that I 
rise to say n. word. I simply deEire to assist my brother Senators on 
this floor in emphasizing the real measure which is now before the coun­
try. I desire to express roy sympathy with the brethren on the other 
side of the Chamber in the trying circumstances in which they find 
themselves and in the difficult role which they have undertaken to per­
form. They have really a trying time of it. They have two masterd to 
serve; anJ we are told in the sacred writings how difficult that is to do 
successfully. On one side they haTe the great capitalists of this country 
to placate, the chartered monopolies that furnish the sinews of war for 
campaigns, and to maintain the supremacy of their party. They hnxe 
them to please. On the other hand they have undertaken to meet n. 
great popular demand of the millions of people who inhabit this country 
and who arc taxed for the benefit of these monopolists. How they are 
going to act so a~ to please both passes my comprehension. I do not 
believe that they can do it. But they set out in the only practicable 
way, and that is, to avoid the publicity which attends legislation in its 
ordinary course in this country and to resort to a secret conclaTe, a 
Venetian Council of Ten, a kind of political star-chamber, called a con-

ference committee, whoso proceedings are hidden, and whore the light 
of publicity could not be poured in upon them. 

It was evident to all of those who were versed in our proceedings and 
haTe scrred long iu this Chamber that the att::ljnmcnt of a conference 
committee was the o bj cct from the Tery beginning. The m~uner in which 
these bills were started simultaneously in the two Housea, th~ manner 
in which the one House stopped its bill and the other House kept on, 
the manner in which the rules of one House were changrll so as to en­
able this conference to be attained and the conference sccnrcu in tho 
manner in "'hich it was-all these thing::; indiratcd very plainly that 
there was to be an attempt to meet these trying circumst::mecs in a 
manner that the public wouhl110t han. it usual insi6ht into. 

I want the country, so f:.1r as I can make it known, to under::;tand how 
this thing has been done. I want the lmnureds of thousands and mill­
ions of taxed people in this country, who have been trying to bring 
about a reduction of tuxes, to know how this legislation h~ hccn con­
ducted. I want them to know th:1.twhich I know, and whicl1 you, 1\lr. 
President, know, and which all the Senators in this Chamhcr know, 
that at no time in this discussion has there been anything sn.id or any­
thing dono looking to the i ntcrcsts of the revenues of this G ovcrnmcnt. 
Nor has there been atanytimo r.nything done or !"aid, by thedoruiuant 
p::rrty, I mean, of course, looking to the interest::~ of the consumers, loo~c­
ing to the interC3ts of tl1c people who h~vc the bxcs to pa,y, lookin3 to 
tbe interests of the poor and of the lauoring men. I want that under­
stood. There has been no attempt to reduce tn.'m.tion, though there 
bus hccn some attempt to red nee roYcnue by pntting the dnti:-os so high 
thatitwill yield none. l>nmtthe country to know that in the course 
of our proceedings here for now nearly two months there lm been no­
body consulted hut the capitalists of this country. There has bern 
nothing consulted but the greed and the r!pacity of tl~cso connomnts, 
who ha\C fastened themselves upon the American people. 

When thia bill did getintothc committee of conference, I tlid not have 
the honor ofbcing a member of that committee aud therefore I cannot 
speak of it from pcrson~l knowledge, hut I understand thn.t the pro­
tected c..1.pital of this country thronged this city, a..TJ.d the hotels and the 
corridor.3 and lobbies of the Capitol ::m:lbesicgc~l the door::; of that com­
mittQ~-room, more resembling the scene of an ~'>scmblage of tmmps 
and dead-beats around a free-lunch room than nnything else that it 
coulu be compared to, while dispatches by the hundred came from over 
the conutry ad vising Senators anu Hopr.:-sentativcs-not what would 
be for the public good, but what they would be satisfied with. I, my­
self, cau bc:1r witne~s that one clause ins3rted by the conference com­
mittee in the bill is in the precise ln.n~nagc of a circular addressed to me­
l reckon it came by mistake-by one of themanufacturora in this coun­
try. They took precisely his words and gave him just what he asked. 
They baTe Tastly increased the items in the bill ns adjudicated by the 
solemn sense of the UnitedStn.tes Senate. They ha>e, as shown by the 
Senator from Kentucky, increased those thinr!s wherein both Houses of 
Congress had agreed. They ha\c increased things that nobody 9n the 
floor of the Senate had asked to be incrcased. 

What they have done in tho way of reducing the duties the Senator 
from Kentucky showed yon and it would only weary the Senate and 
weary me to go oTcr tho list. He did not nc..·uly exhaust it. I mi~ht 
add a great many items of increase that he omitted, but he showed you 
wherein the conference committee had increased the bur<lcns of the 
people n.nd increased the tax:ation instead of diminishing it. What did 
they gi\e us for all this increase? They increased the duty, for in­
stance, on salt about20pcr cent. o>crwhatthe Scnatedecidcditshould 
stand at. They increased it about 20 per cent. o>er what the Tariff 
Commission said they would be satisfied with. They restored the pres­
ent duty in this bill, to wit, 8 cents for salt in bulk and 12 cents for 
salt in sacks, making the duty on salt as it now stands, ranging from 
G8 to 80 per cent. On cotton bagging they have increased the duty 
over and aboTe what the Sena-te decided it should be about 150 per 
cent. Theyh..wc takenjute butts, which was placed on the free-list in 
order to ~>e tho manufacturers of cotton bagging cheap raw material, 
and they nave restored the duty of$.3 a ton upon that. The Senate has 
made the duty on cotton bagging manufactured from the jute butts 20 
per cent., and they have raised it now to about GO per cent., which is 
150 per cont. o>er wha.t the Scnato decided on, and is about three 
times what it should be if the due proportion between the raw material 
and tho roanufhcturcd article was maintained. Theyhrt\e raised it on 
earthen-ware, the common earthen-ware of tho poor I>cople of tho 
country, so that the >cry commonest article will be t..ued, if it bas a 
little paint on it, or any kind of ornament::l..tion or Sunday<loings, from 
20 to 30 per cent. higher th::m tho fine white unpainted china that sits 
upon the rich man's table. That is what this tariff conference com­
mittee has done. 

They ha\e raised the duties on women's ancl children's woolen goods, 
and they hn.\e inserted a new paragraph in the tariff schedule for the 
express purpose of taking a certain class of goods out of the residuary 
clause whero it came in much cheaper, and they ha.ve imposed that duty 
for the benefit of woolen manufacturers upon all the women and chil­
dren in this country. They have absolutely gone to the free-list and 
robbed it of an nrticle used only by the cooks and old women of tho 
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country for raising bread when the flour will not raise of itself, and they 
have taken the yeast-cakes off the free-list and put them on the dutia­
ble list for the benefit of some struggling industxy, not for some starv­
ing infant that would like to eat the cakes, but they have raised the 
duty on yeast for some starving, struggling infant industry. They have 
raised the duty on rron ~d steel, ::md they have raised it upon all goods 
manufucturcd of them. They have raised it upon k-nowledge; they 
have raiseu it upon the books and the literature of this country from 15 
per cent. to 25 per cent.; 40 per cent. have they added to the }».'ice of 
know ledge in this country for our children. 

What have they placed upon the free-list to compensute for all this? 
Mr. President, listen while I recount, while I tell the wondrous story 
of how the tariff conference committee in secret conclave have relieved 
the burdens of taxn.tion upon the American people. They have nbso­
lutely put ":O.op-poles" upon the free-list; 150 per cent. increase on the 
bag...,oing with which the farmer tics his cotton for market, and 40 per 
cent. in<.Tcasc upon the earthen-ware dish out of which he cata his din­
ncr, 25 per cent. increase on the salt with which he seasons hi'> food, 
or keeps his stock alive or salts his meat; and an increase in proportion 
upon woolen goods that clothes his wife and his child; upon the iron 
goods"\\ith which he pulls the plow and on the plow itself which makes 
his crop; in return for all that he shall absolutely have the privilege of 
-buying his hop-poles free for the vines to climb on. That is evertbing 
they have done upon the free-list. 

Mr. President, what kind of a way is thi'3 to meet a grave issue? 
When the people of a great nation, 50,000,000 in number, say thatthe 
Treasury is overflowing with money that there is no need for, and that 
only breeds jobbery and corruption, and they want to prcserre the pu­
rity of the country and to lower therrtaxesatthesame time; aml when 
the thunders of 188'2 reverberated from Maine to the golden sands of the 
Pacific in tones that no wic:;e politician would mistake, indicating that 
the people had determined to have this, and the Congrcssofthe United 
States mcct3 here and in preten<led obedience to that demand under­
takes to reform this great schedule of taxes, I say what sort of a poor, 
pitiable, and contemptible showing is this'? And does any man suppose 
that the people ofthese United States arc going to be deceived by it? 
Is there anybody in thisconntrywhocan he deluded into the belief that 
the Republicans who have control of this Congrcs.~ would have given U!'! 
a better bill but for the obstruction thrown'in their path by the mi­
nority? No, Mr. Pre.c:;ident, yon may have all the con1erence commit­
tees in the world, and you Il.laY double-lock the doors, and you rna,y 
prevent even a brrd of the air from carrying the matter; you may cloud 
the question by all the protection newspapers that you can buy, and all 
the orators that you can hire, and you may obfusticate by all the means 
1..'"11own to the demagogues, you .can not fool the people of the United 
States. They will say to the party in power, "You had the power here; 
you had an opportunity and a fhlr chance; you knew our will; you knew 
our demands; you saw the lightning; you hear<l the thunders; you knew 
·OUr will, and you obeyed it not;" and the balance of the instruction 
will follow. 

I suppose perhaps there will be a pretense that there was some Demo­
erotic obstruction in that conference committee, whon there were just 
barely enough Democrats there to see proceedings, as they say in court. 
You have had it all your own way, and as I say, the people will say to 
you, "You knew my will and you diu it not, and he who knoweth my 
will and doeth it not shall be beaten with many stripes," and if I 
dared to pharaphrase it I would say ''Shall be beaten by many votes 
.nnu by a large mnj01·ity." 

You hau a chance to reduce this great schedule of tax; you had the 
chance to do it without disturbing busin~s; you had the chance to do 
it without destroying manufactures. The manufucturers hau therrown 
way in the Tariff Commission. The whole thing was gotten up for 
them, and they controlled it; their own men were upon it, and they 
tromped up and down the United States for many, many months and 
drunk many, many bottles of exc~llent champa~e to inspire them for 
tlJCrr work. They reported, and It may be conSJdered the report of the 
manufacturers themselves, and yet they were not sntisficd with their 
own report. 

You can not fool the people and satisfy the manufacturers. You ren 
not reduce tariff duties and keep them up at the same time. It is an 
impossibility. You will have to make your choice. You 'Will ha.ve 
to say "we are in fuvor of the capitalist and opposed to the people," 
or you will have to abandon the capitalist and do something to rcunce 
taxes upon the people. Whenever you do that, whcnev~r you m~kc 
th?-t choice and make it o~nly, then the great work of thiS gcncrnttau 
will be more than half completed. . 

1\ir. Prcsiuent, this is all I have to say. I wiRhcd in this way merely 
to ass~s~ in emphasizing, as I snid at the beginning o~ m.y rem::n:ks, the 
oppos1hon that I have to this whole mutter, and to md m showmg the 
people the true sta.te of things in regard to this tariff legislation. I 
·voted against the bill as it went from the Senate. Of course I can not 
vote forth~ report of the conference committee, which is so much wors~ 
thnn the lnll ns we sent it to them. 

Mr. MORRILL. I merely want to saythntthe understandingofthc 
·Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] in relation to two or more rates 
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of duty a-pplicable to uny imported &rticl~ that the duty shall be classi­
fied under the highest of such rates is merely to prevent . a m..h;take 
that may be made where an article may appear as equally included 
under one schedule as another. Had we not asccrtain~:;d at the last 
moment that there was a mistake in the bill, it would have occurred in 
the report; an article like borax was included in the free-list and also 
in the taxable llit. Under the rnle adopted it will be taxable and not 
free . . 

I will add, as the Senator from :North Carolina [~1r. VANCE] stated 
that we had raised the duty on cotton-bag.,rring from what j_t was in the 
bill as it left the Senate, that we did not even touch it. We have not 
changed it in the least. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll will be calle(l. on eoncur­
rinO' in the report of the conference committee. 

The J>rincipal Legislative Clerk proceeded .to call t1Je ro11. 
Mr. BUTLE;R (when his name was called). I have been. pa~red with 

t.l.1e Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. C.A.l\IEnOX], butbavingtransferred 
that parr to my colleague [Mr. HAl\IrTO~], I vote "nay." 

Mr. SLATER (when Mr. FEnnY's nruue was called). The Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. FERRY] is paired with my colleague [Mr. GROVER]. 
The pair between the Senator from Michigan [Mr. FERRY] and the Sen­
ator from Nevada. [Mr. FAIR] has been transferred. 

Mr. BECK (when Mr. HALE'S name wa"! called). I voted "nay.n 
I am p::illed upon this question and all others with the Senator from 
l\1aine [Mr. HALE], who is necessarily absent. I withdraw .my vote. 
He would hnve voted "yea," I understand from his colleague. 

~1r. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). I am generally paired 
with the Senator 1rom Nebraska [l't'lr. SAUli."DEns], but his colleague 
[:Mr. VA..,~ WYCK] tells me, and I know the fl.tct, that he thinks if the 
Senator from Nebraska [~lr. SAUNDERS] were hero, be would Yote 
"nay." A.'3 I shoulu vote Illly--

Mr. ROLLINS. The Senator from Ncbmska [Mr. SAIDTDEI:.S] noti­
fied me of his position on the tariff question, and he would vote "yea," 
if present. 

1\fr. 'YILLIAUS. I understand one thing. I do not go to the Sen­
ator fTomNewiiampshire for instruction as to how I shall be governed 
in my pairs, but I go to the collroguc of the Senator '\'\ith whom I am 
paired. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I have the authority from the Sonator from N&­
braska [Mr. SaUNDERS]. 

Mr. WILLIAl\fS. Show it to me and I will not vote. 
'Ihe PRESIDENT pro tcmpor·e. Debate is not in order during the 

roll-call. 
Mr. IWLLlliS. I think I have a telegram here from the Senator 

from Nebraska [!lfr. SAUNDERs]. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. You are too officious in regard to pairs here. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has a right to vote if he 

wishes, but debate is not in order. 
Mr. ··w1LLIA.M:S. I vote "nay." 
The roll-call was concluded. 
1\Ir. C.A.l\IERON, of Pen.nsylvania. I have beenpaired withtheSen­

ator from South Carolina. [l't1r. HA!IPTON], but as I am told by his 
colleague [Mr. BUTLEn] that if present he would vote probably the 
same way with myself, I vote "nay." 

M:r. BUTLER. I am satisfied that my c.olleague would vote that 
way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
'\'\>ish to ba"Ve his vote recorded? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have already voted "nay," and I do not go to the 
Senator from New Hampshire in reference to my pair. 

:M'.r. EDUUNDS. Debate is not in order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. The Sena­

tor from New Hampshire luu3 been outoforder and so has the &mator 
from Kentucky. The Senator has the right to vote as he pleases. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have voted. 
11r. VAN WYCK. I desire, in ordc1: to relieve the Senator from 

New Hampshire-
The· PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to say that my colleague [Ur. SAUN­

DERS] is paired with the Senator from South Carolina [.Mr.II.Al.IPTOX]. 
That enables the Senator from Kentuck--y to vote. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Pennsylvaflla. [Ur. CA~RON] an­
nounces that he is paired with the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Pennsylvania. voted. 
Mr. FRYE. He snid he did that on the ground that the Senator 

from South Carolina, if present, would vote the same way. 
1\Ir. DAVIS, of West Virginia. My colleague [M'r. C..umEX] is 

parrcd with the Senator from Colorado [l\Ir. TAnOR]. 
1\ir. CONGER. I desire to announce that my collea(Tue [Mr. FERRY] 

is paired, as I understand, with the Senator frmn N ev~a [~ir. FAIR]. 
The PRESIDENT 11ro tempore. That pair was changed to the S0na­

tor from Oregon [1\fr. GROVER]. 
:Mr. CONGER. I was not aware of that change. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I am paired with the Senator from Virgin.i.a [Mr. 

JoH..."STOX]. .. . 
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The result was announced-leas 32, nays 31; as follows: 

Aldrich, 
.Allison, 
Anthony, 
Blair, 
Cameron of,Vis., 
Conger, 
Davis of Ill., 
Dawes, 

Barrow, 
Bayard, 
Brown, 
Butler, 
Os.ll, 
Cameron of Pa., 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 

YEAS--32. 
Edmunds, Kellogg, 
Frye I..aphrun, 
llurrlaon, LogaR, 
Hawley, McDill, 
Hill, Mcl\lillan, 
Hoa~t McPherson, 
Iuga.us, Maho~e, 
Jones of Nevada, Miller of N.Y., 

Fair, 
Garland, 
George, 
Gorman, 
Groome, 
Barris, 
Jackson, 
Joll118, 

NAY8-31. 
Jones of Florida., 
Lamar, 
Ma:xey, 
Morgan, 
Pendleton, 
Pugh, 
Rausom, 
&ultlbury, 

AESE!-.""T-13. 
Beck Ferry, 
Camden, Grover, 

Johnston, 
l\Iiller of CaL, 
Mitchell, 
Saunders, 

Davis of W. Va., Hale, 
FD.rley; llampton, 

So the report was concurred in. 

Morrill., 
Platt, 
Plumb, 
Rollins, 
Sawyer, 
Sewell, 
Sherman, 
Windom. 

Sln.~r, 
Vance 
Van WY<!k, 
V~t, 
Voorhees, 
Wlllker, 
William& 

Tabor. 

11r. ROLLINS. I desire to put myself right upon the record. During 
the roll-call my authority to pair the Senator from Nebraska [1\lr. 
SA UXDERS J was called in question by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
WILLIAI'tlS ]. I bad informed him and the Senate that I ha.c;l authority 
in a telegram to aetas umpire in such a case. This was denied and I 
was tn.ktn severely to task for presuming to saywbat I had said on the 
floor of the Senate. I do not purpose under any circumstances to usurp 
any authority in this matter, bnt in order that there might be no mis­
take about it I some time 8ince telebrraphed to the Senator from Nebraska 
and I ha.ve his reply which I will read. I asked him the simple and 
square question as to whether I had authority to act in such ~ case. 
This is his reply: 

TREASl:'RV DEPARTME.. ... T, 
Washington, D. C., February 14, 1S83. 

To Roo. E. II. RoLLINS: 
Yes; oo:cept in t.he case off~ lumber. I bad instruct-ed Senator VAN Wvcx 

to attend to thut. 
A. SAUNDERS. 

He instructed his colleague to attend to his pairs as fhr as free lumber 
was coneerned, but in all other matters he authorized me to act for him. 

Ur. WILLIAMS. In explanation of my own conduct in the matter 
I have to &';~.y--

Ur. I~OLLINS. Allow me to get through. I trust the Senator from 
Kentucky will see from this that I have not been officious about the 
matter. 

Mr.- EDMUNDS. :Ur. President--
:Mr. WILLIAMS. I rise to a personal question. 
:Ur. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Allow me a moment in reeyonse to the Senator 

from New Hampshire. I have the floor. 
Mr. EDUUNDS. I withdraw the motion for a moment. 
Mr. ·wiLLIAMS. In reSponse to the Senator from New Hampshire 

I have to say that that telegram he reads now to make an impression 
upon the Senate is dated over two weeks ago. The Senator from Ne­
b.rMka [Mr. SAUNDERS] and I ha.ve a general pair, and he and I have 
voted together in the reduction of the tariff from the beginning, and an 
examination of the records will show that I have never when 1 was in 
the Senate failed to vote. The Senator from Nebraska was here this 
morning himself, and told me it was perfec'tly indifferent to him, and 
I went to his own colleague and transferred my pair on this matter; 
and I call it officious in the Senator from New Hampshire upon an old 
telegram dated the 14th of last month to undertake to control my pair 
on this vote. The tele~mm is dated before the bill was passed by the 
Senate; it ii-i da.ted nc:.trly three weeks ago. 

Mr. ROLLINS. That wa..~ the--
M:r. WILLIAl\l8. TLJe Senator now excuses himself for an interfer­

enee ·with me in the arrangement I had made with the colleague of the 
Stl<nator from Nehraska himself. I thought it was officious upon his 
part, and therefore I resented it, and I do so now. 

~Ir. l·W LLlNS. Allow me one word. This simply had reference to 
the t:lritr hill which is now under consideration, and it ne-ver has been 
re>okcd at all. 

HOUSE BILLS. 

:Mr. ED~IUNDS. Mr. President, the un1inisl1cd business., the bill of 
my friend from Ab.bama. [Mr. MoRGAN], being beiore the Senate, I 
move that the Sen:.tte do now adjourn. 

Tbe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before putting the motion it is de­
sired to have some bills from the HoURe of Representatives printed. 

Ur. ED~IUNDS. They may be read the .first time, but the .first time 
onlv. 

The bill (H. R. 5543) to confirm certrun entries of the public lands 
was read the first time by its title. 

}rfr. EDMUNDS. I object to the second reading of the bill. 
The joint resolution (H. Res. 338) in relation to the claim made by 

Dr. John B. Read a93inst the United States for the alleged use of pro­
jectiles claimed as the invention of said Read, and by him alleged to 

have been used pursuant to a contract or arrangement between him 
and the War Department, and for which no compensation ha8 been. 
made, was read the first time by its title. 

The bill (II. R. 7611) to adjust the salaries of postmasters was read 
the first time by its title. 

Mr. ED~IDNDS. I renew the motion that the Senate do now ad· 
jonm. 

The motion wasagreed to; and (at 12 o'clock and 34 minutes a. m.,_ 
Saturday, ~Iarch 3) the Senate adjourned. 

HOUSE O:F REPHESENTA.TIVES. 
FRIDAY, Jfarch 2, 1883. 

TbeHousemetatll o'clock a.m. Prayer by the Rev. II. D. CLARK,. 
of I3aJ.timore. · 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was reau and a11provecl. 
:MESSAGE FROM TIIE SENATE. 

:A me,ssage from the Senate, by 1\lr. SnrPSON, one of its clerks, an­
nounced that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill (H. R. 
7595) making appropriations for the sundry civil expenses of the Gov· 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other pur­
poses; in which amendments the concurrence of the House of Repre­
sentatives was requested. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
l!r. WILLITS. I move to suspend the rules and take from the · 

Committee of the Whole--
The SPEAKER. That motion wonld not be in order prior to tl1e 

execution of the Pound rule. The Chair recognized the gentleman, 
undt1rstanding that he desired to ask unanimous consent. 

M.r. WILLITS. I will make the motion then at a later hour in the­
day. 

:Mr. CALKINS. I demand the regular order. 
CORRECTION. 

Mr. NEAL. I wish to state that I was paired with the gentleman 
from Uissouri [l\Ir. ULAND] on the river and harbor bill on yesterday 
as shown by the RECORD. Had it not been so I should have voted, as · 
I have always done, against the bill. 

1\Ir. COX, of New York. I wish to say the same thing. I should. 
ha>e voted against the bill had I been present. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
1\Ir. CALKINS. Let us have the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the proceeding under the 

Pound rule. 
At the time that the hour expired when this rule was la8t under 

consideration by the House there was a bill which had been calJed up 
by the gentleman from 'Visconsin [Mr. POUND] on behalf of the Com· 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to give notice that immediately after the 
expiration of this hour under the Pound rule I sha11 call up the CQn· 
tested-election cases. I give this notice so that members may be aware · 
ofthe fuct. 

CO:NFIR~IATION OF PUBLIC LAND ENTRIES. 
The SPEAKER. The bill which had been called up by the Commit· 

tee on the Public Lands under the Pound rule was the bill (H. It 5543) 
to confirm certain entries on the public lands. This bill had been reau 
and was printed in the RECORD. . 

.Mr. ANDERSON. Can it be read ~t'Tfiin? 
The SPEAKER. Only by unanimous consent. This hour can not 

be taken up in that manner. 
.Mr. ANDERSON. I would like to know what the bill is. 
:Ur. POUND. Let the titJe of the bill be read. 
The SPEAKER. The title of the bill has been announced. It has 

been read and is printed in the RECORD of the proceedinf,'M of the 2Gth 
of February. 

Is there objection to the present consideration of this bill? 
There was no objection. 
:Mr. LACEY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
1\Ir. LACEY. I wish to know in what manner this proceeding will 

affect the standing ofthe postmaster's salary bill, which comes over as ­
the unfinished business? 

The SPEAKER. It has nothing to do mth it. 
Mr. HOLMA....~. What is the bill to which the gentleman from Wis. 

consin refers ? 
'The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin is entitled to the . 

floor and will explain the bill. -
Mr. POUND. It will be remembered, :Mr. Speaker, that the bill 

under consideration (H. n. 5543), a bill to confirm certain entries on the 
public lands, was called up by the Committee on the Public Lands on 
the 2Gth instant, was read, and, with the report, was also printed in the­
RECORD. At that time, and before the consideration of the btll had 
begun or before objection had been asked to its consideration, the hour 
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had expired and it comes up now in this hour as the unfinished busi­
ness. I desire to say that it is unanimously reported by the Committee 
on the Public Lands of this House, and that a similar bill has been 
reported by the committee of the Senate with this exception, that the 
proviso is omitted in the Senate bill, and I wish to amend thls bill as I 
have already given notice, by striking out the latter proviso. This bill 
simply confirms the title to certain lands -wholly within my Congres­
sional district. The money has been paid and the entries made in strict 
accordance with the law. I repeat that these lands were duly entered 
and paid tor under instructions of the General Lan<l Office. They are 
embraced jn lands which were reduced from $2.50 to $1.25 an acre un­
der the law of 1880, and they proceeded under instruction of the Gen­
eml Land Office to make these entries for nearly a year, when it was 
discovered that under some ruling of the Supreme Court they should 
have been reoffered. The entries are in due form; tilerc are no con­
testant'3; there are no adverse claims, and certainly there can be no 
objection to the confirmation of these titles. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wis~onsin moves to strike 
out the last proviso of the bill. The Clerk will read the proviso pro­
posed to be stricken otit. 

Mr. HOLUAN. I rise to a question of order. \\'"e do not even know 
the title of the bilL 

The SPEAKER. The bill was read in . full, and was printed in the 
RECORD. 

Tile Clerk read the proviso proposed to be stricken out, as follows: 
And provided further, That where lands have been entered since the approval 

of said act, and a. greater price paid therefor than saJd red11ced price, such ex­
cess Rhall be refunded to the purchaser or his legal representatives in tbe same 
manner as repayments of excess purchuse-moucy aro made iu other cases uuder 
existing law. 

Mr. POUND. I would like to say to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Ur. HoL'\I.AN] the Committee on Public Lands thought it ·well to 
make this reimbursement. But this amendment was Illilde so as to 
make the bill conform to the bill of the Senate which does not provide 
for the reimbursement. 

1\Ir. HOLMAN. I do not think bills of this cllaractershould be passed 
in this way. The exact effect of this measure is not understood. I 
suppose the original act reducing the price of land from $2.50 to $1.25 
per acre passed on the theory that those railroads would not be built; 
that the grants had virtually lapsed, and that those lands were a por­
tion of the public domain. I suppose that was the theory on which . 
the original act passed. Now, insteadofthat being the ease thesevery 
grants are now held to be operative. 

Mr. POUND. Will the gentleman permit me to say these are not 
included in the railroad lands, but are alternate sections which bad 
been offered for sale, were in the market, and which bad been subject 
to private entry for twenty years. They were reduced in price because 
the sales after years of selections had been stopped entirely. The re­
duction of price stimulated purchasers of lands and home-seekers, and 
these lands were actually bought and paid for by innocent purchasers. 

Mr. HOL~IAN. This only operates on lands which had been in the 
mn.rket prior to 1861. Now, grants were made to certain railroad cor­
porations away back in 1856, five years before the period named in this 
bill. If I understand tile matter correctly the theory ·ofit is this: By 
the operation of the land-grant system alternate sections were put on 
the market nt $2.50 per acre, and afterward when this law passed, 
which is referred to here, it was passed on the theory that those lands 
were forfeited. 

Mr. POUND. I beg leave to correct the gentleman. It was not 
passed on any such theory. 

Mr. HOL~iA.L~. Why should the price of such lands 1mve been fixed 
at S2.50 an acre? 

Mr. POUND. Because they were· alternate sections within a rail­
road land grant and bad ueen culled until no further sales at $2.50 per 
acre could be made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is what I say. 
Mr. POUND. But they did not belong and never have belonged to 

a railroad company. 
:Ur. HOLl\L-\..N. Not at all. ·But that law which reduced the price 

to $1.25 an acre passed on the theory that the grant was a forfeited 
grant; that the railroad was not to be built. 

Mr. ~OUND. I again correct the gentleman. The road bad been 
built within thls grant. The lands had been opened to private entry 
until the remainder of the lands could not be sold at $2.50 per acre. 
Under this reduction, these lands which bad been neglected were sold 
and theRe entries were made under the instructions of the General 
Land Office. The Commissioner of the Geneml Land Office recom­
mends tile passage of the bill; the Secretary of the Interior recom­
mends it; the Senate recommends it. 

.Mr .. HOLMAN. I know everyuody recommends any measure which 
will grve the public lands to speculators. That is the universal policy. 

1\:l_r. POUND. Let me say this is not in the interest of speculators, 
but mnocent purchasers and bonafide settlers. It is but just, and should 
pass. 

Mr: HOL1\IAN. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin say this meas­
ure did not apply to all the lands prior to 1861-all of them? Take, 

for instance, such a grant as that to the Saint Croix and Bayfield Rail­
road; tba.t magnificent grant which is to inure now to the benefit of a 
corporation recently organized; a grant made away back in 1856. 
'Vhen Congress refused to renve that grant in 1872, the lands "Were 
sbo"\\-n to be worth $20 an acre. They had been withheld from set­
tlement under the policy of tl1e Government with regard to these land 
grants. 

Mr. BUCK. A.s I unden;tand the matt~r it is this: The lands were 
gmnted in alternate sections, and because they were granted in alter­
nate sections to the railroads the Government raised the price to $2.50 
per acre on all the lands. 

The SPEAKER. The time under tl1e rule for debate on the bill has 
expired. 

Mr. CONVERSE. If I can be allowed two or three minutes I can 
explain this. 

The SPEAKER. But the debate is closed. 
Mr. CONVERSE. I will ask unanimous consent. 
The SPEAKER. Is tilere objection to allowing the gentleman from 

Ohio to make a statement? 
1\Ir. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I object, unless it is not to come 

out of tJw hour. 
The SPEAKER. It must come out of the hour. 
The amendment of .Mr. PoUND was agreed to. 
The question was taken upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and 

read a third time; and upon a division there were--ayes 70, noes 7. 
:Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum has voted. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Pomm and Mr. HoL::\!A..."i were ap-

pointed. _ 
The House ag-.1in divided; and the tellers reported that there were-­

. ayes 120, noes 21. 
1\Ir. HOLMAN . I will not insist upon a further count. 
So (no furtl1er count being called tor) the bill was ordered to be en­

grossed for a third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

1\lr. POUND moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid ou the 
table. 

The 1'\tter motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FnO:U THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, in­
formed the House that the Senate bad agreed to the report of the com­
mittee of conference on the disagreeing "VOtes of the two Houses on the 
amenrlmentsoftheSenateto the bill of the House of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. 7181) making appropriations to provide for the expenses 
of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1884, and for otiler purposes. 

POWERS & NEW!'t!AN. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs was called. 
Mr. SPAULDING. I am instructed by the Committee on Indian 

Affairs to call up from the SpcaJ.:er's table tor consideration at this time 
the bill (S. 826) tor the relief of Powers & Newman and D. & B. Powers. 

The SPEAKER. The bill wHl be read. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, <I.:c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is hereby, di­

rected to pay, out of any money that may hereafter be appropriated for the use 
and b<"netit of tile ClJeyeune and Arapllhoe Indians, to Powers & Newruau the 
sum of~. and to D. &B. Powers the Aum ofS11,300, which Rums shall be in full 
satisfaction of claims against sujd ludinnH for property destroyed. 

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

Mr. SPAULDING 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. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAN ANT0}-.""10, TEXAS. 

The Committees on the Territories, Railways and Canals, Manufact­
ures, and Mines and Mining were called without any response. 

The Committee on Public Buildin::,rs and Grounds was then called. 
. Mr. HERBEH.T. I am directcrl by the Committee on Puhlic Bnild­
mgs and Grounds to as]{ that the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union he discharged from the further consirlerntion of tl1e bill 
(H. R. 4465) providing tbr a public building in San Antonio, Texas, and 
that it be considered at this time. 

The SPEAKEH.. The uill will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Beittmacteri, cf:c., That the Secretary ofthe Treasury be und he is hereby un­
th?rized an.d ~irecte~ to purchase u. site for, a';ld ~ause to'he erected tbere~n. a. 
sm~uble hmldmg, w1th fire-p:oof vaults therCJn, for the aecommodation of the 
Umteq States courtR, post-ofiioe, a~•.d <'t.her Government oflkoes, ut the city of San 
Antomo, Te~us. The plans, speclfica.tJOns, 1\ml fuU estimates for said building 
shall he prev10nsl~ u~ude llJJd lliJJlroved necording to la.w, and shall not ex(.(!etl 
for the Alte and h~1lqmg coruplcte the sum of $100,000: Pronided, Thut the site 
shall lea:ve the bu1ldmg unexposed to danger from lire in adjn.cent buildings by 
un open space o.f not less ~han forty feet, including Atreets and alleys; and no 
money appropriated for thL'i purpose shall he available until a valid tiUe to the 
site for sai<l building !lball be \"CS~ed in the United State.q, nor until the Stnte oC 
Texas shall lu:we ceded to the Umted States exclusive jurisdiction on·r thesume, 
during the time the United S:.ates shall be or remain t.be owners thereof, for all 
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pmposcs except the administmtion of the criminal laws of said State and the 
tlervicc of civil process therein. 

l Ir. HOLl\IAJ..~. I ask for the reading of the report. 
Mr. HEitBERT. I can explain the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The gontlcmnn bas the right to make an exphn.a­

tion for five minutes in place of the rending of the report. 
Mr. HERBERT. This bill makes no appropriation at this time. It 

provides for a public building at San Antonio, Texas, the cost of which 
is limited to $100,000. 

San Antonio is the largest judicial district in the United States. It 
contains nearly 100,000 square miles, larger in extont thnn the State 
of New York and as large as the whole of New England. 

A court was established therein the fallofl87D. Withintwoyea~and 
a half there were eighty-three civil cases and fuur hundred and foUrteen 
criminal cases brou~ht there; and since the court was established there 
has been brought in all about six hundred cases. From three hundred 
to five hundred people are necessarily compelled to attend the terms of 
that court. There are no sufficient accommodations for the court there. 
The city of San Antonio is next to the largest, if it is not the largest, 
city in the State of Texas. 

.Mr. UP;;ON. It is the l:1rgcst. 
1\Ir. HERBERT. I am informed by one of the Hcprc.."'entativcs from 

that State that it is the largest city in the State. It is gro1'>--ing with 
wonderful rapidity. If anywhere in the United States there i'i a neces­
sity for a public building, certainly San Antonio is the point. 

l\1r. HOLJ\LU:r. What is the population? 
Mr. HERBEliT. It is now about 30,000, anti I am informcll it is 

increasing at the rate of at least 5,000 a year. · 
I hope that under the circnmst.wces there will be no objection to the 

passage of this bill. The court is now held in the upper story of a build­
ing totn.lly uufittetl by size of rooms for its accommodation, and there 
is now no suitable building to be obtained in the city for the purpose. 
This public building is needed to accommodate not onJy the court but 
the post-office and other public offices at San Antonio. 

The SPEAKER Is there objection to the present con::;·idcration of 
this bill? Those who objec-t will rise. [C01mting.] There are nine 
gentlemen rising, and the bill is not before tllC House. 

The Committee on Pacific Railroads and the Committee on Le'"ees 
and Improvements of the Missi!"\sippi River wore cnllcd without respond­
ing. 

AG!tiCULTURAL COLLEGES. 
The Committee on Education and Labor was called. 
.l\lr. CARPENTER. I am instructed by the Committee on Education 

and Labor to call up from the Speaker's table Senate bill No. 182!>, to 
amend nn net donating public bll!ls to the several States and Territories 
which may provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture aml the me­
chanic arts. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be rcatl. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

Be it ennclcd, &c., That the fourth section of Uw net donntiug public la.nds to 
the Heveral States and Territoric~ whleh may provide colleges for the benefit of 
agriculture ami the mechn.nic arts, approved July 2, lsa:!, IJe, and the same is 
hereby, aweuded !'!0 M to read as follows: 

"SEc. 4. That all -woueys doriveu from the sale of lands aforesttid by the 
State:i to which the lands are apportion d, and from the sales of land-scrip hcre­
iubefore provided for, ~;hall be invested in stocks of the United State~ or of the 
Stutes, or soruo other ~;afe stocks. Or the same may be invested by the States 
having no State stocks in any other manner, after the Legi.,latures of such 
Statel:! shall have assented thereto and engaged thnt suoh-funds shall yield not 
less than 5 per cent. upon the amount so iuvestcu, and the principal thereof 
shall foreve-r remain unimpaired: Prot:ided, That the moneys so inve..,ted or 
loaneu shall constitute a perpetual fund, the eupital of ''"hich shall remain for­
e\·er undiminished (except so fur as may be provided in section 5 of this act), 
and the interest of which Hhall be invioluhly appropriated, by each State which 
mar take and claim the benefit of this act, to the endowment, snpport, and 
mamteuanee of at lea.'it one college where the Jca1ling object shall be, without 
excluding other scientific nnu classical studies, nwl including military tactics, 
to teach such bmnches of learning as are rcbte1l to agriculture and the me­
cha.nic arts, in such manner as the Legislatures of the 8tates may, rCl:!pectiYcly, 
prescribe, in order to promote the lihcrul and practical education of the indus­
trial clusse!l in the several pur:i!uits and profeS:>ions in 1ife." 

There hein~ no ohjection, the bill was taken from the Speakcr~s ta­
ble, read three several times, and passecl 

.Mr. CARPENTER moYed to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; nud also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
t.1.ble. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
PATENTS. 

The Committee on the :Militia was called without responding. 
The Committee on Patents was calle(L 
.Mr. VANCE. I am im;tructed by the Committee on Patents to call 

up tor considcmtion at thi:s time the hil1 (H. H. 7G:30) to amend section 
4~7 of the Revised Statutes, in relation to patents. 

The SPEAKER. The hill will be read. 
'The Clerk read as follows: 
lJe it emtctcd, t!:c., That section 48157 of the nevi sell Statutes shall be, and herchy 

«s, amcu<le<l so U8 to rcu<l U.'l followH: 
"::lEe.~. No pcmon Hhu!l hcueharrcd from recehinga. patent for his in-.en­

tion or rliKcm·cry. nor !:!hull uuy pateut hereafter g-rnuted be declared iuvalirl hy 
rcMon of it~ having been tirst patented orca.u~etl to he patented iu a foreigu coull­
try, unlesl:! the Harue I.Ja.'l been introdul.:ed into public use in the United HtateM for 
moxc than two years prior to the application; but every patent hereafter granted 

. 
for an invention which ha~, prior to the filing of the application for sai• 1 patent, 
been patented in a foreign eountry, shall expire seventeen years from the date 
of the foreign patent, or, if there be more than one, seventeen years from the date 
of the earliest foreign patent, and in no case shall it remain in force more than 
seventeen years: but all applications hereafter made for patents for in,·eutions 
previously pateuted in a foreign country, upon the invention of the same per­
son, shall ue mnde within two ycarl:! from and after the date of such foreign pat­
ent, or, if the1·e be more than one, from the date of the earliest forei0rn patent. 
No patent granted for an inYention which had, p1•ior to the grant of such patent, 
been first patented in a foreign country, and which has not expired at the date 
of the paS!;age of this act, shall be declared to be invalid by reason of its not be­
ing so limited on its face or in its grant as to expire at the same time with the 
fore~~ patent, or, if there be more than one, at the same time with tllC one hav­
ing t.11e shorte.o;t term; but this act shall in no wise renew, revive, prolong, or 
extend any patent heretofore gruutcu." 

1\Ir. HOL1\IAN. I call for the reading of the report under the rule. 
The SPEAKER. The report ~vm be rcafl, pro\ided it does not ta,ke 

more than five minutes. 
Mr. VANCE. It will not take that long. 
The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Patents, t~whom was referred sundry bills to amend sec­
tion 4887, Ucvi8ed Statutes, reluting to patents, report a substitute for nll the 
bills. 

The section provides that all patents first obtained in a foreign country shall 
be so limited in the Unite1l States as to expir·e at tho same time wi.th the foreign 
patent, or if there i)e more than one, with the en.rlie!'t foreign patent. 1 n con­
sequetwe of this section a patent applieu for in the Unitcu Rtu.tes, but notgrauted 
until it is patented in a foreign country, iu some ca ·el:! only lasts, as in Cu.nnda, 
five years or lc~. 1\Io.ny patcntH obtained abroad first, not having yet expired, 
aredcclured invalid by reason of not being· limited .on the face. The hill now 
reported proposes to allow the pll teut ti•·st obtain ell uLroau to run seventeen yeat·s 
from the date of the foreign patent, or if there be more than one. from the date 
of the earliest foreign patent. It al!'!O seeks to make tho!:le patents valiu which 
were first obtained in other countries; but does not t~xten1l the life of n patent 
now in exiHtcnce nor revive oue Utat has expired, hut only aiJects pateuts to l>fl 
issued hereafter. 'Ve recouuuend the passage of the substitute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

1\Ir. M:c~ULLIN. Before that question i;; put, I hope the gentle­
man from North Carolina [Ur. VANCE] will make an explanation of 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlcm:mfrom North Carolina has two min­
utes remaining of the five, if he desires to mn.ke an explanation. 

1\Ir. V ~CE. 1\Ir. Speaker, section 4887 of the Hevised Statutes 
pro,ides that patents first ohtn.ined in a foreit-rn country tor au inven­
tion su bscqucntly patented in this country shall expire us to this coun­
try at the expiration of the foreign patent. This is the first point 
~out?ht to he remedied in the bill. In many cases, an in vcntor, after 
havrng made application for a patent in thi:; country, after h:.~.ving filed 
his papers in due form, applies tor a patent in Canada; and tl10 Cannr 
dian patent is issued before the United States patent. In some in­
stances four years have elapsed before the American patent has been 
grunted, and thus the American inventor has had in this country hut 
one year's usc of his patent. The pre&cnt hill seeks to remedy this de­
fect in the law by giving tho inventor seventeen years from the <late of 
his foreign patent. 

The bill also seeks to reme<ly the defect in regard to patents not lim­
ited on their fu.ce, which Judge Nb::on bas recently decided are invalid, 
because not so li1nited. The bill docs not extend the life of any patent 
that has already expired. It takes effect in the future. It has no re­
lation to patents heretofore issued. It docs not revive or have any ef­
fect whatever upon existing patents except in the particular I have de­
scribed that it corrects the error in regard to patents not limited on their 
fuce. 

Mr. l\16~ULLIN. Will the bill have the effect of making the life of 
any American patent longer than it has been heretofore? 

1\Ir. VANCE. Not at all. 
The question being put. on taking up the bill, seven members objected. 
The SPEAKER. The bill is' no.t before the House. 

OWNERS OF TilE STEAMER JACKSON. 
The Committee on Claims being called, 
Mr. BUCHA....~AN addressed the Chair. 
:Mr. SMITH, oflllinoiR. On behalfoftho Committeeon Claims-. -
Mr. BUCHANAN. 1\Ir. Speaker, I addressed the Chaii· when tho 

Committee on Claims wns called . 
The SPEAKER. Gentlemen must settle these matters in their com­

mittees. The Chair can not determine them. 
Mr. BUCHANiL.~. The bill which I desire to call up is one which 

the gentleman from Alabu.ma (l\Ir. OATES] was instructed by t~ com­
mittee to call up prior to the authority given to tho gentleman from 
illinois. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. I nm recognized, I believe? 
The SPE.A.KER. The gentleman is not recognized to exercise a right 

not given to him by his committee. If the gentleman hu.s the prior 
right, the Chair will reco..,.nize him; otherwise not. 

Mr. BUCHA....~A;N. The !Jill which I wllih to call up is one which 
has already passed this House, and been amended by the Senate. I 
simply desire the concurrence of the House in tue amendment. 

The SPL'\.KER. This i'3 n. matter which gentlemen of the commit-
tee must snttle among themselves. · · . 

Mr. HET·WERT. My t:ollcac,rue [Mr. OATES] is' sicl~ to-day, and un­
able to }Je here. 
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Mr. SMITH, of illinois. Is this the case which t.h.~ gentleman from 

Alabama [M:r. OATES] was instructed to l)rinll np? 
Mr. BUCH~~AN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. S:\UTH, of Illinois. Very well: I concede tue 1-jght of the gen­

tleman. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. I ask consent te take from the Speaker's table 

for concurrence in the amendment of the Senate the bill (H. R.. 2156) 
for the relief of certain owners of tlie steamer Jackson. 

The amendment of the Senate, which was rea1l, was to otrike out all 
of s:rid bill and insert the following: 

Wllercns the United States, on the 18th day of June, 1863, chartered tl1e steam­
boat Jackson to run on the Chattnl10ochee Uiver in the service of the United 
b'tutcs, and while so employed it was wholly destroyed by fire caused by un-
avoidable accident; and . 

'Vhereas the Secretary of the Treasury, on the application of Aaron Barnett 
and Daniel :Fry for payment to ~hem, as allegeti owners of said steamboat of 
the value ofthe same, adjudged and deeided "that the steamer Jackson was 
lost by unavoidable accident while in the military service of the United States 
by contract, and tl1at the owners thereof were entitled to the payment of tile 
value thereof under acts of l\Iarch 3, 1l:H!J, and l\Iarch 3, 1863 ;" and 

\Vhereas U1e value of R~lid steamer was duly ascertained by the Treasury De­
partment to he $3G,12ll, which was paid to the said Barnett and Fry, on the exe­
cution of the bond of said Barnett as principal and Louis G. Schiffer and Gabriel 
H. Schiffer us Rurct.ies, in tile sum of $:!G,OOO, payable to the Uuileti SLates, and 
"<:ond itioued that if the above-bounden obligors, their heirs, executors, adminis­
trators or any of Utero, shall ancl do well and truly pay or caut~e to be paid unto 
any pe~son or persons who shall establish a valid claim to any of the five-four­
teenths of the steam6r Jackson the full amounts as paid by U1e United States to 
the suid Barnett and Fry, or shall pay or cause to be paid unto the United States, 
or their assigns, the full amounts paid by the United Htates on account of saiti 
five-fourteenths of the said steamer Jackson, with the legal costs and inlcreRton 
such !!Ul.U, witl10ut any uefaleation or uelay, then the saiu bonu to be void," &c.; 
anrl 

'Vhercas John R. Ely, John D. Lockey, A. R. Godwin, S. aml J. Irwin, Thomas 
:M:. White, surviving vartue~ of T. and J. M. White, and El~is<?n and Hughs, 
partners o1· joint owners, cla1m that they are the owners of sa1d five-fourteenths 
e>f saiti steamer Jackson, in different nwnber of shares, and entitled to their 
pro rata share of said $36,125, amountiag to $12,901.78. aud have dt•manded pay-
ment of the same from the United States; and · 

WhereaB llaruett aud Fry deny the ownership of . aid chlimauts of said five­
fourteenths, anti also claim that they (Barnett and Fry) have made payments 
and advances of large sums of money (or and on account of repairs and materials 
for repairs of said steamer Jackson, which they are entitled to have deducteu 
from any sum fur which they nmy be liable on said bond, or pn account ofsaiu 
payment to them of tl1e said $12,001.78: Therefore, for the purvose of having 
the real owners of 11aid five-fourteenths of said steamer Jackson legally ascer­
tained, and to enable the said llarnett and Fry, in the event that said claim­
ants, or any of them, shall establish their right to said five-fourteenths or any 
part thereof, to show by legal proof what, if any, advances or payments theyJ 
or either of them, have watie for and on account of any rcpail·s of the saiu 
meamer, and legally chargeable against all the owners thereof, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Un'iterl Strtles of America 
in Congress assembled, That John R. Ely, John B. I>Ockey, A. R. Godwin, S. and J. 
Irwin, partners or joint owners, and Thomas l\I. 'Vhite, surviving partner ofT. 
and J. l\I. 'Vhite, and Ellison and llughs,pnrtnersor joint owners, be, and they 
are hereby, aul~orize<;J. '~itl1in _si~ l!lonths, an~ not thereafter, ~r the pa~age 
of this act to brmg smt m their Jomt names m the Court of Cla1rus agamst the 
United St~teR and that said Court of Claims shn.ll have jurisdiction of said suit 
to hear and d~termine the same for the purposes aforesaid, and to try all issues 
joined between the parties thereto in relation to ~he own~rship of the ~ve-f~ur­
!t'enths of the said steamer Jackson, and det.ermme U1! nght of the sa1d plamt­
lffs, or any of them, thereto, and to the sa1d $12,901.,8, the value thereof, and 
c.l.Ro to tr'Y and determine all issues in relation to any payments or advances 
made by Barnett and Fry, or either of them, for and on account of any dei.Jt 
legally created against said steamer Jackson for repairs, material, clerk-hire, or 
work and labor, for which the said steamer was liable in Jaw or equity; anu 
should tl1e suid plaintifis, or any of them, establish their right to said five-four­
teenths, or the saiti value thereof, or any portion of the E>Ullle, and slwulti it be 
fihown by legal proof that saiti Han1ett and l<'ry, or eitlicr of them, have made 
payments or advances for repairs, materials, clerk-hire, or work and labor for 
which flUid steamer was chargeable in law or equity, the :said court shall render 
judgment against the United !:itates and in favor of each of!!aitl clu.imnnts for so 
much of said lii12,90l.i8 as the proof may show each to be entitled, less the amount 
the proof may show the said Burnett and Fry, or eitller of them, have vaid or 
advanced for and on account of said steamer as aforesaid; and the said court 
shall cause notice in writing to be served in person upon said Am·on Haruett 
ami Daniel Fry, in which shall be stated the commencement of said suit by said 
plaintiff's, and the cause thereof, and rcq~1iring then~ to app.car n.t said court and 
establish ifU1ey can by legal proof, thmr ownership of sa1d five-fourteenths of 
said stea1'ner Jack.'IO~, and also what vaymen.ts or adv~nccs they, or either of 
them have made, for and on. account of repan·s, matenal, or work anu labor, 
for which said steamer was liable. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. This bill was p3.8Sed by the House and sent to 
the Senate and was returned witll an amendment which has been read 
by the Clerk. I now move that th..'l.t ume:nd.ment of the Senate be con­
curred in. 

The Senate amendment was concurred in. 
Mr. BUCHANAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 

amendment was concurred in; and also mo-ved that the motion tore­
consider be laid on tlie table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
STERLING T. AUSTIN, DECEASED. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Iamdirected by theCommitteeon WarCl~ims 
to call up for consideration at tliis time thA bill (S. 719) for the relief of 
tbe representatives of Sterling T. Austin, dcce..'lBeu. 

The hill wus read, us follows: 
Be it e11ncte(l, &c .. That the claims of the successors in interest nnd legal ~epre­

sentatives of Sterlin.,. 'I'. AuMtin decea~;ed late of tile parish of Carroll, m the 
Sta~tl of Loui~:~inna, r3r 1:ottou tal~en by the' military ami civilauUwri~i.::S ?fthc 
Umtt>d State;;, or hy eithe..r of them, dnring tbe years lSG3, 1$1, and 1!i()(), m the 
Stute.~. of J .. onisiaua nnd Texas, be, and thebllll1earc hereby, referred to the Court 
of Ulaun.s, with full jurisdiction nnd power in the ~>aid oourt to adjust and s~ttle 
such cla!n!s, ami to render a judgment in saiu cause fortl1e net amount realize~ 
by the l •n1ted StateR f1·um the snle of such cotton as shnll appear from tbe eYl­
deu~:e kl have been !\0 taken by said autllorities; and in such action t~e said rep-

resentatives shall be entitled to recover ns aforesaid, anr. ·statuteofUmitation to 
the contrary notwithstanding: ProV'ided, however, That 1t be shown to the satis­
faction of the court that neither Sterling T. Austin, sr., nor any of his surviving 
representatives gave any aid or comfort to the late rebellion, but were tl;lrough­
out the war loyal to the Govcrnmeut of the United States. 

~Ir. HOL1.LU:.~. I ask for the reading of the report in the five min­
utes allowed under tlie rule. 

The report was read, as follows: 
The Committee on War Claims, to whom wa~ rcfcrrclllhe bill (H. R. 27C6) for 

the relief of the representatives of Sterling T. Austin, report as follows: 
At the breaking out of the war of the rebellion Sterling T. Austin, sr., was 

the owner of a plantation in Carroll Parish, Louisiana, known as tl1e "Three 
Bnyou Place," ~;ituated three or four miles from Hunclle's lien~, or Old River, 
containing 2,380 acres, of wWch 900 were cult;vated. In the 8prmg of 18G3 there 
were on the place the cotton crops oft.he years 1S61 nnd 1~:Sv2, rc."lpectively, amount­
ing to upward of 1,200 bales, averaging 4-10 pouncls each, 82 mul , 100 heati of 
cattle, 300 hogs, 10,000 bushels of corn, 8 yoke of work cuuJ.e, tl wagons, carpen­
ter and blacksmilli tools, plantation tools, library of :JIJO voh1mc.q, family por­
traits, honseholu and kitchen furniture-lclaimed to be worth $100,000. In the 
summer of1862, 1\Ir. Austin, for unitary reasons, removed hisfiallily, con:>isting 
of his wife anu tl1ree minor children-two !laughters and a Ron-to Georgia, him­
self remaining in Loui.l:iianlt. In the spring of 1sr.:J, procuring- a pass through the 
Federal lines at Natchez, pli.-;>:i~ippi,hc went to Georgia fur hi family. During 
his absence all U1e movable property on his plantation, described ahuve in gen­
eral terws, was, by order -of Gener.1l J. B. McPherson, milltary commander of 
that district, seized and carriccl nway hy the military forces. The mules, forage, 
and supplies were applied to the 11 11e of the Army, and the cotton shippetinorth 
to l\Icmphis, or invoiced over to th authorized o!licc.rs of U1e Government by 
J. E. Jones, formerly lieutenant anu quartcrma~er of the Sixteenth ''v"isconsin 
Volunteers, now of Carroll County, luwa. The levee at At~hton was cut hy the 
Army, and his whole plantation submergeu. He can}e l!nck, after the water hB;d 
receded, to a scene of desolation mtd cuforceu dest:ll'tlon. In consequence ofh1s 
well-known Union !Sentiments, and the absence of anything like legul protection, 
a. re:siclence among hi>:~ old ncighhorR was both unpleasant-and nnsafe. 

In the autumn of 1RI1.1, with his family and his negroes, of which be had a large 
number, he removed into Tc.xus, remainiug in San Antouio till aJ'tt:ll'the close of 
the war, when he removetl to Golvt>ston. \Vhile at. Galvcbton, in 18li.'i, he went 
up the railroad during the summer and bought up scnttcred lots of cotton, all of 
which were seized hy theagentsoftl1e United State.'! Treasury. BethP.n formed 
a partner~bip at Galveston, pnrcha~>cd the suhooner l\Iary Lee, and eutered the 
:Mexican trade, removing to New Orlearu; in l&i5. The llnnnal overf1ow of his 
old plantation meanwhile rendered it unteTUlntaulc. Iu l81.i7 the schooner was 
wrecked and became a. total loss. In this year it appcarl:l that l\Ir. Austin placed 
his claim again8t the Government in the bands of Juclge Lcwil"l Dent for collec­
tion and he seems to have relied implicitly upon thi.'i attorney. After the los.'! 
ofthe schooner l\lr. Austin again turued hi8 attention toplaut:ingauci purchased 
anotl1er plantat.;on in his old parish of Carroll. He became po~:~t master at Lake 
Providence, and in 1870 removed his family from New OrleauR, l\Ieanwhile the 
son, Sterling T. Austi-n, jr., had grown into manhoou, been admitted to the bar, 
became prosecuting attoruey aml t11en pari.sh judge. JJ118TI, necoruing to Gen­
eral Negley's re<'ollection, in 1872 or 1873, according to other , :i.\fr. Austin w~s in 
'Vfi.Shington pushing his claim, surprised and indignantnt Jutige Dent'sfo.dure 
to prosecute 1t. It is quite certain he was at the capital in each of the years 
18i:l, 1874, and 1875. In l\Iay, 1873, he made, with Cbnrl_cs E. Hoo«;Y; e::~q., an at­
torney of 'Vawington, a contract to prosecute the cllllm, the or1gmal copy of' 
which is among the paper:~ before the committee. There is u lso another original 
contract for the same purpose among the papers, dated in February, 1!),;}, signetl 
by l\Ir. Austin and John A. Grow & Co., then a firm of attorneys or claim agents 
in 'Vashington. In January, 1874, a petition for relief on aC<'ount. of these seiz... 
w·es was presented to t-l.te Congre'i:s, Lut no cvitience of any tu:tiou thereou has 
been found. 

On the 9th day of July, 187!J, Sterling T .• \.nstin, sr., while still po,..twa,ter at 
Lake Providence, Louisiana, was shot dead in broad daylight in the open street 
of that village. The son, Sterling T. Austin, jr., Htill parish juclgc, hearing the 
shot and being informed thn.t his father was the victim, went at onc_>e to tl.te re.::>­
cue and was met and shot down in the same place by the !'Uille person. The 
son linb"Cred a few days and clied of hi-i wonnds. After the burial of father and 
son t.he widow and daughters sou~ht to collect and preserve the business papers 
of the deceased, but found their offices had been despoilefl and all their prh·ate 
business papers had been curried away or destroyed, and haven vcrsincc been 
recovered. 

The widow and remaining children now ask that they be permitted to prose­
cute in the Court of Claims of tbe Unit-ed Stutes tlleir demands against the Uni­
ted States, and that they be permitted to recover the reasonable value of Stl<'h 
property as they can e.how to the satisfttction of the court wa,s owned by and 
taken from Sterling T. Austin, Rr., by the military or civil authorities of the 
United States in the years 1~G3, 18tH, and 18G5, anti applicu to the usc of any of 
the force~ of U1e United States or consigned to any of itR authorities for f!U.le or 
otl.JerwiRe aud not restored to the owner, any statute of limitation to tl1e con­
trary notwithstnmling. 

It is believed tl1ere neYer has been an ofik'<ll'or tribunal having jurisdictio• to 
adjudicate the whole of this chim. ""o part of it seems to come witbineitberof 
the four classes of claims to whicll the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims has 
been limiteti. As adjudications under the act of 1SU4 were in express terms con­
fined to claims forquartermastcr'8 stores and for subsistence'' furnished" to the 
Army, it is very que tiouable, to say the lear-t, whether or not they could have 
been exte1.1detl to even tile very small portion of this claim which was for stores 
and supplies "taken" and not" furnished." It seems that the act of ::\larch 3, 
18'i1., establi.-;hing the Southern Claims Commi85ion, diti confer jurisdiction of 
that part of this claim \vhieh is for ''!!lores or snpplie'l taken or furnil"lhed" for 
tilense of the Army; this pnrt, howevert is small. Under thiR act, moreover, U1e 
pP.riod for tiling claims never l'-Xknuetl ocyond the two years between :.\1arch3, 
1871, an<l March 3, 1873. 

A portion of this claim it cewR. mlgl1t llave been pro'~el"ntetl under the" CRpt­
ured ami abanuoned pro

1
pe1·ty act" of .l\Jarch 12, 1803. Under this act all claims 

no~ pre!lcnted within two years after the snpprc;ssion of I h~ rebellion a·rc b~rred. 
Tlns bar must have taken cfl\!ct at or ncar th~ time the olmm was placed In the 
l1anlls of Judge Dent. Under the "cotton-claim~:~'' net. of l\luy 8, 187!!, it is certain 
but a small portion of the demnud roulu lmve been urljmlieutcd; a11d umler this 
act six months only are allowed for filing<'inims. It thcrtforc appear!" that no of­
fleer or tribunal ever had jurisdiction of the entire claim; and the period during 
which any part of it might ha\·e been presented dirl nut exceed two years. and 
tl1ese two years are tho!<e immecliately following the dose of the wnr. To those 
wl10 remember the confusion, doubt, di•<trufot, and uneertuintv of that period, 
nnd consider the distance and unfamiliarity at which Mr. Au!Stin lived from the 
Nutional Govern went, t.he delay will not seem strange. Douhtle~<s if l\lr. Au tin 
or his son hau sun;vcd, or even if their private paper roulu be examined, bet­
ter reasons for dt>lay could be furnished. Under all the circum<>tanccs, the com­
mittee think itwonlu bea.grcatha.rdslliptorcqnirefurtherexvlonationof lo.ches, 
awl believe the claim ongllt to be cnrcfully and judicially examined. 

From the eviuence before the committee, the.loyalty ofthefouuilys~mf!to l.Je 
well setnblished: yet, in order that tbis que~:~t.ion may not be foredo8ed on te1r 
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timonymerely t:~:parle, your committee recommend that the bill be amended by 
adding after the last words the following: 

"Pr01:ided, lwu•eur, That it be shown to the satisfaction of the court that neither 
Sterling- •.r. Austin, sr., nor any of his surviving representatives, gave any aid 
or comfort to the late rebellion, but was throughout the war loyal to the GoY­
emment of the United States." 

With this amendment the committee report the bill back to tbe House, with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill. 

Two members rose. 
The SPEAKER. Not a sufficient number; and the bill is before the 

House for present consideration. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 

the third time. 
Mr. HOLJ\L\N. There are ten minutes of debate allowed on this 

bill. 
The SPEA.KEll. Nouody ha.s claimed it, and the bill is now on its 

passage. 
The bill was pasaed. 
Mr. UPDEGRAFF moved to reconsider the >ote by which the bill 

was passed; aml also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
tho table. 

The latter motion was ~rrrecd to. 
ORDER OF HUSDlESS. 

The SPEAh."'ER. The hour for the consideration of bnsine:~s under 
the Pound mle has expired. The Chair desires to state that the gen- 1 

tleman fromSouth Carolina [~1r. RICHARDSON] wasabsentfrom hisseat 
when the Committee on the TelTitories was called, and did not ~ll up 
the bill which he intended. The Chair asks unanimous consent. when 
the House again proceeds to the ·consideration of business under the 
Pound rule the gentleman from South Carolina ma.y be allowed to call 
up that bill. 

Mr. HOL1\IAN. 'Vhat is the title of the bill? 
The SPEAKER The Cllair is not informed of the title of the bill. 
Mr. HOLUAN. It is impossible to give consent without knowing the 

title of the bill. 
Mr. BURROWS, of Michig:1n. I hope there will be no objection. 
Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina. It is my intention to call 

up the bill to establish a civil goYemment for Ala."llm, which has had 
eliminated from it everything that was objectionable. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object. 
Mr. C.A.LKL.~S. I desire to call up the contested-election case of 

Buchanan vs. Manning. I understand the gentleman from New York 
has a conference report which he desires to call up, and for that I will 
yield. 

l\1r. HISCOCK. I have not a conference report, but I desire-­
.Mr. CALKL"S. I can not yield for anything else, but insist upon 

proccedin(T with the contested-election case. 
Mr. HI'§COCK. 'Vhat I desire to do is to call up from the Speaker's 

table the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R 7505} making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year en din~? J nne 30, 1884, for the purpose of monng non-concurrence 
therein aml asking a committee of conference. 

M:r. WILLIS. I demand the regular order of busines.~. 
The SPEAKER. This is the regular order of business. 
.M:r. WILLIS. It requires unanimous consent to do that, and I ob­

ject. 
The SPE!.KER. If objection ue made, the Chair will recognize the 

gentleman from New \"" ork, to suspe-nd the rules. 
SUXDRY CIVIL APPROPRI.ATIOX lliLL. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move, then, l\1r. Speaker, to suspend the rules and 
take from the Speaker's table the amendments of' the Senate to the hill 
(H. R. 7505) making appropriations for the sundry chil expenses of the 
Government tor the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and that they be 
non-concurred in, and a committee of conference be asked on the dis­
agreeing votes of the two Houses. 

1\lr. HOLMAN. I hope the amendments of the Senate will be read. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I have no objection to that. 
Mr. HOL~LL.~. Or tho gentleman from NewYorkcan make a state­

ment a.<> to what thev are. 
Mr. HISCOCK. i can tell the gentleman from Indinna. they are so 

numerous I can scarcely undertake to go over them all.. 
l\1r. CAJ~KINS. If the rules are to be su.'1pen<led that dispenses with 

the re..<trling of tho amenclruent.3. If tho rules are to be snspenued I 
insist they shall he suspend~d entirely. 

Mr. EiACOCK's motion \Yas agreed to; and tho rules were suspended, 
the Senate amendments non-concurred in, and a conference re<1ucsted on 
tbe rlisa::,--reeing votes of the two Hom;M. 

CONTESTED-EI.BCTIO'N CASE-BUCRAl''"-'ili VS. 1\IANNIXG. 

Mr. C.lLKIN"S. I now call up the contested-election case of Bu­
ch:mau 1:.-:1. Munn.ing. In that case I do not think there will be any 
deun.te, or at least I helieve there vvill be very little. Tho majority of 
the committee haYc signed a report in favor of the siLtin"' member. 

1\lr. BINGHAM:. l'lir. Speaker, I rL<m to a que.."ltionof order. I de­
sire to know, and won ld like to h..we a decision from the Chair upon the 

point as to what will be the standing of the bill which was deternii.ned 
upon last night as the unfinished business, the bill with reference to the 
salaries of po~tmnsters? 

Mr. CALKINS. I cau not yield tho floor for that purpose. 
Mr. HINGHAM. I desire to know if: I can raise the question of con­

sideration? 
Ur. C.A.LKIKS. I am making an argument now, and the gentleman 

has no right to attempt to take me off the floor. 
1\lr. WILLIS. I desire to object, if in order--
Tho SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana raises a question of 

high constitutional pririlege. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I am aware of that, but I desire to know what 

will be the st..'lctus of the bill to which I refer. Will it still come over as 
the unfinished business after the conclusion of tho election case which 
the gentleman from Indiana calls up? 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly; it will he the un.flnlllhed business, 
and come up in its proper order. 

l\lr. HISCOCK. If the gentleman from Indiana will yield to me 
again, I wish to say that the gentleman from New York has a confcr­
e.nee report ou the District of Columbi...'l. appropriation bill which he 
wishes to submit at this time. 

1\lr. CALKINS. Not in the middle of my remarks. I can not yield 
now for tha.t pnrpoRe. 

As I ha>e already stated, :Mr. Speaker, a majority of the Committee 
on Elections have reported in favor of tho sitt.i.ng member. The mi­
nority of the committee have found in favor of declaring the scat va­
cant. My friend Colonel THOl\IPSO~, of Iowa, was called home by 
reason of sickness, aud is not present to be heard. I do not know 
whether he desired to press hi-s -..iews upon the House or not. Of this 
I am not informed, although he drew the minority report. llut I may 
be allowed to make a brief statement with reference to the case, and I 
think that will practically close the <lehate, unless my collengue on the 
committee, Judge UAJ,"\"NEY, desires to he heard. 

In the fir~t pla.ce, Mr. Sp<.·aker, the contestant in the ruse, J1,1r. Bu­
chanan, filed his. notice of contest, speci{ying the several grounds on 
which he relied. The m::~;iority of the committee, following the prece­
dents of electi.on cases in this House, have found, and hold, that all of 
the specifications in the notice were too vague, general, and uncertain 
ppon which to found a contest. 

The SPEAKER. ·wm the gentleman indica.te to the Chair what case 
is proposed to be called up? 

Mr. CALKINS. There was so much confusion that the clerks are 
endent.ly excusable. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk has not been a..-.ked to read the resolu-
tion accompanying the report. . 

Mr. CALKINS. That will not be necessary, of course, until the close 
of the debate, when the House will be called to vote upon the resolu­
tion. But I referred, as I stated in the beginning of my remarks, to 
the case of Buchanan against Manning. 

Mr. ROBL.~SON, of .1\'Iassac.husetts. Let me suggest to the gentle­
man from Indiana that he is proceeding to debate the conclusion to 
which the committee have arrived before the resolution suumitted by 
the committee i.8 read, a proceeding offering no member of the Hou.s& 
an opportunity of mising the question of consideration, which some one 
may desire to do. 

The SPEAKER. Tlle Chair recogni7.cfl that fact, and has therefore 
called the attention of t.ho gentleman from Indiana to the omission. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Uassachusctts. I think before the gentleman 
from Indiana assumes to take the floor for an argument upon the case 
we should have an opport~ty of rai-sing the question of consideration 
if it is desirable. 

l\fr. CALKINS.· I ask the Clerk to read the resolution. 
The SPEAKER. The reRolution will be :read. 
The Clerk road as follows: 

Resolved, That the eoute~tant have lcuve to witllllro.w his papers w iti10ut prej­
udice. 

l\1r. CALKINS. I suppose, l\lr. Speaker, that the reading of that 
resolution m.1.y hy unanimous com;ent. be taken as having ucen called 
for before my remark8 began. 

M:r. HISCOCK. Now, J\1r. Spe.'l.kcr, I a..'lk that the gcntloman from 
New York [.M:r. KETCHAM] be recognized for the purposeof~:mbruitting 
a conference report upon tl1e District of Columbia appropriution bill. 

Mr. CALKINS. I can not yi.el<l the floor tor that purpose. If the 
gentleman had not int~rrnpted me I would probn.hly have conduded 
what I had to Ray by this t.ime. I will ue through in a moment. 

As I have said the Committee on Elections have fonnd that all of the 
allegations of th~ contestant are too vague, uncertain, aud general UI?on 
which to fimnd or hn.se n eonte.;;t, except one whic.h reiers to tho cx~lru·aon 
of the United St-atc.'l supervisors from the pol.lmg-places and <ll~creut 
b:lllot-l)oxcs throurrhont ihe district.. Inclrawmg the report spec1nl ref­
erence wns had to ;'nd the committee e..~pecia.lly examined the testimony 
of the different United StatC!:! supervisors, and to sec how far the allega­
tion wns sn.'itaincd uy the proof. On papo 10 of the rcp_?rt signed l1y 
them::~;jorityofthe committee all the: polhng-pla~e."' atwhteh the United 
Sta.tes supervisors. were in any way mterfered mth--

Mr. HISCOCK. Is an argument upon the case in order? 
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The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly. 
lli. HISCOCK. Is it before the House has agreed to consider the 

·COntested-election case? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana presents a question 

ofhigh constitutional privilege. 
M:r. HISCOCK. I raise the question of consideration with a confer­

oence report. 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. HISCOCK. 

.a.,..CTUinst it? 

This is a question of high constitutional privilege. 
Can not the question of consideration be raised 

The SPE..~K.ER. It can; but it has not been done. 
:M:r. HISCOCK. I do it now. 
1\Ir. CALKINS. I do not yield the floor for that purpose. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York has the right to 

r-J.ise the question of considel'ation. The only que..,tion for the Chair 
to consider is, ilid he raise it in time? 

Mr. CALKINS. I had begun my argument. 
1\Ir. HISCOCK. I did not understand that the resolution reported 

by the Committee on Elections was before the House for consideration 
nntil it was read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair caused the resolution to be read. 
Mr. HISCOCK. .And at the same time I asked that the gentleman 

from New York be recognized for the conference report. 
Mr. STEELE. The gentleman from Kentucky also objected. 
1\Ir. CALKINS. I will yield in a moment for that, anu if the gen­

tlema,n had not interrupted me I would have been through before this 
time and his report would have been in. 

On page 10 of the report si~,:,rned by the majority of the committee it 
will be found that the committee have excluded from the count all of 
the polling-places at which the supervisors of elections were interfered 
with, and one or two other places at which certain acts took place which 
the committee thought they could not and ought not to countenance. 
This, however, leaves the sitting member in his seat by a large majority, 
t~i.x or seven thousand, and without including these polling-places. 

Now, I need not go further except to say that certainly the testimony 
of the supervisors appointed by the contestant himself shows clearly 
and conclusively that his allegations are unsustained and unsupported. 
That ought to end the case. I now yield to my colleague on the com­
mittee, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RANNEY], and I ask 
him to give way for the conference report. 

DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. KETCHAM:. I submit a report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the District of Columbia 
.appropriation bill. 

The conference report was as follows: 
The committee of ronference on thediRagreeingvotes of the two Houses on the 

.&.Lilenclments of the HenH.te to the bill (H. R. 7181) making o ppropriations to pro­
""ide for the expenses of the governmentoftheDistrictof Columbi11 for the fi.'!cal 
year emliug J uue 30, 1&H, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
-<!onfcreiH.:t~ have a.greeu to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
House!i u.s follows: 

Tllut the Renate reeerle from its amendments numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 25, 2i, 32, 
3tJ...3.'>, 37, &l, 47, 55, 69, 70, 71, 72, 76, 81, 82, 98, 101, 113, and 114, 

That the Hou e recede from its disng1·eement to the amendments of the Sen­
ate uuml.Jered G, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 1-1, IG, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 2-1, 26, 29, 30, 31, 
36, 39, 40, 41. 42. 43, 44, 49, 50, 51. 52, 5.'3, 57, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, G.'>, 60, G7, 68, 73, 74, 75, 
77, 79, 83, R4, 85, SQ, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 9.1, 94, 96, 97, 100, 102, 103, 1().1, 105, 106, 107, 10l:S, 
109 111, and 112, and agree to the Harne. 

'l~hat the HonHe recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 15, and agree to the Harne with amendments as follows: In lieu oft he 
sum proposed iu said amendment insert ~1,000; on pnge 4 in line 9 of the bill 
strike out" two" and insert •· three;" and in line 10 stl·ikeout •• two clerks" and 
in!lert "one clerk;" and in line 11 strike out the word "each;" and the Sell!lte 
agree to lhe same. · 

Awen<huent numbered 28: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the ameudllleut oft he Senate numbered 28, a.ndugree to the same with nn amend­
ment au1 follows: In lieu of the sum proposed iu~;ert "$61,450;" and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 33: That the House recede from its disagr~ement to 
the amendment of tlle !;en ate numbe-red 33, aud Hgree to the same with unamend­
ruent aM follow~;: Strike out all after the word" full," in line 3, down to and in­
cluding line 6 of said amendment; fUld the Senate ng~ce to. the ~;~rune. 

Amendment numhe.rcd 4!i: That the House recede from 1ts d1sngreement to 
the Ulllcudmcnt of the Senate nuruhered 4!l, anrl agree to the same with amend­
ments llH follows: J 11 Hue 1 of said nmendmeut, nfter the word "buildiug," in­
~rt "by the commi:<sioners of the Dbtrict;" and in line 2 after the word "be," 
iuMCrt "prepared by the inspector of buildiu1,-s and;" and tbe Senate agree to 
1hel!nme. 

Ameuclment numbered 46; That the House reeed~ from its disngreem_ent to 
tl1e UIIJenc.Jmeut of the Scnn.le numbered 46, and agt·ee to the same Wlth an 
ameurlm~nt ~~ followli: ln lieu of the t:!llln propo::~ed by said n.rnenc.Jment in.Aert 
"~10 000 $1) COO of wllioh !'hall be 11:-<l'd for building a. house on the premiSe.'!, 
und~r u;c Ji,·cctiou of the comtuissioners of tlw District of Colunbia ;" aud the 
Rcuatc 1tg-ree to the Rame. 

A mcud ucut. numbered 48: ThRt the House recede from its disagreement to the 
tuneuc.luJeut oftl1c Senllte uum hered48. anc.J agree to the same with ~11 amendment 
~'i fnllowH: In lieu of the matter proposed to l>e stricken out byl:lllld o.wendru.ent 
111

i"~I~~S~~~~~~~,~:13~e commissioners of the Dil'ltl'ict of Columbia. are required to 
visit ~ud. invt'!i~igule the lllUIIug-ement of all the in><tituti.onR of. chu~ity within 
the Du~lrJCt wlucll may he appropriated for, aud shnll reqUJre an Jten.wr.cll r~port 
·Of rPI.:t~IJlt.'i nud expenditures to be UUI.de to them to be transmitted with their an-
lJHal report to Coug-re. ...... " · 

Aud the Scuate u:;:Tee to the fin me. 
Atue[J(hu,mt uumbel·ed5t: Tlllitthe Honse recede from it.'!dil>!lgroemcnt to the 

amendmeutofthe SCJlllte numbcJ'ell!>1 und a"'ree to the same witlumarueudmeut 
_as follows: At. the t'Hd of the mutter p;·opoocd to be iu~;erted by snid amendment 
in~rt th~ followh•g: 

Antl Ill c:a.~e a. contract can not be made at that rate the commissioners of 

the District of Columbia are hereby authorized to substitute othe-r illuminating 
material for the same or less priee and to ~ so much of the sum b.::reby appro­
priated as may be neces..--ary for that purpose." 

And the Senate agree to lhe same. · 
Amendment numbered 56: That the Hou..<~C rece<le from its disagreement to the 

amendment of the Senat~ numbered 56, and agree to the same with an amend­
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert "$1,000 ;•• 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 58: That the Hou..o;e recede from its disagreement to 
theamendmentofthef:lenate numbered 58, and agree to tllesame with an amend­
ment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed by said amendment insert 
"eighty;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 64: That the Hou.o;e recede from its disngreemen' 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 64, and agree to the same with a.n 
amendment as follows: Iu lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment in.'!ert. 
"$301,560;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 78: That the House recede from its disagreement to tho 
amendment of the Senate numbered 78, and agree to the same with an amend­
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment, in.s~rt "SM:J.-
675 ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 80, and agree to the same with amend­
ments as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment., in.<oert 
"$1,000 ;" anu on pAge 17, in line 15 of the bill, before the word'' dollars," i.nsel't 
"anu fifty;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Alnendmcnt numbered 9'.!: That the House reee<le from ita diilngreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 92, and agree to the same with an amend­
ment as follows: In line 2 of !'laid amendment strike out the word •• two" a.nd 
insert the word "three;" and the Senate agree to tbe sume. 

Amendment · numbered 9d: 'I· hat the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Sellilte numbered g.), and.agree to the !:!nme with an amend­
ment as follows: Strike out the word" four" and insert the word "five;" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 
Am~ndment numbered 9!>: That the House recede from its di'lagreement to 

the amendment of tlle Senatenurubered 9!>, and agree to the Sllme with amend ­
ments as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert "$56,000," and add the fol­
lowing as a new pnragraph: 

"For new heating apparatus for the John F. Cook S('hool building, $2.500: f'Dr 
the l!andall scllool builuin~. f2,400; for tbe Miner school building, $3,900; for 
the Abbott school building, $3,200; in all, $12,000." 

And the Senate agree to the 10ame. 
Amendment numbered 110: That the Hou..o;e recede from it.~ disagreement to 

theamendrnentoftheReuate numl>ered 110, and agree to the same with an amend­
ment, as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out, insert the 
following: 

"And the time allowed for filing claims in the Court of Claims under an act 
entitled • An act to provide for the settlement of all outstanding claims ag-ains t 
the DiRtrict of Columbia and conferring jurisdiction on U1e Court of CLaims to 
hear the same, and for other purpo.o;es,' approved June 16, 1li.'ID, be, and the Ram& 
is hereby, extended thirty days from and after the approval of this act; and all 
claims not so pre8ented shall be fore\·er barred." 

And the Senate agree to the sa.m.e. 
J. H. KETCHAM, 
FRANK HISCOCK, 
W:.I. H. FORNEY, 

¥o.nagcra on the part of the llo·u~. 
P. B. PLUMB, 
F. 1\I. COCKRELL, 
II. S. DAWES, 

Managers on-the pa1·t of the Senate. 

The accomp::wying statement was read, as follows: 
The managers on the pa.rt of the Howre of the conference on the disagreeing 

votes of the two Houses on the DiRtrict of Columbia. appropriation biU sub~ 
the following written statement. in explanation of the accompanying report: 

As agreed upon In conference the bill iR not materially changed in its general 
provisions from what it was ~ it passed the IIouRe; it .appropriate~ in the ag-o 
gregate $1,699,$7.23, being ~n Ulcrease of $32,4.6:> o-ver the amount as 1t passed the 
House, and t-1,769.19 in excess of the law for the current year, and $22,05G.3l lesa 
than the esti!nates for 1884. 

J. H. KETCHAl\f, 
FRANK HISCOCK, 
Wl\1. H. FORNEY, 

Managers on the pa1·t of the HoWle. 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 
11Ir. KETCHA111 moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 

of the committee of conference wasagreed to; and affio moved that the 
motion to reconsider be bid on the ta.ble. 

The btter motion wa8 a::,'Teed to. 
SUXDL.Y CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces as the conferees on the part 
of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the sundry 
civil appropriation bill Ur. HISCOCK of New York, Mr. BUTTERWORTH 
of Ohio, and Mr. BLA.CKllUR:X of Kentucky. 

rOST-<>FFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CASWELL. I submit a report of the committee of conference 
on the Po.."lt-Office appropriation bill. I ask that the report and the ac­
companying statement be rend. 

The report of the committee of conference wn.s read, as follows: 
Therommittceof conference ou the disag-reeing -vote~ oft he two ~ouses on the 

amendments of the Senate to the hill (H. R. 701!>) mnkmg uppropr1Gt•ou14 for the 
service of the PoRt-Office Department for the lil'lcal year ending June 30, I&'>!. and. 
fo1· other pu1·pose!'1, lm·dug tUet. ufter u full and fre~ conferen -e, hn.ve agreed. to 
recommend and do rt>commend to their re:<I>ective Houst~a!:! foilows: 

Thut the Senate reL-ede fro111 its mnendment n•unl>ered 4. 
Thn.t the HonfOe recede from it!'l disucireemcnt to theamendmentoftheSenate 

numbered 6, and ngree to tile "lame. 
That the Honse re<.-edc from its di.;;agreemcnt tothcamendment of the Senat.e 

numbt'red 5, und o.gree to the I'IIUne with 11n amendment aR follows: Strike out. 
the word" July" iu said an1entlment nud in Heu tllcreof insc:-L the word .. Oc­
tober ;" aud the So>mtte tt~n·e to tl1e sn.me. 

Thut tl1e Hou::;e t·ecetle fro111 itH di:<ag-reement to the amcn<lr.1ent of the Sen at~ 
numbe1·ed 11, and agree to the same with !Ul amenrlment ru; follows: fn I:eu of 
the matter propo~.<l to he inserted hy sa.id urllcmlmeut in!"ort the f" 11owiug: 

"And report to Congress in Deeen1bcr uext. with the dntn, upon which it fs 
based, a more completc::;ystcm of ga.u~iu~ the rates of fl!lY for l:Urrying the mails 
on railroad routes, if practicaLle, in order to ~;ccure the better protection of the 
interests ol the Government and the adjwtment of r-J.tes of compensat.ion !otr 
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the service required, and be iB authorized to expend not to exceed no,ooo out of 
the approprln.tion for tbe transportation of mails for actual and necessary ex­
penses involved, including such extra compensation as he may deem just and 
reasonable to officers of the Department for epecitic f'ervioe rendered, which 
sum shall be immediately a""ailable." · 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Upon amendments numbered 2 and 3 the <:.onference committ<.---e are unuble to 

agree. . 
J,. n. CASWELL, 
<mo. M. ROBESON, 
E. JOliN ELLIS, 

JfanagC'I"s on the part of the Houu. 

P. B. PLUMB, 
W. B. ALLI80.N, 
JAS. B. BECK 

Ala..nayers on. tl1-e part of the Senate. 

The accompanying statement was read, as follows: 
The mana"'ers of the conference on the part of the House on the disag-reeing 

votes of the two Houses on the Post-Office appropriation bill submit the follow­
ing written statement in explanation of the effect of the report, which is here­
with submitted, if adopted: 

Onameli'Orucntsnurubered 2 and 3 there is no agreement. 
On amendments numbered 5 and6: Providestho.tthcrt!duction ofrutoofpo-"t­

age shall go into effect on and after October 1, 1~. 
On runeudment numuered 11: 1\Io.kes section 3of the act read as follows: 
"SEc. 3. That the Postmaster-General is hereby directed to make a thorough 

investigation into the railway mail service of the United State~ ami report to 
Congress in December next, with the data. upon w·hich it i~ based, a. more complete 
system of gauging th~ rates of pay for carrying .the mails?" railroad routes, if. 
practicable, in order to secure the better protectiOn of the mterests of the Gov­
ernment and the adjustment of rates of compensation for the service required; 
and he i's authorized to expend not to exceed $10,000, out of the R.ppropriution 
for the trunl'portation of mails, for actual and necessary expenses involved, in­
cluding such extra compensation as he may deem jn!:!t and reasonable to officers 
of the Department for specific services rendered; which sum sllull be immedi-
ately available." • 

L. B. CASWELL, 
GEO. :r.I. ROBESON, 
E. JOHN ELLIS, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

lir. DUNN. I want to ask the gentleman from Wisconsin what has 
'been the action of the conference as to the two 1tems in relation to the 
fund for the special mail facilities and the regulation of the compensa­
tion of the bond-subsidy railroads for carrying the mails ? 

Mr. CASWELL. I propose to give an explanation of the report. 
.An a!!reement is reported on all the points on which there were dis­

agreeing votes between the two Houses except that relating to the spe­
cial mail facilities, $185,000, and the amendment relating to fixing the 
rate of transportation on railways. 

As to these two the committee, or a majority of the committee on the 
part of the House, I think, could easily have agreed with the committee 
on the part of the Senate and have yielded to the amendments of the 
Senate, but they were bound by the action of the House in its recent 
vote, when they submitted a report that they were unable to agree. 
They have felt it their duty to referthese question.<~ ba-ck to the House. 
I move that the House agree to the conference report. I yielcl for a 
moment to the gentleman from New Jersey [:Mr. RoBESON]. 

Mr. ROBESON. The condition of this report is just this: the con­
ferees on the part of .the House and on the part of the Senate agree as 
to all the questions of difl'erence between the two Houses, except the 
twoquestions of the fixing of the rate of compensation for carryingthe 
mails by the land-grant and bonded railways, and the $180,000 item 
of special facilities. Upon this the Senate insist and do not yield. The 
House conferees, acting under the instruction of the House by its last 
vote upon that subject, disagree and report their disagreement to the 
House. That is about all there is _of it. · 

It is not worth while to discu88 the question; it has been thoroughly 
discussed here over and over again. Every gentleman knows all about 
it. My own views are thoroughly known, and I <lo not care to re­
express them. 

Mr. DUNN. That gives the information I desire. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I rise to ma~e a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Is a motion to dis~grcc to the conforence rCJport in 

m~? . 
The SPEAKER That is a motion th.at would be in order; but the 

motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin is to agree . . The first ques­
tion is on agreeing to the conference report. 

The question being taken, there were-ayes 71, noes 48. 
So (no further count being called for) the report was agreed to. 
Mr. CASWELL moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 

moved that the motion to reconsider l•e laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. . 
Mr. CASW.C."LL. · I now desire to inquire whc.t is the status of the 

bill? 
The SPEAKER. Ai3 the Chair understands the conf(}rence report, 

there are two of the Senate amendments upon which there is still a 
disagreement, and they are subject to a further conference. 

Mr. I!OBESON. Then I move that a new conference be asked. 
Mr. ROBINSON, of :Massachusetts. Wonld it be in order ro move 

that the House reccGe from its disagreement to one of the amendments 
and agree to the &'Uile? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I submit that the motion better be made w include 

both amendments. 

......... 

Ur. ROBINSON, of Massa.chusetts. Very well; then I move that 
the House recede from its disagreement to the two amendments of the 
Senate still disagreed to and agree to the same. 

~Ir. ROBESON. Which motion takes precedence; the motion to in-= 
sist or the motion to recede? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to recede. 
The question was tal.:en on the motion of Mr. P~BINSON, of Massa-

chusetts; and upon a division there were-ayes 78, noes GD. ' 
:Mr. HOL.J\.IAN. That is not a quorum, I believe. 
The SPEAKER. It is just a quorum. 
Ur. HOLM.AJ..~. Then I call for the yeas and nays. 
The question was taken upon or<lering the yeas and nays, and thcro 

were 37 in the affirmative. 
So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the l:~t vote) the yens 

and nays were ordered. 
1\Ir. HOL~1AN. I ask that the motion be now stated distinctly, so 

that it can be understood by mom hers of the House. 
The SPEAKER The motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts 

[Mr. Rom~ soN] is, that the House recede from its disa6rrcement to tho 
two amendments of the Senate which were reported as disagree<! to by 
the committee of conference. 

Mr. ROBIN:SON, of l\lassachusetts. And agree to the same. 
The SPEAKER. Recede from its disagreement to those two runend-

ments and agree to the same. · 
Mr. ANDERSON. I call for a division ofthe question, and ask tlutt 

a vote be taken upon each amendment. 
The SPEAKER The Chair thinks it is too late. 
Mr. ANDERSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. ANDERSON. Would it not be in order to ask for a division of 

the vote on the two amendments, so that the one in regard to ~peci.al 
facilities can be voted on separately from the one on the railroad ques­
tion? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's inquiry is simply an abstract 
question. The House has ordered the yeas and nays on receding from 
both amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the vcte be taken on both; let each support tho 
other. 

Mr. A.l.'TDERSON. Very well, I withdraw my point. 
Mr. :M:cl\<IILLIN. I ask unanimous consent that the question upon 

which we are to vote be again stated. 
11fr. CASWELL. I can state in a few words what it is. One of tho 

propositions upon which there is still a disagreement between the two 
Houses is that relating to the appropriation of $185,000 for the fast-mail 
service; for what is called special mail fa-cilities. The other is the 
amendment of the Senate in relation to the proposition to limit the rate 
of compensation for transportation of mails over su bstdized railroads to 
the same rate which is allowed to laud-grant railroad <:ompanies. Those 
are the two amendments still pending between the two Houses, and the 
questjon is now upon receding from a disagreement of tho Hou...QQ to both 
those amendments. 

The question was taken; and there were-yeas 125, nays 117, not 
voting 49; as follows: 

Aikenl 
Aldricn, 
Barr, 
Bayne 
Belfo;:d, 
Bingham, 
Bisbee, 
Bliss, 
Bowman, 
Briggs, 
Browne, 
Brumm, 
Buck, 
Buckner, 
Burrows, Julius C. 
Butterworth, 
Camp, 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Carpenter, 
~idy, 
Caswell, 
Chace, 
Crapo, 
Crowley, 
Cutul, 
Daw<'.s, 
Deering, 
J>ezendorf. 
Dingley, 
Dunnell, 
Dwight, 

Ar.derson, 
Armfield, 
Atherton. 
AtktnA, 
Harbour, 
llet~.eb, 
He! mont, 
BeJtzh~r. 
Berry, 
Bland 

YEA8-L.<>s. 
Ellis, 
Errett., 
Evins, 
Farwell, Cba.s. B. 
Farwell, Sewell 8. 
Fi~her, 
Gibson, 
Grout 
Guentber, 
Hall, 
Hammond, John 
Harmer, 
Harris, llenj. W. 
Hazelton, 
Heilman, 
Henderson, 
Hill, 
Hiscock, 
II orr, 
Houk, 
Hubbell, 
Humphrey, 
Jaoobs, 
Jadwin, 
Jones, Phincll.8, 
Kasson, 
Ketcham, 
Locey, 
Lln<L:!ey, 
Mackey, 
1\Ia.rsh, 
l\lasou, 

McCoid, 
McCook, 
l\lcLean, Ja.s. H. 
Miles, 
Miller, 
:Money, 
1\Joore, 
1\lorey, 
Morse, 
Norcross. 
O'Neill. 
Page, 
l'arker, 
Pettibone. 
PhelpH, 
Pound, 
PreAOOtt, 
Ranney, 

~. 
Rloe, John B. 
Rich, 
Richardson, D. ¥. 
Richa.rililon, J. 8. 
Robinson, Oeo. D. 
Robinson, Jas. S. 
Roeecrn.ns, 
Rus..'ICJI, 
Scranton, 
Shallenberger, 
Shelle:y, 
Sherwin, 

N.AYS-117. 
Blount, 
Brewer, 
Buchanun 
Burrows, Jos. H. 
Cabell, 
Oaldwell, 
Oalkina, 
Campbell, 
OarliR.le, 
Cha.pman, 

Clardy, 
Clark, 
Clements, 
CoOb, 
Oolerid~ .. 
Converse, 
Ooolt, 
Cavington, 
Cox, Snmucl S. 
<.:ox. William R. 

Shultz, 
Smalls., 
Smith, A. Herr 
Smith, J. Hynt~ 
Spaulding, 
Speer, 
Hpooncr, 
Stone, 
Strait, 
Taylor, Ezra. B. 
Taylor, Joseph D _ 
Townsend, Am08 
Tyler, 
VR.leutine, 
Van Aernam, 
Van Hont, 
V nn Voorhis, 
'Vadsworth, 
Wait, 
Walker, 
'Vard, 
'Vashburn, 
'Vallion, 
'Vebber, 
'Vhite, 
Williams, Chas. G. 
Willi~. 
Wise, IHo~n R. 
Wood, Walter A. 

Cravens, 
Cull>crson, 
Curtin, 
David.~n. 
Davis, Georrte B. 
De 1\Jotte, 
Deuster, 
Dibrell, 
Doxey, 
Dunn, 



1883. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 3593 
Ermentrout. 
Ford, 
Forney, 
Frost, 
Fulkerson, 
Gum·il!On, 
Godshulk, 
Gunter, 
Hammond, N.J. 
Hardy, 
Harris1 Henry 8. 
HRI!Ieltrne, 
Hatch, 
Hepburn, 
Herbert., 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Bitt, 
Holman, 
House, 
Jones, Geo. W. 

Jones, James K. 
Kenna, 
King, 
Klotz, 
Knott, 
La.dd, 
Latha.~. 
LeFevre, 
Lewis, 
Lynch, 
Manning, 
1\lu.rtin, 
1\Iatson, 
McLane, Robt. M. 
Mcl\Iilliu, 
lHills 
1\Iorrlson, 
1\loulton, 
1\Iuldrow, 
Murch, 

Mutchler, 
Neal, 
Paul, 
Payson, 
Peelle, 
Peir<~\. 
. Ranaau, 
Reese, 
Rice, Theron l\1. 
Ritchie, 
Robertson, 
Robeson, 
Ryan, 
Scales 
Scoville, 
Simonton, 
Singleton, Jas. W. 
Singleton, Otho R. 
Smith, Dietrich C. 
Sparks, 

NOT VOTING--41>. 
Bla.ck, Hardenbergh, 
Blu.ckbum, HU.Mkell, 
Blanchard, Herndon, 
Bm.gg, Hewitt, Abrij.m 8. 
Comcll, Hoblitzell, 
Cullen! Hoge, 
Dsural, Hooker, 
DaviR, Lowndes H. Hubbs, 
Dowd, Hutchins, 
Dugro, Jorgensen, 
:Flower, Joyce, 
Geddes, Kelley, 
George, Leedom, 

Lord, 
l\1cClure

1 1\lcKenz1e, 
l\lcKinley, 
1\lot~grove, 
Nolan, 
Oatt"S, 
Pacheco, 
Phister, 
Reagan, 
Rice, Wm. W. 
Robin8on, Wm. E. 
Ross, 

Springer, 
Steele, 
Stockslager, 
Talbott, 
Townshend, R. W. 
Tucker, 
Turner, Henry G . 
Turner, Oscar 
Urner, 
Vanoe, 
'Varner, 
'Vellborn, 
'Vheeler, 
Williams, Thomas 
Willis, 
Wilson, 
Wise, George D . 

Skinner, 
Thomas, 
Thompson, P. B. 
Thompson, 'Vm. G. 
Updegra.if, 
Upson, 
'Vest, 
Wbitthome, 
Wood, lienjumin 
Young. 

So the motion of :Mr. RoBINSOY, of UassachlilSett..q, to recede w::tS 
agroed to. 

The following pairs were announced: 
1\I.r. SKINNER with Mr. HEWITT of New York. 
Mr. CoRNELL with Mr. HERNDON. 
:Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, with Mr. DUGRO. 
:M.r. THO:UAS with 1\lr. REAGAN. 
Mr. CULLEN with .Mr. UPSON. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
Mr. ROlliNSON, of Massachusetts, moved to reconsider the votejnst 

t.1.ken; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
:Mr. HOBESON. I rise to a parliamentary quE'Stion. Does not the 

action just taken pn.ss the bill? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands. 

:m:~SSAGE FROM THE SEN ATE. 
A mcssa.ge from the Senate, by M:r. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, an­

nounced that the Senate had adopted a resolution for printing 10,000 
additional copies of the proceedings of the Yorktown centennial cel­
ebmtion; and a resolution for printing the report of the National Acad­
emy of Sciences on sorghum sugar; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had concurred in the 
resolution of the House for printing the report of the Director of the 
Mint on the annual production of gold aml silver in the United Sta..tes, 
and the resolution for printing the report of the Smithsonian Institution 
for 1882. 

The message o.lso announced that the Senate had passed and requested 
the concurrence of the House in a joint resolution: · 

Joint resoluticn (S. R. 143) authorizing the Committee on Printing 
t-o instrnet the Public Printer relative to the maps, &c., for the census 
reports. 

The message further announced that the Senate had pa.ssed, without 
amendment House bills and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

Joint re~lution (H. Res. 359) to print 5,000 copies of the report of 
the board on behalf of the United States Executive Departments at the 
inteinationn.l exhibition of 1876; 

A bill (H. R. 7115) to authorize th~ construction of a brid~e across 
the Thames River, near New London, m the State of Connecticut, and 
declare it a post-route; 

A bill (H. R. 7597) to admit free of duty articles intended for the 
national mining and industrial exposition to be held at Den>er, in the 
Sta.te of Colorado, during the year 1883; 

A bill (H. R. 7623) relative to the South.ern exposition to be held in 
the dty of Louisville, State of Kentucky, m the .Year 1883;. and 

A bill (H. H. 7682) to at!thorize the constructiOn of U: bndge across 
the Mi!';SOuri Rivo:r at some accessible point within ten. miles below and 
five miles aho>e the city of Kansas City, ~figsouri. 

The mcssa~e also announced that the Senate had agreed to the report 
of the committee of c.onference on the dif.mgreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the post-office appropriation bill; further insisted on its 
amendments numberecl 2 and 3, disagreed to by the House; asked a 
fn.rther conference vdth the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Ilouscs, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. 
PLUMB, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. BECK. 

IDSSISSIPPI :E:i..ECTION CO~"TEST-BUCHANAN YS. MANNINO. 
Tbc House resumed the coniDdera.tion of the report of the Committee 

on Elections on the contested-election case of Buchanan t-.s. Manning, 
from the second Congressional di.<:trict of Mississillpi. 

lir. CALKINS. I yield to my colleague on the committee, the gen­
tleman from l\Iassacbusetts [Ur. RANNEY]. 

l\Ir. RANNEY. Mr. Speaker, in the case now under consiueration 
there are two reports-one signed by a bare majority of the committee, 
and the other submitted in behalf of a minority by one member of the 
minority. As a member of the committee I belie>e members of the 
committee were agreed that there was no evidence in this case on which 
the contestant Buchanan could be declared entitled to the seat. The 
only question raised was whether the fraud and irregularity attcnili.I!g 
the election were such us to >itia.te the whole election; and on this ques­
tion the committee divided in opinion. 

I have not exa.mined with very great care or minuteness either fuc 
majority or the minority report. I do not agree with either; I do not 
disagree with either. The gentleman who was to present this case to 
the House on behalf of the minority, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
THOl\lPSOX] has gone home on account ofsickne~s. He hassubmitted 
a report which in Justice to him I desire to publish with my rc;nurks. 
This report presents fully the case of the contestant. 

I feel bound to say, f.rom such examination of the evidence as I ha>o 
maue, that this case discloses a very large amount of framl and irregu­
larity. I think any one reading the report of tbe facts could. very well 
come to the conclusion-that is the inclination of my own mind, al­
though I ha>e not studied tb_e case sufficiently to come to a decided 
conclusion-that the evidence discloses so much fraud and irregularity 
as to pro>e a general scheme entered into by one party to defeat tbe one 
having a fair majority. ·Upon this point I do not wish to be understood 
as stating a ucfinite conclusion; but such seems to be the tendency of 
the evidence; and such is the finding of the minority report, which I 
take the li bcrty of ap~nding to my remarks. 

Mr. W. G. TUOliPSO~, ft'om the CommiUee on Elections, submitted the follow­
inrr report: 

The Recond Congre.Rsional district ia compoRed or the counties of :P.e Soto, Ma.r­
sball, Tate, Panola, La. Fayette, Tallahatcllie, Yalollusha., Benton, Tippah, anti 
Uuion. 

The election for member of Congress was held on the 2d <lay of No'\"embe-r, lBSO 
and the caniliuates for CongrP.ss were Thomas W. Harris (Greenllacker), George­
M. Buchanan (Repul>lican), and Van H. Manning (Democrat). 

The motion of contestant, in which be Ret out his gtounds of contest, and the 
reply of contestee theret.o, are as follows, to wit: 

"".ltotice of contest. 

"Colonel V .L"'' H. M.AN~lNG: 
''HOLLY SPRDWS, MlBs., Not:embt:r 23, 18SO. 

"Yon will takA notice that it is m:v intention to contest your election as a mem­
ber of Congress from the seconu district of Mississippi, as a rt'sult of the election 
held for the election of a member of Congress on Tuesday, Xovembcr 2, lBSO, in 
saill rHstrict, and on t.he following gTounus: 

"lat. That in a flOrtion of the counties comprising said uistriot such persons 
were not appointed, neither was such representatjon fiven to the different po­
litical parties in said counties in the appointments o county commissioners of 
election as was desi1,'Ded and required by law. 

"2ll. That in a. p01tion of t11e counties comprising said dit~trict election diFitricts 
are aholisl.JeJ and otller election diRtricts estaulit~bcd without complying with and 
in violation of law. 

"3tl. That in a portion of the countieFI compriRing said district the regil'ltrntiou 
of voters was not conducted as rel)nired u:v law, tJtereby depriving a. large num­
be-r of persons (ufla.wfnl right) of the privilege of registering anu '\"Oting. 

"4th. That at a large number of voting-places in said district, in tl.Je appoint­
ment of in11pectorR or election, such persons were not appointee!, nor was such 
representation gi\'en (in making saicl appointments) to the different political 
parties, SF\ was ut>.si~ed ancl required bv law. 

"5th. That in 1<eveml of the counties compril<ing Raid clistrict a large number 
Of rersonR }awfully entitled to register were refused registration, ancJ that the 
regtstratiou and trnnst'errin~; of ~otes was discanti;med man.\· daJB prior to the 
time contemplated uy Jaw, thereby uepriving a, la.r!Ie number or persons lawfully 
en I itJed to rej!iskr (or transfer) from the rip;ht of registPrin~ or transferring and 
votin~; anu that in a flOition of snid counties the regiRtrat10n books were for a 
time removecl !Tom tile place uesignatecl by lnw for their 'keeping, thereby de­
priving a lar:re numucr of 11ersons (of lawful J'igl!t) of tl!e privilege of registering 
(or tmusferting) and voting. 

"Gth. That 11t a large num bor of roting-plnces iu suicl district many lawful vot~r& 
were not permitted to •ote, their >otes lmving been tenuered an•l rejected by the 
in11pectors of election; tl.Jnt such unlawful interft>rence aml Lindetance was per­
mittt>u and practic~ (!mch as is Elpeciall .> foruiclden b.r law) as to obstruct and 
confuRe tl.Je voters m the act of '\"Otin~, or to llocci\'e and prevent a, larl!e nnmbP.r 
of voters from rlcli\'ering tlleir ballots at the p1 oper \' Otin~-placeR; that a lar~;e 
number of persons were rermitted to vote for you who bad no le.;:ral rigut to \'OW. 

"7th. That at mnny of the voting-nlaces Uuitecl States Rnporvisors of elc,ction 
were not flermitted to exercise t b~ tlutieR of their office, being prevt·ntecl tl.Jere.from 
lly the tmlawful interference of other ollict>.TB of dection, or from other sour<.'t>fl, in 
violation of law, nn,l to such an oxt.-nt as to prevent their aS<'.ertaining the 11'Klllt 
of the election and from }X'rformin~ otlter duties r equired of them 1>.\ lnw; that 
no s t•parat.e liPts of tlle names of '\"Oters were kept h\' the clerks ofe.lectinn, as waa 
required by law; tllat the polls were not opened 'at tbe time 11'1')\lircd by law; 
were not 'kept or..en confinuomdv from 9 a. m. till 6 p.m .. as required hy law, and 
t.hat npon tlle closing of tile pull~ the counting of l.lle >ote ~mel makin~ up of re­
turns was not d. me at the >otimr-placeR, nor nt tht1 t1me reqmt·ed by law. 

"8th. That at many of the '\"oting-pl_aces lulll•~ts were recci \' eJ ~nd co!mted that 
were not lawful hallots in form and prmt; that ms:pectorsof election ~ICTt~land 
refust- <1 to count b:cllotc that were I,twful after tho t~arue haclueen lawfully tll'pos­
itecl in tlJo balJot-l>oxea; tJ1at inspectorR of l'lection (with knowkdge of the fa.ct 
at the time) permitted ballots to ue >ot~l that were uot Jf\wful ballots; tlmt rlnr· 
in,!! the hours prt>acrilletl by law for vntin,!! '\"01 ers were L!araE<.'It'{lllncltlh,tnrl>t'.d in 
snob a mnnner as to pl'6vent their voting in a. free, fair, unt.J:ammelcd, and p~aco­
able manner. 

"Dth. That the nnmcs of a. large number of l o~llv rogiAt<'red '\"oters w<>rfl not 
placed np.on the poll·uooks (by tlle oiliccrs wbo11e dntv it was to plnc·e saiclnames 
on 11aiu uooksl uRcd nt man~ of the ~ot inf!-plact>s, nnd 'that in comwqucn•·e thereof 
said log;ally reg;istert'<i votHs were not pcrmittetl to vote, their Yote~ bl'iu~t re­
fused by the inspectors of el t>o1 ions; Raitl inspect.,rs l!ivinJ:t as n. rc•:uo~on for such 
refnRill to 1 ecoi"'e snell '\"otes tho.t the names or the parties applying to vote were 
not nn t.hfl poll-books. 

"loth. That the t:ntJre vote polled nnd conn ted and returned at a pnrt of saiu 
V<ltinp;-pla.<'.es was unlawfully 1·ejccted and thrown out (and not counted) by the 
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-county commiasioners of election on making np their returns of the total vote of 
the countv. 

•' 11th. That at a portion of the voting-plaoos the ballot-boxes were not opened in 
public when the polls closed, nor was the vote counted in public, not at the time 
required uv law to be counted; that in making up the returns a large nnmber of 
ballots wei-o counted as hav4ng been cast for ~ou, when in truth and in fact such 
ballots were cast for other persons, or were ballots pl&c~d in the boxes in a manner 
not authorized by law. 

"12t.h. That at many of th11 voting-places a mnch larger number of votes were 
returned as haYing been polleJ. than were actually polled at said voting-fbces; 
that at many of the voting-places the poll-books for said plol.Ces unlawful y con­
tained the names of a largo numbor of >oterl!l, which voterl! hall no right to a vote 
t~t such voting-places, uut resillctl in other el~otifln llistricts, and that the names of 
Haill votArs also appeareu on the poll-books of the votin;;-places of election districts 
to wltich paid Toters of right belongetl. 

"l:.lth. That at many Toting-places t be l'lection was conducted in rnany respecta 
in utter disregard of law and the 1·ights of vot.ers; that the registration-book..'i and 
the poll-books of a portion of the counties an•l election tli~tl'il'ts in 11aid tlistJ ict were 
at {Livers anu l'!undt·y times not in the custo•ly a.nu keeping of the proper lawfully 
constituted officers, but were on diver!'! antl snndry occasiont! in th~ care anu vo::~­
Sflssion of persons not lawful!/' e.ntitlefl to snob cara and pOSSCS8lOn i that at a ror­
tion of the voting-plact-s lawful ballots that were oust fur mo wore not <·ountm for 
me, bnt were (unlawfully) counted as l.uwing lmen cast for you, anu were sn re­
tumPd by the officer:'! of elcctiun; tlHlt thera were a greater numucr of h<:f<l} vot­
ers of said district who voted (or who oft r('ll to re~ter and vote) a 1d whu W<tre 
unlawfully prewnted thP.reft·orn, wl10 desin.'<i. me as their representative in Con­
greRs, than there were who tleRired you aR their representative in Con~rrcst! from 
t~;lifl district. 

"Very I"t!Rpf'{ltfull.r, 
·•GEO. M. BUCHANAN.'' 

"CiJ1lf.e.1tee'i1 aMwcr. 

"Captain GEO. ~1. nucnA:-..\X: 
'·SIR: I am in receipt of a notice from you dated N ovem her 23, 18M, of your in­

tention to contest m.v election as a memuer of Congress of the 2d distrkt'of Mis­
·slssippi at~ a result of the election hehl on the !!d of Novemhcr li.U!t. 

•• To >'aitl notice I make the following answers, to wit: 
"First answ r. P10testing a)!aint!t the n ·uth of the allezations in saiu noticl', I 

ohject and say that saiu nutice is RO insufficient anu dcfecti>e that I nee<l not 1leny 
or admit the allegation!! thflreof, for the reasons, to wit, said notice dues nut 11pec­
ify parth;ularly the grouuds upon which you rely, aml gin;s no reason for f:.tiling 
t!otodo. 

"2tl. The allPgations are only conclnsionR of law anu general aTerments of wrong­
doing in some umletinefl portions of the distJ-ict. Ly unnamed election otlkilll11 t~f 
prl'cincts not specifietl, in unnamed counties, or by perRona not naruoo or describe•!, 
and in places and by means nut speci!ied, and in violation of laws and the rights 
of other!\ not designated. 

"3d. Your alle;.!iations are so vague and unoertll.in that I am not infermed as to 
the persons or ofikials whom you accm1e of crimo, nor where corumittPd, nor do 
·vou avm· that such wrong-lloiugs were not iustig11.ted by you or tuat lho,v were 
known to or acquiesced in by rue, or that the result of the alection was ch.an~ed 
by reason of the matters set forth. 

"Sel"on,l answer. 'Vithont waiving an.v objection to the mal'Jfoltl >i!.1l defects 
of said notice, but re::~erving all hl'nctlt anti advantage tbereo;', 1 dl'ny each and 
ovet·y ground of contest set forth in Raitt notice, aud deny each and every allc;.:a­
tion tht!rt:in contained, an•l aver that throuj!hout Rai•l Congr~ssioilal •listrict a ftee 
.and fair election waR he Ill in all respects, except tho.t in the county of Mar:~halland 
other counties at every precinct divers colore•l voters who wished to vote for rne 
:for memucr of Congresl! were deterred and prcvented from rloin~ so b.v reat~on of 
the t.hrcatt! of personal vi.olence aml other rueaus of in I imidu.tiun used and em­
ployed by other colort:d people, the neighbors of 11nch vote~ (the nant!'S of all of 
whom are llnknown to me,) being instigated thereto by those that atlvocated your 
election, whereby I received le8s votes uy om1 thOLlsautl or more than I otht•rwise 
wonltl, and all such ~oters b;v means of sucb iutimi!latlons Wt.lre induced contrary 
to their wi:~hes not to vote at all1 or to vote for you, an•ltlterebv the great mn,jori.ty 
of votes that I shoulu have rece1ved mor~ than you at Raiu election WM roouced 
to tlJfl nnmuer ot' about five tbousanu two hundl'ed awl fifty. 

"Tbir•l answer. I charge and aver that you hu.ve made the wbolerulle charges 
of all kinut! of crime!! anu irregularities contained in your said notice without 
Hpecificn.tions of pcrRons or places, not, hecauso you had reason to believe ti.Jat any 
une of them hntl been committed to your injury, hut with the deliberate purpo ·e 
to evade the limitation of tho statute, auu to speculate upon any future discov­
eries of evidence, ami so you have made unlawful, vexatious, an•'t fraudulent use 
of the uotice and process authorized bv stutnte, and t.he same should 1Je quashed 
and diRnusserl.. • 

" l~spoctfa.Uy, yours, 
"V .AN H. MANNING. 

·• W ASIIIXGTO~, December 20, 1880." 

It wfil be OUserved that in the be)!inning the C()ntestee cLlirncd that the notice 
of contest was insufficient, anu has insistA·.u, for that cause, that the case should 
be uismissed. 

In whatever m::mnf'r any ft~ilure of proper notice mi~ht afftlct the ri;.!ht of con­
tcst.'lnt in this case (for insnffideucy of lllcmlin:z), if llJH•n examination of tl1e faots 
in the casc it appear that t!Je sitting memuer it! not enti tlell tu a !kat, it i8 til~ duty 
of the corumiUee to so report. 
It appcart! that the mee in tltiR dist•lct was strongl,'i" coutestell by three candi­

dates, reprt:scntatin:s of the three political parties of the country. 
, ORGANIZATION OF PARTIES. 

We wil1 first noticA the eviuence bearin.,. on the or""ani;;ation of each of the pa.r-
tieFJ in the district at the time of this election. "' 

'Ve woulu prefer to eliminate from our r~;rort all reference to the organiz;atiou 
cf Toters by colora, but, ali thi3 question is tully uen:loped by evillencu, we can­
not well avohl it. 

The cuntrRtee in his answer (l>hlently relies upon the support of a lar.,.o nnmber 
of color·ed Toters to IJear out his right to a seat., unfl it iR in bi:1 am;wer fo notice of 
contest that tl!e division of dcctort! by colors if! 1lrl:<t refcrrtd to in the ca.Ro. 

'Ve itave in evidence conflicting stn.tl·ments at~ to the numuer of voters in the 
diRtrict. 

Un pa:;e 3!13 of reooru the contestee plar.es in evi•lf.:.Dce a rorcnt Slate ccnRn of 
l.I~S>Ili<sippi, anu on page lW is fllunu the United States cent:~US fur Hlt-0, placed in 
tl\'Hlen•:e bv tho contestant. 

'l'~kin:; tlw latter, Ull(l r.pplyin~r the general rulfl of one >otcr to eYery fivo in­
ballltauts. th ere nro 1!>,74:1 color~:d voters an•l 17,15.3 white vot~:<rR iti thn llist,rict, 
Rhowing a majority of coloretl ~oter·R of some !!,UOO; while tho former sllowt! tbat 
therc are 1D,i!iU wllilfl Yoters and 18,0!!8 colored voters m tho di•triut. We bu.vo 
e;mmiucd th,e factl! nml corupr.rison!\ matle in cont'estunt'H brio.f (p:1g;e GO) in rela­
tion to tho State ccnt!IIH, anti a~·c_ ChRJ!Ol!ell to ue governed by tbe l.Jnitcu t-\t:l~(.'8 
~eusus. As to manner and sp1nt of the can>nsl'!, it is the univer·sal testimt>ny 
that each 11art.v waR nctive a~•L zcalom> in its e~orts to outnin n. full vote, am! tllut 
the canvat~s was conducte~l WJth an inuustry on tho vartof ull thtoopurtic>~ l'el<lo•n. 
dflveloped in election ca.<~es.. 1.'h:J.t each party made most ex:t~-aol'lli.n!l.ry t»ffort:'l to 

brim~ every possible voter t o the polls is shown all through the evidence. And 
fur that rea119n we do not deem it nocessary to refer to it in detail. Nor is tho 
mannt!r in which the votors were organized and eame to the polls los<~ fully shown. 
Especially is it developed in the evidence of witnesses introtluct.d by conttsta.n~ 
upon this point .. 

'Ve aro rlit~posed to ~ive more tbl\n ordinary wcl.a:bt ~o the evidence of witnfflses 
who (politicallv) are not supposed to have any special inten·st. in tho rcHult of thLt 
controvorsy. We tberefurt< sulmliL tho evidence Ill'! followl"l, which is fully corrob­
orated throughout the testimony. See record, p. 19, q. 9; p. 22, q. 6 and q. 7; p. 26, 
q. 8; p.l!3, q. 3; p. 35, q. 3; p. 40, q. 3; p. 4U4, q. lU; p. 4-l."i, q. 405; p. 474, witn6Sl! Sct­
tle; p. 476, witn088 Matr.hews; p . 51, q. 3; p. 2l0, witnbrl8 Nunnally; p. 189, q. 1; p. 
185, q. 5; p.l93, q. 8; p. 56, q.lO. 

Page 205: 
".loH:>~ S. RrrRTON, ooing swornaccor1ling to law, te<~tifiotA as ft)llow.;: 
"Qttestion L You ho.vo boon ht~retofortH:xamiucJ. in this cll!!£1, han1 you nut 'I 
"Answer. I have. · 
"Q. 2. State what your personal relations arc to Mr. Geor~o M. llut:Laoan, the 

contestant in this ca>1e, n.nd what they wcru during the canvass of 1830; also stat& 
your connection with lho canvass of that. perhtl, anti tho position that yo11 occu­
pie•l tht•n to Mr. lluohanan in the canvn..'i .~. 

"A.. I am a close frif'.Dt l to Mr. Buchan:m. At tho eommoncemont of tl!e car.n­
p:J.ign l agreetl t ·• talte char~:e of his Con:;rt:ssinnal ean•li•lao:v, in wh icl.l I cmploy('d 
speakers in the dtstrkt, ami employed 11peakers ont of tut• district to eomu m this 
district, to make speeches for l.lim. Awl l attended to tho organization of cluus 
anti to nil campai)!n mattP.rs in which ho wa.~ intenMtE\ll. 

"Q. 3. State. as well as you can. the manner in which the c:~mpaign was I'OD­
ductetl thronl!hout t!Je district on tho part of tht' Jlopulllicans, gido;; the uumes 
or numborl! of sp11akcrs and numoor of Rpcecht•s ma.tle, a~; nf\a.r a"! yon can. Stj_te 
time of comrucncement of call 7US.~; abo state character of Dumoora Lie nnd Green­
back canva ~s. 

A. Onr carnp:Ji,!m was conducte-1 n :ry actively. The C:1.DV31'1~ commeucetlnboqt 
the 15t!J of ,fuly, 1830. Capt. WilliHm ~pears, one of tho dector:i of tho State at 
brgf', act:ompanie•l In· Capta~n Duuhauau, spoko at tho principal connts se:1ts in 
the wet~tern part of the di~trict. Our mee!in~.~ wero nxteut~ivl'ly ad\·enise•l and 
brgel.v attemletl. The.v spoke in Talhthatchio, Panola., Tate, Dt' t\ntl), nn•l Benton 
Counties. About the samu time Col. R. \V. Fionrnoy, one of tlle Htnto clectots at. 
l;.u·ge, commenc01l tht1 cunva.'i>~ in the ea,,.t,~rn pnrt of thu diAtrict, RpC!lkin·~ nt Now 
Albany. Tha U11puhlie:m convention was Lteld at Oxfunl An~11st 1!\, wlwn Cap­
tain Buchanan was nominatt>d. It wu.R a w·ry 1 trgdy attc:llflerl couvention: every 
county was repre~ .·ntcd with but ouo ex1:1~p: iun. On or ahout tl.Je fir>lt of :-'eplem ­
ucr tl.te cauvast! WaH rcnuwctl. Col<IHC! Mister·, ul~clor fot· ii flh llil'ltl'ict, .r.T. Set­
tlo, elector f,,r scoon1l !li:;trict, a!lu \V. F. l<'razl:'t~ . altem:tto elector for fir,t l!iRtrict, 
all cam~ into this di.'ltrict un<l kent np tho canva~.~ inct:S!'!:mU.v until th() f'lediou. 
In a<lflition to tho pruutineut spe~lwr:'l mcnt iuned. H .n. Jarnet! Hil~ cl.lainuan Rtllt~ 
executive CHmmittee, Col. Thuma>~ Hunt, United ~t.tes marHhal, an•ll\la.f. \V. H. 
Gibbs, all of th~ ~cry Lest ordflr of Hopnbliea1t spcakon'l, tipcnt some t1~0 wooka 
in canvas-;ing th11 district; an•l, in adtlition, C:tptaia Dnch:mau mnol[) I'I(Weches 
nil!'ht aml day for tho entirn tim!', commencing auont tllo loth of Sept .. mber, and 
including a 'lay or so hefore tbe elf'cti()n. ln a1!Uit.ion t~> these s;waker·s there 
weru local speakers con>~tantly en ~rai!Ofl ia t he canva!-ls all tlto timt~ in prominent 
precincts in the diHtrict, an• I the~canvass wut~ cou•lur:te·l with tho sumo aetivity 
aml imtustry on which carupail!uR were contlnct!"\u while the n.~·puhl imm pa.t·ty 
ware in power in the State. No etfvrt wa.>~ spare1l by myewlf or (;;1ptain Ilacbanan, 
or his frumfls, to see that overy vute in the tlistt·ie.t wa" uron:.;ht nut. 'l'he Demo­
crat-s dill not open their c:tmpaign for somu weeks after the Hcpubl ioo n .~ eom­
monce<l, and so far as ruy observation went their campaip1 was not cotllhH't~a with 
as mnch as usn.al activity until tO\Yaru the close of' the can ~asR. Tho Uroouba.ck­
ers also made a tllorong-h an•l activo canvass of every rm·t or th::! fliRtrict. As 
nl'ar as I can np!)t'Ox.imate, thoro were ft•nm two hullflrc< and fii'Ly t~• thre£~ hun­
dred Republican .s~e che~ ma.lu i::J the tl:iau·ict. I estimate t.hhi by tlte number or 
speeches and the ttme they occu1)ied." 

Page 331: 
"\V. S. F&A.THERS'I'O;ol, ha'\ing been duly sworn, te!<tiiied llR foll(>WF< , to wit: 
"IntcrTo:..-atory J. llow long I.J<~.vn yon lived in the St-at.c of Miil~i~:-~ippi and tho 

COllnty of Mart~ hall f What oflicialJifiRitionR havB yon hehl, if any 1 
"Answer . .Forty yl'am in the State of lli~>~iRR ippi'nnd twenty-thren in the county 

of Ala.rHhalL I l1ave ucen a mcm her of the L<·~islature and a moDI her uf Congresd 
in tlte HousE~ of IteprBseut:J.ti~cs. 

"Int. 2. What is your acqua.intanco with the pooplc of M:lrsltOll County; exten­
sive or otherwise t 

"A. My acqrutintanco with the peopiB of 1\.hn<ball County haR been prutty ex­
ten&in', an•l is now. 

"Int. 3. What is yoor profe11aion; to which p11litir11l party rlo J"Oll hclon::r. n.nd 
what is your oltidaJ position in yout· p.trty, auJ wh twas it durin;; thl' political 
oampai:rn of 1880¥ 

"A. I am a.law.ver by profossiun. I am a motubt>r of tho D t:omncmtic party. I 
am now, and WI\S 1luriug Ute C;lmpni~ of 1380, oll.a~rmau of thu Demucratio exec-
utive committee of Mar:-<hall Conntv. • 

"Int. 4. What wus the cl.lara(•.tci- of the politiccl contest of l~go in this Con­
fn'eRsiunal dis I rict; was it oon iu which !itt It~ iuten·st waR manifnstcil Ly both 
i:epnulicau and Democratic particR, or otlwr,Yi><fl1 

'd.. It. was :tn intoreRtin:! camp;;ign, :lUll one itl whic~l u :ttb t~e Tiepuhlican and 
Democratic anu al!io the !::lrt'cnl>uck prwt.r took conRhlcraule intet't'st, eApoc.ially 
in Democratic ancl ltepublic:m p :1 rtit·s. ' 

Int. 5. What was the ch :tr.t.utcr of tho D cmflc rati c campni,in of 18RO in Uarshall 
Count.v, active or oti.Jerwi11e; wa~, or not, tlJe Dumm:mtic p:.trt.\" of th~ couuty 
thorou~hly org;anized 1 'V'hiuh party muiln tho most activo camtKti~u l 

A. The Democrutic carupai~n in UarHball Countv in lHdO WliH activo nntl en­
thusiaRtic. I tLought the p.::rl;y wa11 well or"anizo:l. 'Tho lkr::t:>tl'llt.iu p:u·tymnde 
the most ncth·e campaign. I atU certain tr;ut. it dill: a.Ufl in overy neighburl.tood 
in tho county wo ha1l ov•·r,v local com•uitt~::o o.ppc.intetl that wo t!Jougltt wa" netw.e­
t~ary to organize tuo party thoroue:hly an•l to hrin!! out its fnll vnlo-snch n cam­
paign a~ WO bU.TO ueon in thr, h:ii.Jit of inaugurntin~ in tiliS CUIIIIt.}" for Several 
year!'! post. " 

Pnge 200: 
"IJ:-. K J. LYT.I':l'l, bdu rr duly sworn a.cconlin:_: tu law, te~tifi•·<l aR follows: 
"Qnl'~tion 1. \Vht)l'<' <lo"'yon n·si1l111 How lon;! bnvo ytm r<">~ i•kd iu Marshall 

CouHty f l:itate your occupation. Of what l•arty m·o :.:ou o. mcr_nlwr, _nnd to ~lint 
ex:tent I'Cro :.·ou eu ;t a·~e•llll tho mttn·eHt of ,vunr prtrty Ill eamp:tt!!ll ot lHi:I,O ! ~tatft 
to w!Jat extent ti.Je Grooub:tr.k part.v 1>f Utit:~ l"Onnt~· Li cotupo>~l'tl of wlut~ or col­
orc•lpcopl•\ from whiub p :•rt.y it dl"ew the IIIUl'lt \"Otcs u.t l:uit t•leoLiou (0NUOCl':l.tio 
or Ibpnulican p~l'ty), ami to what exten t fl'om eitunr. , . 

"(Uujeutcd to by the contfstee upon the ground that it 1s not n:lmttmg testi­
mon,·, hut ori!!iual.) 

".inswor. 1 rosido ot Wo.tl'.Qn P. 0 ., Marl!h:t~l County, Yis~.: li>od in tu1Rcounty 
ahont eleven :rears; :Jm 0. ph:.·s:cian b,V oer.tljt'.ltion. I belon:; to t.h• Nationu:l 
Greenback party. I took pal't in the <:an\"a.ss, activcl.v cauvat~SID!!, making 
spcl'ches iu this connty. Th:_, Grc.enbaok JtUrLy in tlti>1 county, to w.v beRt infor­
D.llltion, m composcU. princlvully of tlte wLite p ooplo-a.t least four-fifLI.ts of th0 
GrePnuack party. 

''Q. 2. \Vertl you not a ~loM p!lr;tOital frloDfl of CoLT. W. IIurri9, the Greenback 
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candidate for Con!ITess; and did yon or not manage the canva.~s uf this county for 
him, or did yon not do it chieflv1 

"(Ob.jectell. to on same ~;rounil as t.a No. 1.) · 
"4· I am a close personal ~·ic.ml of sai.dCol. T. ,V, Harris. I took an acti¥e pa1:t 

in bts behalf, ami managed Ill~ mterost m the western part of the county purLieu· 
larlv that section where I resid~. ' 

.. ·~. 3. At or abon.t the clo~e of the canvass did anything occur to induce you to 
.adVl!le Colonel HaiT1s, the Gr~enbae.k canuidate, to withdraw from the canvu.s8; 
and did you or not so advise him 1 .And, if so, state freelv and particularly the rea­
f\ODS for SO adV'iAing him, and from what SOUrCe you received \'OUr information in· 
ducing you to ~iva ti<uch advice. · 

".A, ~omcthing uid occur. A short while before the election, perhaps a week, I 
had a con¥ersation with Col. Van H. :Uanning, the candidate of the Democratic 
party for Congress, in which he asl'!nred me the colored >oters of the tlistrict were 
~>olid for Rnchann.n, the l{epubli<:an candidate for Congrt>~<~s. He requestt-ti me to 
writn to ~oL T. ;v. Harris1 the Greenback canditlate J'ol' Con~ef\A, that ho (Colo· 
ncl Harr1s) was gone up, and to come home. r assul'ed Colond .Manninrr that 
if his statl:'mcnt was conect, I wonld prefer that Harris wonld withdraw fr;;n the 
canvass: Colonel Manning saiti that, according to his best lmowledge and judg­
ment, h1s sta~emnn,t was coiTect. On t.hat asst.n·ance, together with my pere~onal 
knowletig"e ot the tac.t tbat the colored >oters m my neighhorl.iootl were solid for 
.lluchanan, I telegr~phed Col. T. \V. HarriR at l~ate!!ville, :!UiRs., t.bat his chances 
llere '~ero compromu~ed; that the colore~\ vot~rs were solid for Bnchanan. Colonel 
:Mannwg brought sa1el telegram to Holly Sprmgs for me. .l]e afrerward!! assured 
me that he Rent the telegTam to Colonel Ha.rri11. 

"Q. 4. Was it or was it not a fact, at the time that Colonel 'ManninC7 mado the 
foregoin,g statement to you. t.hat he bad canv-asseu the entire ten cotfnties com­
..pristn~ this CougresRionallliRtl'ict, anti that the canvass absolutdv closed within 
a few da ys after said conversation referred to 1 • 

"(Sarue objections as before.) 
''.A. lie stated to me t-.ha.t be had made an ent.ire canvass of the district anrl 

that the Rtat .:mcnt malle to me was fountled on his information that he hall glined 
·during the C»nvass. 'Ihis was but a fow dayR bdore the election. 

"Q. 5. In your repl,v to question three, do you mean to refer exclusive!" to the 
colored race or otherwise 1 • 

"A. I mean tbe colored vote PxclusivBlr. 
"Q. G. State to what extent, it' yon know, t.be eoloretl vote that voted wa.'l cast 

for Buchanan, or otlicr cn.nt.litl:ues (as applieu to precincts in the 'Western part of 
the t·ounly), at tho lust electiOn. 

"A. From all information I have, it was a soliJ r.QpublicJ.D >otefl>r Gt,orge.M. 
Tiuchnnan for Congress in the precincts refl:'rred to. So far as my petfiOnal knowl­
ellf?o goes1 it only rt-fera to my own lJox. 

' Q. 7. To what extent is t-he nl'gro >ote in the ui.striot refcrrorl to Repnlllicnn ~ 
" A. l'retty unanimous." 
l'al!;O 214: 
"Col. Tnos. W. HAnmr,~, being sworn accor11in"' to law t estifies a"i follows: 
",Quest;ion 1. Rt<Lte where you re.;ide; how long you hav-e thereresitleu; youroccu-

ru.tiou; how loug you hu.'\'e pursned said occupation and to what extent in the 
l>l'conti Congrl)l;sionn.llliRt·rict of .MissisAippi. ' 
"AnRwer~ 1 reside in Holly 8prings, Miss., anrl han~ resillcd there since about 

the year 1.8u0; I am a law~·er;. have lleen t;pwanls of. thirts years, anti cngat;ed 
in the dut1es of my profc«ouon 1n several ot the count:les of the second Con"res­
Rional ~istrict t.<i~ce I haYe liYcd in Holly Springs; my practice has been gc:Ieral 
:mtl qUJte o:s:tonsJYe. 

:· Q. ~· W it.h what pol i.ti~al pa~·~y ha>e you ~een. identifietl prior to the year 
1819 1. Rtat e aiR? what oilic.tal pos1tlon you htld m aaJd part.y during the year 1876, 
and smt:e t.l!at tune. 

"A. I waR a 1uemhe.r of t.he State !!'Xecutive committee of 1he Democratic party 
·in 1877 anu 1878: and also chairman ot' tho execntiv-~ committt'O of that pa1'ty f~r 
the county of Um·sball; and was a. member of and act~d with the Demoni·atio 
party nntill8i9; since whic.h time I ha>e I.Jeen acting with the National Green­
back Labor party. 

"Q. 3. Were you a canlliuate for office at the election November 2, 1880 7 If so, 
11tato for what ullice; if you made a canva11s of the secoml Congr·et<sional district, 
to what extent; also state tbe extent of yom acquaintance with the politics of 
tba voters of said second CongTessionaltliRtriC't. 
. '.'A. I was the c:mdiua..ttl of tl.1e .J'!ational Greenback Labor party for Congress 

1oi t be scconti nong\ess!onal d1stnct at the election in N ovt•mber, 1880, aml as 
such .canyas~t·d ~e UlStrlCt gene.ra lly; my knowleuge of the politics of the vote.rs 

.of ~md ili~tnct ts snell a~ Ruch a canvass woulll ui>e in connection with mv Ionrr 
reRl~CnCO,l~ th~ SUmEI, en~agetl in my profeeosion, amJ. baving taken a, C7Cneral' inte; 
e11t m politics smce I ~ttameu my nwjorit,,v. "' 

"Q. 4. \~b~t class .ol. ~ort-~ons const.it.ute the three political partica in thi'i district 1 
State tlle ditlcrcnt thvtslons as ncar as you cau as to color. 

11 A. A ~ery great majority of the colored >oters of tl.ie district belon rr to the Re­
publican }Hlrty ; the ,white vulcrs are diYiderl generally between the Democratic 
and Greenback pantcs; colored 'Voters who act anu vote with tho Democratic 
part.y are in my opinion very few in numlJcr; in tho election of last year mv ob· 
~L·r¥ution aml information lctl me to believu tliat out oft be thirty-five h1wtlre:'1 aud 
eighty. five vo1 es roportcd to haYe be.en cast. for the Greenback can(lidate for Con­
greHs in the s~itl ilist.riet thflre could not ha¥e beon more than a lJout one thou:mntl 
t•f them colorcll, mo!:lt of whom live in Yalabusba Conn tv; tho white '\'Otcrs who 
act with the Republican party in flaiu diRtrict I d0u't think art~ at all nun,erons. 

"Q. 5. Ha>o ot· ha>e you not, since t.l!e election, fully and particularly infonued 
lOUrsclf as to t h nnm ber of >otes von rccei ved at. said election at each of the >ari· 
·OUR countit~s antl precincts in said ilil'ltrict1 

11 A. 1 havn scon st:ttomentspnrport.in,g to be antlumtic as to tue number of votes 
ropor·ted to lnwe been ca11t fur me, nntl ha,·o heard 11tatoments from frlcnus upon t lw 
samo snh,ieo t . 

•· Q. G. lJ id you witness .lnHt prece•lin.g the election a con¥er~ti•m between Col­
onel ?-Ianning, caD!litlatn forCou;..,'l'Ct-l'l, antl Dr . .A. !II. Lyle on tuesnltject.os to how 
anu for wuom tl!ft colored ¥ut ers of tblH <lifltrit:t were goin"' to >ott~·r If so state 
what was saitl ht.twcen tlwm 011 tlie Rui.Jjt :ct. " ' 

(" Oh,iected to on t!Jo gr·onml thnt tho 'quo.~tion is ori"inol antl should LaYe been 
U.'lkcd, if at all, during tho tiruo aliO\>"etl to tulw testim~ov-in-nhle f.) 

"A.. ln a tli>H~ lll'lsiou hntwecn Colonel lVla.nnin~ aml m\·self at Watson In thiil 
-(}OUnty, I tl.iinl1 the nig ht )JreCR.ding the day of thu elcctiim. thll qtte>~ tiou 'aro:<o us 
t~ u. r upmt t:.tat Dr. Ly lu h utl ahantltmetl mo aml int.-nuetl to Aupport Colt>ud Jllnn. 
11111!!, uull tlwt Lylu hall !lent r.111 a tli,.patch sn:rgcRI ing- my wit hdntwal fmm tho 
r,uuva1-1 :~ la!cl:IIK the colorrti vote of tlw dist-rict had concentr:tteti upou Capta in 
.uehuuan, the I:cpuulicau cautlitla to fur Congrc!'!l. Dr. Lyle was present alltl 

"tatut~ . to tl;e ant:J eucc, in my lll'Cso.;Dcr an1l Colt•nd Uanniog1 ~:~ , that hu (Lylo) huti 
r~(lr ~ lth Cul~mul ~tnmlin ~-t U.Utl W:t!l tultllty !Jim to write or t ciL•grnph me that. I 
1at utter . Wttl11lr.nv, UR tltu colored ~ote WllA all g llill:! for Bu ohanan; that, he 

<tylc) ropl11:ti Ru ch WHH the contl itiou of thiug11 in hil!no hrblJorbootl, antl that t!poll 
l n l'ltutumcn~ mn.tl l'l to h iru hy Coluuol lfannin!! he Lu(f acconling l.> tr.:lo.grnphetl 
~~l'l ;;1 .~~tc~\' tll o, ~~Panola Count.\-, thllt the m~gro~.: 11 were n!l go in~ for Bncb:man, 

• r l · · 1 l0 1~Ltu~ ufitoct; tltut lw sent me thedisp::~tch baRed u!ono upon wlwt l'ltnn· 
~~~f 1 i~~l'tio Luu, rcxt:erJt as to t be cuntlition of ti.Jin .!!:S in Lis own uE:igbi.Jorlwml; 

.,..b .' not Jlro.~~ ·" to k11~w what was t?e CO!Jdition of aff;.~irs beyoml Lis owu 
Dtll., boxllootl. I n <. \ er rHceJvt'tl tlltl forc~mnj! utflpa.tch at Hatesvl!l e, h1tvin~ left 

before it was recei¥ed. The foregoing is substantially what occurred as I re­
member it. 

"Q. 7. 'Vhat proportion of the white vote of this Congressional district are op­
pose• I to the Democratic party, anrl what proportif)n of saitl >ote woulll • o. te against 
the can(liuates of said party at au open, fair election, anll upon full assurance that 
their •otes would be connted as casU 
"10~jected to as irrelevant, incompetent, and ille~al.) 
"A. I can only anEtwer as a matter of opinion. It woulcl depend Vtll'Y much 

upon t-he questions invol¥etl and. what partie<~ were engaged in the contest. I 
think, however, that one-fourth or one-fifth of tho white >ot.ers of the district are 
oppo~ed to the present policy ana management of the Democratic party, anti woulti 
ca!'lt their >otes against it. 

'' Re-examined : 
"Q. 1. State what proportion of tbtl colored >ote in thid distrkt voted the Dem· 

ocratic ticket, ami what proportion of thtl white >ote voted the Itopublican ticket. 
as near as you can, in uumucrs as to each party, as estimated from your informa­
tion gainetl d•1ring the canvass. State fully. 

"(Object eu to on l!l'Ound that it is original, anti not in r~buttnl of anything drawn 
out on cross~xamination, and as incompetent.) 

"A. I can only give an opinion in answer to this queAtion. From all the infor · 
mation in my possessio11, my opinion is that there were fnlly as man:v, aDtl I think 
more, while '\'Otes ca!-lt for the I~epublican candidate for Con,.;re11s tl:ian 11.Jere were 
colol'e<l 'Votes for the Democratic canrlitlate. When the extraordinar.r efforts made 
uy the Repnhlican party hadsuccet'ued in reor~anizing the colore1l ¥ot~, my (!pinion 
is that the wo1·k done by that 11arty wai'l prett.y thoroughl.v successful. I know of 
no counts in the district in which lhe Gn•enback part,v succeedeti in maiutaininA' 
its control o>cr tlle colored votf>, except Yalabuslla. In adlli1ion, I am satisfied 
t-hat some white Greenbackers batl become so much inCR.n!iell in cont~eqnence of 
the warfare w:1ged against them anll their party by the Democratic part.v that, 
ul'sp\i-!l'ing of the Ruccess of their own c..tnilitiatc, they voted for tLe lwpulllioan 
canilldato; antl further than this deponent saith not. 

•: Q. 2. What is tl1e stanuing of the contestant, George M. Buchanan, in his 
party anrl as a citizen! 

".A. I think h ts po11ition in his party is a prominent and controllin"' one, car· 
tainl,v in his section of the State. .As a citizen, he is kind, charitable,"'gencrous 
aml pui.J~ic· spiritetl, antl I know no~hinz to his uetl'iment excupt thaL he belongs 
to what ts known bon; as the lt:tdll'al party, an•l that he became a canditlat.e tor 
Cnn:..rre>~R in the last. e'ection to my detriment. .As a canuillato for office, I am sat­
isfied that be i~ consillor>Jbl.v strou!!cr than his party, in this county particularly. 
As a nei!!bLor he is equal to any man. 
"X(~. 4. You have been a.~ked as to the stantlin .~ and character of George .M. 

Dnoha11.an as a polilioian anll as a gentleman. Please Rtate as to tho ch.uact{'lr 
anti stamling of Van H . .Manning in lloth rt·spects ~ 

"A. Having been three times nominated by his party as a camlirlate for Con 
~rcss. :.1nu returned as !!'.lected, is a sufficient RDil\VCr as to the character amlstanil ­
mg of Van H. Manning with his party. In all the element<! of kindne:;s, gcna­
roRit,v, anti charity he is the equal of any-iufinitcly too much so tor his own goou." 

\Vttness Mabon (p. 106, record): 
' · Q. 7. Do you know of a :aewspap!'r pnblisbP-fl in Holly Sprin!!R known as the 

Holly Sprin~s • South '1 If so, state the political party that that paper aJvocate tt. 
"tQitestion OQjectcu to antl ru!e.tl out.) 
"Q. 8. Did ,Yoa or uot road in the Holly Sprin_!!s ·~onth,' a Democr<~tic news­

paJ><:r pnblishetl in H~lly Springs, anll published ou Decumum· 8, 18~0. the follow­
mg langua~e: 

"[The Sout.h, Holly Springs, Mi!!ll., Deet!wbt>r 8, 188(1, J 
"DCC HANAN' TO CO)<'TEST. 

"It seems to be genf'rally bclie¥ed lw our exchan"'cs that Buchanan will contest 
for .Mann.ing's seat. If he ev~.;r ~Uti! it' it Will be by an utterly llnSCI'UpUIHUS parti­
san dcounon b.v the Hou11e of Ilopresentati'\'es. ~ever was there a t'ai1er election 
in any district of the State than tba.t of tltls. when M annin;! wa.i clectcti. ThtJ 
ne[Jrou genually voted for Bnchanan. Tlu!, whites diddc:d brt-dlctm .JianJ~in.g and 
Barris. E'\'ery man of the three parties Yotell ns he pleased, es.cPpt tho11e who 
>oteu for. flu~hana~, ancl t~ey u:ent C!S a .f!~ck, under ins1ruct!on~. by which th~y 
were eastly fool ell mto votmg tor brm. l:he ballot.s were prmted in acconlnnoo 
with the law of the ~ta1e alJ(l connteJ. Buchanan was beaten by not getting 
>ote!l enou~h-that is alL He will have to bo electerl at WaRhin~ton, if he 6\"l:!'r 
is. It will not be by votes of the people of Mis!liAAippL Aurl whf'n Ctmg"ress 
~!!!~t~r~~~~nan the seconu Congre.<~sional district of Mibsissippi will have no rep-

"(Qttestion objl:'cte<l to an<l ruletl out as befor~, anti question not pcrmitte•l to 
be answo~eti.) 

"Q. Stnte whethf'r or not you know the erlitor of the Ilolly Rprin~s 'Sonth,' 
and his character for political intelligence; if so, &tate bis char-acter for political 
intelligence 9 

"A. I know .Mr. Tylt'r when I roBot him, and his character for intelligence itt .,~ 
good. 1 

'' q. 9., State, ~f you kno.w, in what p~rty interest thnt newt~paper, the Holly 
Sprm~s South, acted durmg the cnrupa1gu of 1880, and. what candit.late for Uon­
greRH 1t all¥oeatcd. 

:'(Objectetl to 1_1y eonnf\el fo~ conte~tee as being irrdevant, and objec-tion sus­
tameu antl ques~1?n no~ pN'lllltted to be answered.)" 

For \ea~ous '!llwh W!!l herE'a.fle J· appear apparent., we ba¥o briefly referred to 
the t.w1uence of. the vot mg strength of e?-ch cf the political p :trties; tbe class of 
'\'Oters fi'Om wb1ch eacli part

1
v wu.s or;.!nmze<l, tbo canvass matle hV" each, and the 

manner in which each party s >ote turned out and came to thu polls. 

Th'TilllOATIOY OF COLORED YOTEUS llY CO~'T.&!\T~T'S FRI~DI!. 

\\' e hav-e >erv carefull .v examineil the evidence relatinz to the intimidation of 
colored \"Ot!:rs by contestant's l'rientls (a is alle zed by contl.!stno, in his rcpl,v to 
notit!e of conte~t), nnd do not fintl th<tt the e'\'idence di~closes o. sin;.rlo inst<•nce 
where a. coloretl V"uter was deprh·etl of votin"' fur ronleHiee bv renRo 1 of tl.IJ ·cats or 
ilttitnhlntion from any source. Theevill!'nce.,.tli!-~clo:<e:i the fa1·t to be that contestee 
receiYe1l hut fnw of tho 'Votes of colored ,·nterro~, amlt bat 1 hero wa..~ l.ly fur a larger 
numuer of white voters who vot crl for conte11t::mt than there wet·e co'o:"Cd •oters 
wlto vot01l for c.ontestee. Tho vote as returned is statt-d as follows, upou p:~ge 393 
oft btl recortl: 
Hm-ris, Gr·eP.nhackt·r . .. . .. ..... _ .. ......... . .. . .. . . -. ... ... .... . ... ...... il, [,85 

t'~'~:~~~~~~~~~~t~~ ~ ~:: ~::::: : :::: : ::::: : :: : :: : : : ::: : ~ :::-: ~: ::::::: : :: 1~: ~g 
The ev itlence shnwl'! thPre to be al.out Hl,700 colored •ote r l'! and nbout 17 100 

wbito \'Oters in tl1e llit~triu.t, wit h ~~~)roo 2,ti~U tnO t'(l colorN.l v-ote r.~ tban whites; 
that tltu t·olol'Otl voters a re p.epubltcans, W1th f~-:w exception:~, untl so Yutcd (or 
mnt.le the eflor·t tu \'Ute), as IS,Hbown to lJo the case al~o with quito n. numher of 
white vot t'rl-1; anll th.at the wb1tn ¥oters ~enerall.v were divided (in o. m!\asurel \)('­
tween tho Democrat 1c an•l Greenback c:mrlillatPs. Grantinor that ti.Ju canva.~H waa 
cqnu lly t horou_!!li antl at ·tivo on tl! e part ot' all parties. antl thnt tl!o voters gem,rally 
C:Jtue t~ tho polls. we cannot re.s1st the conclusion t hr..t on tho day of the l'leetion 
tho vutmg strength of conteBtu B party was in a. minority to the extP.nt of 5,000 ~ 

· 6,000 voters. 
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Yet notwithstanding ibis evioent condition of the two pnrties on the clay of the 
election, wo are confronted with a return. heretofore referred to, gi'l"ing the con· 
t~stoo a majority of some 5,300 voters. \Vcre wo to take tho State cemms as e>i· 
deuce in reaching a conclusion on this point, contestee's party would still be in a 
large minority. 

There 11ro only 17,155 white voters in the dititrict. The proof is clear that llar­
ris, the Gr·ecnback candidate, received 3,585 votos, of whiuh (uot e.xceeding) 1,000 
were colored, lea·'l"ing him 2,585 wliite votes. 

It is further clearly pl'O'\"en that quite a number uf wliite vutP.rs did uot go to 
the polls. (See evjdenue, Howze, p. l!J; New1-wm, p. ~2.) 

It is further proven that contestant received a number of white votes, and yet, 
aooorcliug to tile retW'Ds, the contestee is credited with 15,l:!15 •otes, which is 
manifestly impost~ible under the circumstances. 

On tho other hand, the conte,..tant h cr.~ditml with only 0,006 •oti:'R, wbilo there 
are 19,800 colored voters in the district, who, aceordiu~ to t)le proof of coutestee's 
own friends, were all solitl for .:ontesta:::~t. auil came to the polls and voted or 
offered to vote. 

Tllis again is a. manifest impossibility. This at once throws suspicion on the 
fa.imeM of the c.onnt, and when the wlwle of the election machinery was in the 
han<ls of conte.'ltee's fdcnus the burden of show in;! the fairness of the count Rhonltl 
be upon him w!Jen a reasonable doubt of fairnes<J has been establishecl by the 
p roof. This brings us to a consideration of tile e•idcnce tencling to sbow how this 
refinlt was brou::rht alJOut (after first examining the elcution lawR of Mi.>J:;i~ippi 
bearing on the points in conUo'l"ersy). 

"RLECTIO~ LAWS, COLlE OF 1880. 

"Sxc. 105. The books of regiRtration of the electors of the ~;enral election diR· 
trlcts in each c-ounty and the poll-books as heretofore mado out shall be delivered 
by the county Loard of registration in each co1mty, if not already done, to tile 
clerk of tbe circnit court of the county, who shall carefully fll'C8erve them as 
records of llis ottice, and the poll-books shall be deli'l"ered in time for ev\lry elec­
tion -to tbe commissioners of election, and afwr tile eleution aball lJe returned to 
said clerk. 

"The clerk of the circuit conrt of each county sball register on the registration 
book uf the election district of the residence of such person any one entitled to be 
relti6tered as an elt>ctor, on Lis appearing ~fore bim, and taking antl suuscribing 
t h e oath required by article seven and section three of the conHtitntion of tbis 
State, ancl rrinted at the top of the pa~es of the registration books, which sub­
scription o the oath a.foreRaiil shall be by ilie person writing IJis name or mark in 
the proper column of Haid book." 

Se<·tion 121 of the Mississippi Code of 1880 is as follows: 
"Two months before any ~eneral election and any election of Representatives in 

ConwesR, and any election of elector of Pt·eRident and Vice-Pl·eRid0nt of the United 
States, the governor and lieutenant-11:overnor, or president of the senate if tbe lieu­
tenant-governor is performing the duties of g;o'l"ernor, or if there is no lieutenant· 
~overuor, and tbe secretary of state, or a ma,iority of ~:~ncb oflicers, shall appoint in 
each connt:r in lliis State • commissioners of election,' to consist of three competent 
and auitable men, 1oho shall not all be of the sa.mc poUtwal party, if such men of dif­
ferent p.1lit.ical parties can conveniently be had in t ij e connty, antl wqo, for good 
cause, may be removed in the same manner as they are appomted. Before acting 
t he saicl onmmis>~ioners shall Reverally take the oath of ottice prescribed by the 
oonRtitutjon and file it in the office of chancery clerk of the county, who sha.llrre· 
serve snc:h oaths. While engaged in their duties the Raid commissioners sha.l be 
conservators of the peaoA, with all the powers and duties of such, in the county in 
which they are acting. They shall continue in office for one year unless removed 
and until successors are appointed." 

Sootion 124 of the Misl:!iRKippi Code of 1880 is as follows: 
"On the last Monday of October preceding a general election, and fh·e days be· 

f ore any other, the commissioners of elootion shall meet at tbe ofiice of the clerk 
of the circuit eom1 of the county, and carefully reviRe the registTation-bookR of 
the connty and the poll-hooks of registration of the several precincts, and shall 
erase therefrom the names of all persons improperly thereon, or who ha>e died, 
removed, or become disqualified as electors from any cause, a.ncl shall register the 
names of all pcr-r1ons illegally denied. All complaints of a denial of registration 
may be made to and be heard and decitlecl by the commissioners of electionR, who 
sha1l cause the books of registration to be C01"l'ecte•.l, 'if necessary, so as to show tn.e 
'IWITTU!S of all qualified electors i·n the couaty, and suolJ books shall be prima facie 
evidence of til A names aml nuruher of the qnalitied electors of the county. 

"SEc. 125. The clerk of the l.lircuit court shall attend such commissioners, if so 
requested, anrl shall furnish them the oooks of regiRtration and the poll-books, 
an.} shall render them all needed as.'lit~tance of which be is cavable in the pe-rform· 
nnce of the cluties in rtwising their li>itS of qualified t!l<.'ctors.' 

Beet ion 13U is as follows: 
"Prior to any E-lection tbe sai•l commiRsioner~ of dectiOD>i shall appoint three 

persona for each election precinct to be inxpectors of tlte election, who slta!lnot all be 
of the saTfl,l! pol·< tical party, if suitabw persons of different parties are to be had in the 

• election district, ami if any persun appointed 11hnfl fail to attend and serve, the in­
spe<~torR rreRI:lnt, if an,t, may deRignate one to till his placa, and if snch oommis· 
8IOners o · election shall fail to make such appointment, and in case of failure of 
a ll t.bose appointed to atten•l, any three qualiticd electors pro11ent when t.lJe polls 
eball be op~:ned may act as inspecturR." 

Section 136 iR in the following words: 
''.All elections by the people of t·his !:it ate Rball be by ballot. Tbe poll shall l1o 

opened at nine o'clock in the morning and be kept open until six o'cloi'k in the evn~.­
i71g, and no lcm[TI!r; aud every person eutitletl to vote shall deliver to one of the 
in~pt'otors, in tlltl presence of the others, a ticket or scroll of paper on whioh Hhall 
be wtitten or print-td the names of the persons for whom l1e intends to vote. 
which ticl<et shall he pnt in t!Je ballot-box, and at the same time tfte clerks shall 
take doun on separate list-B the z1ame of every ~rson voting,· a.nd U'!t.en the elrction 
shall be cln~>ed the inspectors IJhfill pnblicly open the b::z and numbe-r the ballots, at 
the same time ·readi:ng .aloud the names of the persons voted for, wl.ich shall be taken 
dcnon by 0aid clerks in. lite presence of tlte inspectors; and if there should be tvro or 
more tickets rolled up together, or if any tic.ket slwll contain the names of lJlore 
J)e1'8(1DS for an.v office tllnn snch elector had a right to vote for, snnh ballot l:jllall 
uot l1e counted." 

In brieJ, the circuit clerk of each conuty is tlto sole reb'il:ttrar of all tho votcrR. 
Tbe regililrntion-books are records, aml are r •tn!rcu to be kcvt in IJis oillue. Tbe 
r(}giHtrar is req1tired to reeis1or •oters any <lay in the year that the voter mav 
cllooP.e tcJ npply for registration, alHI eYery persou desil·in-:1: to regit:tter is required 
to 001ue to the county scat fur that purpOt!o, aud nn~t make oath and al;.,'Il tlie 
registration-books. 

'l'!Je fitate boa:-d, con~:~i~ting of the govr.rll'>r, Jieutcnant-govt:rnor, and secretary 
of stato, appoint. three cledion dmtmiR~ionc.rs for each connty, who are to be se­
lected for t!Jcir cumpetenuy and snitablone..'l<l to clisclwr~e the duties re.tuired of 
them. They must not all bo cho:~en froru the tmme politicnl party. 

'l'l.Jeso county commiKI!ioncrs are required to meet at tue oillce of the ro,l!istrnr 
~,imlllt'dintoly prec'&ling e~et·y election und correct t!Je rcgistrntion oml poll hooks, 

.. so (L/1 to show the names of aU l]ttalified elr.ctors in the county." The rej!h;trar is 
required t-o assist them in tbe dh;charge of the latter duty. These comroiR!IionerR 
appoint t!Jree inspectors to each voting-place in the county, who must be IJclected 
from electors suitable and competent to perfiYI"'T/1, the duties of inspectors (count the 
vote, make out. ct.rtify the r~turns, &c.), and these i!lR:ptl(.ltors are t.o be sdeot.ed 
from diil{n·ent political parties. · 

The election commisRion~rs hol<l in their ltantls the entire election mach in~ry ot 
their oounties; tho.v etOta.bli~h aml abolidh election precincts at w11l; they ro~.-i~ 
tho registration anu pllll books, onl.Ring name~! therefrom as occasion llcmun<]K; 
they slt as a court to dc<:i•le appeals from t!Je circuit elcrk wlJen COIDI>Iaint is 
ma•le that registration is improperly refused; they appoi11t all clt~ction o1lkors in 
their counticR, inclurling pe.tce ofli~rs to preserve order at the •oting-placc~:~; 
they receive, corupnte, ami return the whole vote of their count.ics; aml to exer­
cise thc11e jn'C:lt powers antl delicate trusts tile concurrence of only two of tlJe 
three comruit>Jioncrs is rt>quit·ed. Will it be preteuded that men who are utterly 
illitel'ato are "compP.tent and suitable" for so iruportant an oflice, or that their ap­
pointment is a compliance with tl1e law in any respect,'! 

Before proceedin~ to review the act~ of tlJe el1~ction officl·rK, it is weU enon~h 
to call attention to a. circular iS.\I"ucd by General Fcat!Jer~:~tone at an early llay uf 
the can'\"ass. The importance of tlJis circular is in the fact that General .lo'catbcr­
ston is conteRtee's own witneRs, and is a man of national d.mrudor, having l!eeu 
a lleprcsentative in Congress before the war, and uow circuit judge in tbd htat~ 
of llissi.;.sippi. (See his e\·idcnce, record, p. 331.) 
l'a~o 334: 
"X Int. 13. Did :you as ohairmnn of the Democratic committee, and by aut !Jor .. 

ity of tee committee, isRuo and cause to be pul!lh!lled tlJt< following call, which I 
het·c appen<l ns part of tlJis question, marked G. 11 . .B. I 

'''MAE'S COXVEXTlON. 

"' Tl1ere will be a mnss c.<mn:ntion of tbe Democrats of :Man,hall County at th 
court-bouse in Holly Spr:ngR, at 11 o'clouk a.m., on Saturday, the <!4tb tlay of 
Jnl,:l', 11180, for tho purpo~:~e of electing dcll'gatcs to ntt(lnfl a diHtnct convPntion in 
Water Valley, Miss., on the lltb day of .Augm1t, 1080, to nowiuate a candidate for 
Congress. 

·• 'Let everybody com0. . 
"' Le.t the enemy kno-w in the licgim·dn!J tl1at in this campaign tlte Der.wcracu wiU 

win at all hazards. 
" 'B\ ordt>r of the exec.otive comruitteo. 

. '"'W. S. FEATHERS'IOX, Ohairrnan. 
'" .A'RTHUJ~ FANT, &crcJary. 

"' (Tndor~d :) G. M. B.' 

"A. The executive committee instmcted the Rcorotary to vrepare ancl publish a 
call for the mooting indicated in the card, and the call was prepared aml published 
by the secretary." 

The fore,:roing may •ery properly be consiiloreil tbe initial step on the part of 
conte!!tee's friends towanls carrying the election in the manner inilicatetl by th1t 
circular. 

.As we ba•e said in anothor "Mil;slssippi caB£'-Lynch vs. Chalmers-decided in 
this Congress-

"The general doctrine in construing election statutes i~, that they are to be con­
struetlliberally as to the elector, and strictly as to the ofiicers who have duties to 
perform under them. .A statute tlirecting certain tliings to he done by c:lection 
officers ought to be followe<l by them with a hi~h degree of Rtrict,uess, but dut.ics 
to he performetl by the electors, as dechtred by statuto, are directions merelv." 

We do not propose to discuss the great and vital importance of an impartial rog­
iRtration of voter·s where it is ruade a condition precedent to the-exerciRI\ of tit& 
el.P.cti>e franchise, as is the case under the constitution and laws of M.iHsiRRippi. 

.ArrOUiTME~T OF ELECTIO~ OFFICERS. 

The evidence is wry fnll that both the Republicans and Groenbackers of t!Je 
count.ies challenged made every effort by petition anil otuerwit>e to secnre tile 
appointment of such (reasonable) number of both county commission11rs an1l nlso 
precinct imo;pectors as they were fairly entitled to under the law, ami it is no less 
clear that their wishes were almoRt entirely disregarded, especially in counties 
having large Republican majorititl-8 prima facie. ' \ye submit the following brief 
of evidence on this point: 

"lJE SOTO COUNTY. 

"J. F. Pratt, on page 24, testifies that 'the county board. of election commiN­
~;doners was compo~:~ed of two well-known Demucrat.s and oue colorell man, neither 
of whom were identified with tho Republic.an party-the colore<! mun Clln neirher 
w1·ite nor read writing-ancl that 1 !Je Republican county committee entlnavoro<l t.o 
secure the appointment of Newt~on, a wdl-knovrn and competent Republican, llA 
commissioner, nnd failecl.' 

"See also t.<>stimony of Nelson, un page 37, showin !Z 'that au i~norant colore<l 
man waR appointed commisRioner over protest of ltepnulican~; of the county.' 
and testimony of Anthony Matliews, the corumis~<ioner appointed, on pa~e 28, 
showing that be could not write or read writin,!!', antl knew nothing of the correct­
ness of the returnR, 1:\XuHpt what was told hlm by the other coT':lrrih;sioners. 

"L.A FAYETTE COU~TY. 

•·n. l'. Scrn~_gs, an intfllligent white J:.epublienn, was rccommen1letl for com· 
miRHione-r by bis 1;1arty frientls, and a negro, 'T!Jomas Jefi'erf'on, who hnR v<:r,r 
limited erlncation, 1f any, was appointed' (11ee pag-e 51). Testimony of Jl'ffl•rt>OD, 
the colore•l man appointed coruruissioner, puj!e 71, Rhows that uo Republican 
recomrueniled his appointment, and that ht) was appointed on rccommcnliutJon ot' 
tho chancery clerk, county trcaSUJ't:r, aud othor promiuent Doruocrats; noel that 
ho was not consnltcd by his (~o-commi sione-rs in the appointment of ~>leotion 
oflicers; and hiR evidence will show hls utter uufitnes~:~ for t.l.J<-1 fiiiRition. The teR· 
timony of &anl:mcl, page 311, shows tlJat ho anJ oue n. S. MoGowun wcro t!Jo 
two Democratic commissioners; nud tho tostiruony of E. N mmally, }Mgo211, shows 
thennRcrnpnlous character of ~IcGowan, that IJA sai<l to witness thnt h1' wonl<l 
• stntf ballot-boxeR to heat t!Je nepul>licans, I and thiR witncsR testifies that he 
would not bclieve McGowan on oath. . 

"TALLAH.A.TClllE COUXTY. 

"Tho testimony ofT.'"· Turnt•r, pages 1&6-7, Rhows thnt no reg-at·tl waR paM to 
the wi~:~hes of Uepnl1Jican~ in appointing: con•misHioutlrR; lhat. two Domocrat~; 11011 
one incompetent cnlorel:l ruan were appointed. The ltopuulit:ana d11Rin~.U. the ap. 
pointmcnt of Littlewut·t, whose cunmutor for intCilli:,!enr.t1 will ue !l!JOWD by his 
e\'illtmue nn ll:lC:eR104-5. The want, of e~lucationnl <Jilaliflmttiont'l for t.hu pn11Hion 
of cowmil!siuJJ<'T is sho\Vll by the HviclencB of thu colore< I eoruruiRHiouer himself, on 
pages l!JJ-.6, whi<:h <li~cln!!ct~ tliB fuct that btl coulll not rl•atl tho m:lDIIISCl'ipt of hilt 
evidence tlle.n ootu:; given. 

"TATE COU.s''IY. 

"In this count.>, aH will LA seen in the ovidnnr.A of Wl'ight, on pag('s 172 to 174, 
two of the comroiHHioners appointe<! were Dt:mocrats, nucl tl.HlutlJl'l' 11 G·reeu backer, 
and that when JoneR, the Greenbacl< commis;>.ioner, i:til<·d to 1\~CIIre the nppniut­
ment. of the election ofli<:t'l'll lto propoKe1l. ld't the lJOaJ"<l, sa,\;n;r Ito would havo 
notJ1ing more to do with it, :t~<l tltat ouly fonr!•f t.ha tllcution ollil·er:;,fortl>.., county 
recomiJienu\!d by tlte l~publtcaul'l were appomt~.l, auJ oul_y two o1 thmn Rflrvod. 
(SP.e t.:t~tiruo11y of Shand!!, puge 40~.) · 

''.MAJUlHALL COUNTY • 

''In tlli~ county, as will be shown by tbe ovill<J~ce of ~tcCorklo, nn t•n~es eJ to-
12/l, two Dcn10cruts and ona c.ompewnt colorecl l.epnblwun WBre appuintecl coro­
miKsioncrR, and tllat the Ikpullllcan uommisl'lion•1r rt:Hi;.!1Jed on occuunt of tht} <Iii"· 
re~flrd ofhisrighls as a comruiKHioner by hiR collea;.,rneH, in nl!olh;lting olecriou 
precln('ts, anti in trs.muerring otb~rR without hl.t:! prost·uce or consent, nod in ei,;u· 
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.ing hi-; nnme to notices of the same, thus leaving the election to be managed by 
t.lle two Democratic commiAsioners; and on pagl's 330 to 339, in the testimony of 
:Mr. Wallnce, one of the Democratic commissioners, and a brotiler-in·law of thEI 
Democratic canllidnte for UouJrfl'SS, it is shown that some time in Oct~ber1 after 
~rert:ing a.s com1Td11sioaer nearly the entire can~:ass, and. after the work of aboltshing 
·and tran.q{erriny election precincts hall Ubl'n accomplisheu1 Mr. Wallace also re­
Ri~nell his ollice out of consiuerations of delicacy, and Ius successor was after­
war,Js appointed, but it does not appear that any succosRor was appointed to 
tho ltepul.Jiican commieAioncrl!hip." 

Tho munuEc'r in wllich the:;e c01mty comrni"sionerli performed their duty in ap-

llointinrr the inspectors of election, especially in counties tuat were maniftJStly 
ar_!:ely 'ltepublican. is very fairly stateu by conteHtant's counsel as follows: 

''As will be seen f1·om the evillenr.e of Johnl'on, pagt' 2:H, tho Grcenlmukers were 
JJ.ot reco~:.rnized as a 11arty, and tbero wa:,~ no pretcn:,~e of appointing thoir men as 
~ectiun o1licors; ami the one iw~pector proteml~uly accoJ·tled to tho ltepublicans 
~as not always appointeU., aml when appointeu was almost universally so utterly 
incompetent as to rcmler the a)!pointmEc'nt worse than a mockery. Take for illus­
tration tho county of De Soto, wllore thoro are Sl"Veral tbousand >oters, sixteen 
~oting:·pluces, and as a conRequence ninct.v·nine election ollicers; and of these ono 
inspector appears to have been a Greenbacker (see page 24-lJ, aml of tl.Je otherR not 
more than Sil~teell beJ.on:,.ring to the partieS orposing the party of CODteRt~e, and 
fourteen of them te:>tify that tlley cannot rea1 or write. Iucretlible as this ~>tate­
ment may filiPPar, it will ue fully voritled uy the evidence on pages 10, 12, 1i$, 15, 28. 
8:!, 43,4-5, 40. anll47, this beinl! tho te~timon.v ,,f the of11cers themsc.l>es. That s~lit­
able Uepuhlkans an1l Grccnbacke>rs coultl be ha1l in tho tll'ction lli~>t.riots, an1l that 
cfti1T!R we1·e matlo in writ.inl! anti in persun by representatl\'e,<; of lloth the opposing 
parties. to have thCl!e Bt~itaule aml competent mou appointell, will be fully shown on 
]>ag-eA 23, 27, nn1l2:lL. That t-ho appniutmont of intelligent Democrats, even when 
l'Ceommentle~l u.v Hepublicaus, was refuHotl, will be seen in t.ho eviueuco o! Scruggs 
~ t th ·~ top of pa~e 5~. 

"Not tn dwell todionsl.v upon it, the two counties of La Fa"e1te ani! Marshall 
l1ave about tl1e sauH• nnmber of election oUicers, belon.,.inrr to t'he dilt'erent parties 
in abont tl1e same proportion, aml ele11en of theRe iu efi'ch ~ount.y testify that thoy 
~nnnut t·ither reau or writa. (Seo r,_aa;cs 571 60, 6~, GO, 67, till, 09, 72, 7;!, 74, 92, 95, 
108, 109, 114, 116, 117, 119, 121, 12:i.) :rtmt su1.table pe-rflous of the oyposition par­
til's could bo funntl in the election distriuts of tlte~e counties, an1 that em·ne~:~t 
t:ffvrts wom ma1lfl to secure tueir appointlllent, t~ee page~:~ 51, 105, aml 203. .For 
()thor appoil1tmcnts of elJJction ollie• ,rs of t.ho snmo chnracter in other counties, 
reud liU:,!e!l 170, lS~t 190, 103, 178, 187, an1l li4. ln t.he ti>e counties of Marsi.Jall, 
l.n. Fa,retto, Tate, .uo Soto, anll Tallahatohie, out of tb~:~ small number of election 
o:UcerR appointed from t be OJlpo:~itit~n p:utio.•1, o>er fnrfy of t.I.Jem could not renu 
or w1·ito, lllJU tLe tllree or four of them who claimed to he able to renu ]lrint, UP'Jn 
udng t•:stell, ~@ore fnuml to be uofieient in tllat. .As specimens of these ofiicers 
1 unH arhritrm·il.r appointell. read tilt~ testimony of Cozar Pegno~>, on page 09, wllere 
btl testiti£'!1 that be iR 'ahuut Hixty.five years of nge. One of my eyes is entirely 
out; the otlll~l' I cannot ~>ee go111l out of, an1ll cannot read or write'; an1l of Sea­
l •orn Ulnrk, on pa;;e 114, wuore he ~>a.\·s, '1 can neither read or write; I cannot 
Lear gooJ out of one ear at all; I g;ot a pin 11tuek in the drum of my ear.'" 

REGISTllATJOX OF VOTEI:S. 

The c>irlcnce Ahuw~ that. in t!Je fonr oonntics of Marl<hall, De Soto, rannlu., anu 
Talhtuatchie (all eoufe~:~setlly lar:;rl'lv Republican countitls), tlte couuty commis­
sioner!! did a~Homl•le nt the rcgiHLnJ.r'e ollioe Home tttn days prior to tho election, 
but manit'cAtly not for tlle pm1>ose of correcting tl1e uooks "so as to show the 
names of a!l the qualifio1l eleoturs of tho county," as i!! the plain language of 
the statute, but they met thiD'c and <lelilwrately stoppeu there"'JHtration of voters 
in the connti1·s mcntiuueu. aml, not satit~licll with tbis, went deiiberately to work 
(for what cause it ii! not stated) and erased from the poll and registratiOn books 
tho names of nearly l ,UUO Itepul.tican voters, who had previoW~ly registered, many 
of whom swpar tuat tbey ha1 been vot-in)l: for years at the precincts where they 
nfferetl to \"Oto at this election, a.Ru the fact that tllcir names had been erasell from 
tile books was not developed until thev came to tho polls to vote. This is shown 
to l•o the cnse at some forty precincts ~n the dist.I·ict. (."ee pages record 19, 23, 24, 
27, 30, 5:!, 70, 80,1::lU, lUi,l!JG, as t•) closing of re..git~tration.) 

For evitlcuce of llcput.licanR' names Leinp; erasctl from registration and poll­
l•ooks, anu not. beinl! ·pernlittctlto vote in consoqnence thereof, see recortl, pap;e 
~3, Q. 21: pp.ll2, 91, 91, 94,108,119, lO!l,lll, 117,60, lUO, <!8, l!l, 31, 3-l, 12, 13, 35, 4!, 25, 40, 
41, 1UB,l!i7, 178, 4lJR, 4:.!U, 440,447, 44R, 450, 45:!,453, 4!i4, 455, 4fi0, 4!i2, 403, 46!. 

l:ccoJ·d, p. 24, Q. 5: 'VitneRs ''l>ratt" says, State board avpointed on ignorant 
~olor~ll man. to represent the P.OJ?U Lllcans "who i.s totally. i~;,"!lomnt," anu not 
1d1 nUtie1l 'lnth the party, n11 one ot the county election comrmsstoners. 

J:ecorll, p. ~8 •. f.l. 2 an1lJ: Thi~ '?ommissioner says he cannot writa or read writing, 
nn1l knew not.bm~ of the comp1lin~ of the returns save what tho Democratic mem­
b6rH of the Loartl tol1l him. 

Pceor1l, p. 20, Q. 1!i: "Howze," Greenbacker, proves that "Johnson," one of the 
Dornoeratic commi~Rioners. for,qed a poll./Joolc and caused -it to be mtbxtitutedfor hold­
i11g the electw-n, at De-pot flo:v, instead of t.ho poll-Look belonging to that precinct (at 
Hcmanllo). · 

Iteconl, p. 29, Q. !?: "Dr. ,V. M. Johnson" eays that thlR election commissioner 
admitted tu him that he did make the book. 

Jtocorrl p. ::!33, Q. 25: This commi11sioner says he has nn information (except hear­
Ball) as t~ wiu'ther or not he and others are ttnder indictment in tile Federal court 
for tuu infraction of election laws. 

P.ccnnl, p. 4;;!!, Q. 6 an1l 7: "Howze" says he Wf;lS pres~ni in court, and tiJat this 
commixl(i.vner was pre,tent when Ms case was contmtted ttll.Tuly tenn, 1880. 

J:ocotll, p. 457, Q. 3: Ele~tion commissioners abolish PlUll.lb Point precinct. 
ltocortl, p. 21, Q. 19; p. 23, Q. 8; p. 24, Q. 7; p. 27, Q. 6: Ten days pnor. to the elec­

tion. the r• • ;:!;i~<trnr rcfnses to regi:,~ter any more vote1s, anu t?e "?ooks are close-d 
against. them for tile season. 11 Nelson'' says voters were commg m every day anU. 
refu!lou rcgi.;tration. 

necortl, p. 21, Q. 19: 11 Howzfl" says (estimates) that be saw.as many as 150 ~e­
puulicans during that time who toltl him that they hall applieJ for regi.stratwn 
unll WIJre rcfusci.l. 

Hecorll, p. 23, Q. 8: 11 Nawsom" says, the closin~of the registration at that time 
was a. Kourco of' genora.l complaint amonf{ Ucpubhcans from all over the country, 
-who cnmofor tl1at pnrpo e. That there arc~ alnrp;e number of votersw!Jo gener~y 
nc~lect to regi11tertill just prior to election. '\YitneAs heard no Democrat complam. 

l\L\RSJIALL COUNTY. 

l!ecor<l, Q. 3 and 4, p. m::o: State board appoints II '\Ynlluco," Manning's b:-otLcr· 
in-law, UR one of tho Cflttntlr commissioners. 

ltc<;ord, Q. 4 an1l6, p. 3:iR: "Wallaco" is shown to hu.>e been in the lUI bit of of­
llclatm!!; at cl<·ctions. Cluims to have aotod but for a short time, but on udng 
pros!>l'll (p. B:-!8, lURt queRtion) admits that be Wll!l such all the campaign. 

ltcconl, Q. 7 to 10, p. 12:!: "McCorkle," llopubliean commissioner, abows that 
Wa~l~ce a~ll H~ruin, the two Democratic commi~>~sionocs, bol1l a meotinj! without 
n~n~mg- lum ut it amlforged hill ?lame to a circular, under wkich they abolished two 
fHecwcts, anu changcu tho location of two others, whloh was dono wituout hit~ 
knowlefl!!o or conRent. . 

H~cortl, Q. l allll 2, p. 125: McCorkle Eihows tl~t be was J,Je>er ont of Holly 
Spnngs more than on~ uay · nt a tirue at that pe'rioU.' ·· ·(Se~ c'ircuiar referred ·· to 
\1. 1:!4) ' I ' 

~~•I{Jtll, P· .7G, Q. 7; p. 80, Q. 5: The county registrar closes the registration-

't;~fti~~. days before the election and no >oters are permitted to regist~r after 

:llecon.l, p. 1~3. Q. 4 and 5: "McCorkle," county commissionH, says that they 
were always crowded with applications for re~istration paper.; during the last few 
tlays prior to elections; that 500 or 600 vote,~·s generally applietl for registration 
wit.IJiu that period. 

Uocorll, p. 80, Q. 7: "Cunningham,"on Wedn!"stlayucfore election, says he took 
down the names of about one hundred wbo were refused registration, many of 
whom he aocompnnied to the registrar for tJiat 1mrpose (that ht- stahl at the c.ourt­
house all tlay for ti.Jat purpose), at request of .Buchanan. 

LA FAYETTR COUXTY. 

l~ecoru, p. 51, Q. 4: "Rcru~gs" says State board appointed iguorant ruun as Re­
li~~~:.r.n re1•resentati>e on Loaru cuunt.y commissioners over 11rotcst of Uepub-

Rccord, p. 71; no-examination Q. 1, ~. and 3: Republic,an commissioner shows 
;~~~!~::~e~fl~~~~teu at solic..itation of Democrats on.y and tuat no l~cpuLlioon 

H.econl, p. 211, Q. 9: Shows McGowan 1o be a man utterly det•oid of character. 
McGowan was orw of the Democratic commissioners of that county. 

Rocoru, p. 60, Q. 1, 2, 3, anll 4: McGowan presiued as associate notary (deputy 
chancery clerk) in taking this tClltimony, 1chere his own acts U'as directly the subject 
of investigation. 

ltocnr1l, p. 21U: •· Nunnally" snys be woultl not believe 11 :llcGownn" on oath. 
.Heconl, p. 70, Q. 2, 3, 4 anu 5: "Jefferson," Itepul•lican commissioner, says the 

Democratic _connuit~llion appointed the inspP.ctors ~ithout rommlling hlm, aml re­
flll'eu to appoint uny one rccommenllecl by :llopublicans. I:e~istration of Hepubli­
cant! at•oided hy takm,g rq~istration-books to Democratic meetings am1 other places. 
Colle lli>\S., Sees. 11 anu 12, T€fJUire81'e[Jilitration-uoo~ to be kept at office of circuit 
clerk a11rl require// all eil'ctors dCIJirin[] to regi11tfr to come to the COltrt.fwuse (clerk' II 
office). Tho books are part of tbe.recortls of his oilice, and aro mnJe in a statutory 
form, one for each district i1l the cou,ttiJ, anti all persons registering are required to 
lli[Jn this book. 

l:ecortl, p. 5:!, Q 6: "Scruga:s" ~<n:.·s rea;i~:~tration. books were taken to Demo­
cratic speaking !it Stoner's Mill the day that the llcpulJlicanli ha,d speaking at 0:&-
ford. • 

J:ec~ml, p. 307, Q.IO: Conteste<>'s witness "Anurews" says books were 1 aken to 
Abbe\'ille, Coll~o Hill, .AJexanucr's Store, an1l .Free Sprhtgs, on lllOl'e than one 
OCCat!iOn. 

TALLAUATCHIE COU'NTY. 

Recortl, p. 1S7, Q. 5, 6, anu 7: "Turnar" snys State boa:rd appoints an iJ:,.'110rant 
man as the Ropuulican npresl'ntati ,.e a ':I county commissioner over protest of Re­
pnhlicans. 

Iteeoru, pp. lO!i aml1!l7; re-examination, Q.. 1, croRs-examination, Q. 1: 11 Downy," 
the Jtepublicau cowmis~::oioner, Fhowsllli! utt-er ignorance, aml that he cannlJt read 
writing. · 

ltecor<l, pp. 4:!1 and 4~, croAs-examination: "Sanllers" shows that 11 McAfee," 
onP. of tJ11~ Vemocmtio commis~ionars, while aoting as such in 1879 stmt the wrong 
poll-books to several precincts by the Demflcratic ccmdidates, anu in consequence 
thereof they belli no election at tbese precincts. 

NOTE.-Nu Republican vote was caRt in this county for Presi1lent or Co!lgress­
man in 1876, by reusnn of wllolesale de.-;tructiun of Repuulican tickets: 

Recoru, p. 414: 11 London," cross.examination, Q. 1 and~. on this t~ubject. 
Uecortl, p. 421, Q. 2: "Santlers," county. registrar, closes the registration of 

voters fl >e days I.Jcfore the election. 
P A..'\OLA COUXTY. 

r.ccoru, p.1!i7, Q. 4: "Bro~n," commissioner, sars rerridtrar turneJ Ol"'er the reg­
iRtration books to commisRionors, for revision, ten days hefnrl-\ tho elPction, anil 
(Q. 6) Aa_ys the regi~trar diu no more registering after that time. S!'e Q. 1, croRs­
examination: Says the commissioners tfill some registering during that time, but 
ti.Jey were only revising registration. X Q. 6: Election laws, section 124, only 
authorize commissioller·s to registt'r peraons on appeal (where tLe registrar has re­
fused them re;.ri"!ttation). 

llecortl, p. 142, Q. 11: "Pipkin" says boo'ks were turneu overt~ commissioners 
ten days before the election, aml (p. UB, Q. 12) the boartl were tranl{jerring names 
dlU'ing that timo; that registrar helped them register one tlay. 

ltecord, p. 15i, Q. 3, 4, anJ 5: "Small" says llrown and Ruffin, tho el-ection com­
missioners, actcJ as inspectors, and held the oll'ction at Sardis preciuct.; t!zat neither 
of them u:ere SJCorn. as inspectors; that Ruffin was a >otor at another preciuct. (This 
is not denioo by any witness.) 

T..\TE COL~"TY. 

:ll1X!or1l, p. 1731 Q. 3: :llepul•licans bnvo no representative on uonu of dcctlon 
commis~ounrs, tmt "Jones," Greenbacker, is appointed. 

Registration closed as a!Jainst Re,1u1Jlican8. 
ltecoru, p. 398, Q. 1 and 2, cross-examination: Contestee's witne~!l Clifton Rays 

he sent registtation·books to country 11recincts by one ":Medders," who is edi~r 
of th~ Democratic paper- ThiR waR ,lust r,rior to tLe election. 

r.ccortl, p. 401, Q. 2 and 3: "Meduers ' accompanies "Shands " Democra.tic 
•: elector," to h!R appointments all ovex: the county ~be week prec~din:! the oleo­
tlon, thus clo!'IIDg ou~ all pcr~>ons applymg at tho regtstra;'s office for registration 
where the law req_~rred the books to bo kopt aucl rrgistration to be done, and 
whore the lo.w rcqwred all persons to come who ut"sireu to register, from all parts 
of t·he connty. 
It is in evidence that "Johnson," one of the Democratic election commissioners 

for "J?e Soto." Uounty was convicted at the ln~t term of the Feuera.l court helJ 
at Oxlo~cl, lU~ss., and fined ~500 for frauunlently erasing the names of voters from 
the regtstrat~ou ~nu poll books of that count.> (at this election) (see transcript 
court recortlilled m case); that all three of the election commissioners for (Panola) 
countv were indicted a111l plead guilty at the December term, 1880, of the same 
Federal court, to the otur:;re of refusin"' to register >oters at this election (see 
transcript oourt recoru tileJ in case); that the two Democrntio election commis­
sionerA for "Marshall Connt.v" were inilictell and plea(l guiltp at the December 
term of the same court (1880) to the c!Jn.rgo of fraudulently erasmgnnmes of voters 
from the poll-bookN of that county. (See printed recoru,J'a;;o.G.) 

Thnt C. S. Bowen, an clt~ction in!IJ)ector, was trieu an convicte1l at the same 
term oftuis eourt fur tljecting a Unit{){\ States supervisor from 1Jle polls in Mar­
shall Count.y; and 

That Seal10rn Clark and X. Mims, inspeotorA of election, plNtd guilty to ohar~e 
of ejecting Unitell Stutes snporviAor fromJ'he poll iu MarRball County at tho samo 
term of court. (See printed rccor1l, pn•.,.o 6.) 

That "Maxwell," the rogil'trnr for ·• Lie Soto County.'' is now unllcr indictment 
in the SaDle COUrt for registerin(J >OtO'l"S by proxy a.nd for tlcnyin"' l'C<"itJtration to 
one dass of voters. (See record trnn~'<cript tiled.) 0 0 

We.he~e give ~e ~·i~en.ce of H. U. Chnuiller, the tlistrict attorney for tho north­
ern ?1stnct. of lhsslii-Rl[lpl! sl.w~!n~ ~b~t seems t,o ~·our committee a prerailing 
SI'-Dtime?t (m t;he second 11!UlSJBi'1ppl du;tnct ~d adynning ilistri.ctto) as to ti.Je ri,clt~ 

. of part~es to.mtHfere ~th poll·bookR, election officers, anu ballot· boxes. The 
re~ord plt!d mlh tlte ~O'I'll~tl·ttee shows that a part of these election officers were per­
mlttctl t.o pleau guilty . nolo cc;n.t(mdere.". We en well imagino why a humane 
.inllge should }?e so consulernto as to pel"IDlt such a plea to ue entered in >iow of a 
MlstiiSl:lippi statute affixing the penalty of disfrano/ziBement for offenses of this kind. 



3598 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. MARCH 2,. 

The reoord, pages S82 and 387, shows that the parties from "Marshall" County 
were dt>fendetl by vnluntur nn1l able counsel, who testify I hat the.v clefendecl t!Jef!e 
men without fee 01' reward, becaulle they saw they tbuu,elJt t!Jey were buiug peTte­
euted. It is Hhown that three law firms of the city of Holly Springs tenllereu their 
sen·ices in the tlefense of these cases. 

Page5: 
'

1 G. C. CHA:\'DLRR, being sworn according to law, testifies as follows: 
I I Question 1. \Vhere do you rcsiue, anu how long ha¥e you resiued in the Sta.te 

.,r :\tississippi 1 
"Answer. I resiue at Corinth, Miss., and I have resided constantly in the Sta.te 

the last forty-fi¥e years. . . 
"Q. 2. What oflidul posttlon do you now holU under tile laws of the United 

States l 
"A. I am United States attorney for the northern district of Mississip-pi. 
11 Q. 3. In your official ca.pacity as district attorney oft he United Srntes ror the 

com-t of the northern diatrict of MissiR!!ippi, if to your knuwletll?e there WCr<i any 
indictments founcl by the grant! jury at ti1e Decem bur term, l I>Su, of Raitl court fur 
violations of the election la"'s ol'tbe United States, stattl bow man.r, for what. par­
ticular offen!le, in what counties, and <liAposition (if any) wa~ lll:l.•le of sncb cat~t!S, 
to)!etber with the names of parties indictccl. ~tate fully and pa1tkuhwly. 

"A. For want of money, and on account of tlle failure to co-ope1·ate with the 
court on t.be p.1rt of some pcr,.ons who flhuultl have felt an iuu·rest in enfo, cing 
the law, there was only a ¥ery partial ip'l"et~ti~ation oftb~ laRt Cungt·ilt~l!ional elec­
tion; but so far at~ th~'investi~ation was carrieu it showl'ltl alll.IOHt every cuuut:i'f­
able crime agaim;t the pmity of the dection. A uuml>er 6f iutlictmeutH WHre 
reLurnetl by the grant! jury, anu I bantl yon tho follow in~ UI~Cuunt of those where 
arrests have been made; the ot!Jers are f,,r tbe present pri•ate. 

"Q. 4. State, if yon know, from your intormat ion as distriut attorn~::y, whether or 
not there were other •iolations of tho election laws of the U uited 8tat.eH, Ami laws 
of the State of Mis8isllippi, in sait.l district, ••omruitted a.t the election in Novemhet·, 
1880; antl if yea., state why the grantl ,inry failed to institute ful'ther pro~edin~s. 
Slate fully nnd particularly your lmuwlellge on tlle snhjcot. 

"A. TLJe ~·and jury diu not return all the inclictmeut s thl'l Aviuence he(ore them 
warranted. They t-xumine~l witnesses onl.v from eight or nino counliet~. awllhey 
were a.djournct.l when the funds to pay witnel!sns anJ jurorR were AXhtmHted. In 
many, ounties the election waR conclnoted fail'lv, antl in otl1er14 all c]u, tinn la.ws, 
State autl.Fcd~ral, were violateu. 1\len nf one d.aAs were reJ.!il;terecl illl'gaUy, awl 
ofa.notllerdasR rofnAecl rt>l!istration. Untlcrthe StatestatntH tlta.tantluiJizf'cl t.htj 
reviRion of' the pull-books the names of man:v le:;nl votel'l'l were cruHs~tl from I be 
pull-books, antl intimirlation and oh11tructing ut' voters. ~xp~lling Unitetl l"tat.-s 
superviRors, falRo countiu:!, an•l uallot-lJOx stutling were all shown by tho evitlenctl 
before the grand jury to ha\"'e been committell. 

"List of election cases ori!Jinated at December term, 18RO, of the United States dis­
trict conrt of the northern district of .Mi.:ia-isl!ippi, where arrest8 har>6 been matle, 
with d~po11iti<m of tlte same. 

"No. 1795. United States vs. M. B. Collins, 'YarnerMattbewR . .Joseph E.llonroe, 
comrni'lsioners of election for Coahoma. C•1unty. 

"Charge.-Failing to rt:turn vot~ of the county; returning the vote of one pre-
cinct aa the entire vote of the county. 

• 'Plea of :.,ruilty by each tlefeml.ant. 
• 111802. Alonzo Gorman, A. G. Ilockroeder, William Pounds, Lee County. 
"Oharge.-Obstructin!! voters at the polls. 
"Dismi!i.'led as to IIockroedur, and jury ant.l verdict of guilty u.s to Gorman, and 

not guilty as to Ponnus. 
"1788. E . L. Sykes, sberill' of Monroe Cou.nty. 

"Charge.-Threatening witneRs in election cases. 
''J'ul'y, and not guilty on plea ot' guilty in case .No. 1790, and as the Government 

hau a singltl witness to the tbrt:ats. 
"1789. .Jas. Evans, .Jack Gathings, Panl Strong, Monroe County. 

"Obstrnctin~r voters at the pulls. 
"Plea of guilty as to Evans anu Gathin~s. and dismissed os to 8trong. 

"1790. E. L. Sykes, sheriff', Monroe County, Den. Halliday, .Jas. E. &ln.Jers, J. 
Santly Watkins, Woodson Watt1un, .Tas. Evans, Hun. Br-aUforU, .Jack Gathlngs, 
Dr. Slrewell, inspectors and clerks. 
"For t\jeotin~ U nitcll Sta.tes snpervisor from polling-place. 
"Plea. of guilty at~ to Sykes, Jas. Evan!!, anu .Tack Uatbiugs, anJ dismissed as 

~ the others. 
"1794. G. C. Myers, registrar, MarRball County, M.G. Horilin, .J. C.lloxley, oom. 

mi.l!lsioners, .Marshall County. 
"Charge.-Refusing to regi!'lter vot nrs. 
".Tory. and •ert.lict of not. guilty on ... ntering plea. of guilty in caae 1795, by Hor· 

din ancl Boxley, and not guilty as· to Mycr11. 
"17!15. lL G. Ho:rtiin, .J. C. Boxley, commissioners of election,.Ma.rsha.ll Cqunty. 
"Oharge.-Fr:mdulently f'\rnsinl£ namt:s of voters from poll-books. 
"Plt:a. of guilty by ea1'b defenuant. 

"1771. C. S. Bowen, jr., Seaborn Clark, Nat. Mnris, Dr. Dean, Marshall County 
eleetion in.;pectors a.nd derk. 

"Charge.-Ejeof::in~ from poll11 United StattJS Rnpet-viRor. 
",Jury, :mol vnrilict as to Bowen; plea of guilty as to Clark and Muris, and not 

gnilt:.· aR to Dean. 
"1786. George A:skew, Dor ey Outlaw, Green Dans, oommissloners, Okti'Lbeha. 

County. 
.. Oharge.-llefusing to keep polls op~n as reqv.ired uy law. 
"Pentling. 

"1772. C. S. Dowen, j .. r., Seaborn Clark. Marshall County inspectors of election. 
"Fnr failure to keep pollR opAn as require•! hy law. 
"Jury, a.nd verdict of not guilty ou t!Jeir tmterm~ a plea of guilty in No. 1771. 

"1773. T. R. Maxwell, reg-iktra.r of DeSoto County. 
"FT'anclulently refusing to register •oters. 
"Pemlon;_{. 
"1775. W. H . .Johnston, T. A. Dodson, ~nthon-v Matthew!!, DeSoto County, 

commissioners of eiBdiun for DeSoto CoUllty. 
"For frnnllulently making false poll-IJook. 
'',Jnry, ancl ver<lict not gutlty. 
"-1774. W. H . .Johnt;on, T. A. D01l11ou, Anthony Ma.tthP.ws, De Soto County, 

commi8sioners of t-lection fnr DeSoto County. 
11 For fraudulently erasing the names of voters from the poll-books. 
"Pentling. 
"1776. Jas. Brooks, N. Dodlls, inspActors of t>l.ections at Horn Lake, DeSoto 

County. 
• Stnftlng ballot-box. 
"Pending. 

"1777. Jas. Brooks, N. D <>dds, inspectors of election at Horn Lake, De Soto· 
County. 

" Refu83.l to keep polls open. 
''Pending. 
"1785. Gco. Askew, Dorsey Outlaw, Green Davis, .Jno. Gillmore, Isaao Ses-

sions, Oktibbeba County ins-pectors antl olerks. 
"Staffing ba.llot.boL 
"Pemling." 
Having stated the general principles that govern our opinion, we now proceed 

to J,..rive the number ot' votes cast at the various precincts where fraut.lt~ are '!!hown 
to baYe heen committed, ant.l wbel'e the election ot:tic~rs wer·e tlither so corruptly 
or illegall.v appointed, or where tlleir acts while holuing the election cause~! such 
suRpiuion in our roimls a11 to destroy contluence in the returns. Tile number of 
votes there fuuncllo he tainted with frauu is Ro great as tojuHtify the conclusion 
that the election in this case must be set asiue. (For returns see record, pages. 
391 and 3!J2.) 

MABSHALL COUXTY. 
Cbnlahoma ................................................................ . 
Byhalia . .............. .................................................. . 

~~~;:~t~.fiW? ~~-~~~::: :::::::::: :~ :::::::::::::::::::::: ~: :::::::::::::::::: 
:\Juunt Pleasant .......................................................... . 
'Vatfll·for•l ............................................................... . 
liud.;ouville ...................................................... • ......... . 

D:S: SOTO COL"NTY. 
Horn Lake ....................................................... .. 
Ilernnn•lo Court-House ............................................ . 
Olive ll1·aueh ...... ............ . . . . . ............... . ............... . 
flak Gro,·e ....................................................... . 

~:~:~~~.;~~i~~-~~~~ ~ :::: :~ ::::::::: ~: ~: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
l'leaHant Hill ...................................................... . 
Lo\"1'1 Station ................... . ................................... . 
~ eshitt ~tation ............................................... . ..... . 

~~~~lil7'~tl-r_~::::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Lake Cormor·ant. ................................................... . 
Cochran Precinct .................................................. . 

LA FAYE'I'TE COID;TY. 

335 
166 
186 
229 
299 
145 
244 
233 
247 
158 
240 
192 
211 

ColleQ:e Hill.......................................................... 410 

ri~~1~~~~~~~:: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: l, iH 
PA..."!OLA COUNTY. 

Aardis ........................ . ............................... . ... .. 624 
C••mo . .......................................................... . 748 
Lnn!!town ......................................................... . 265 
PleaHant.Grove ................................................... .. 323 
Springport ........................................................ .. B3 

TATE COUNTY. 
Arknbntla. . ........................................................ . 183 

326 
462 

I n• lependenoo ....................................................... . 
Sena.tolJia. ........................................... .... .......... . ... . 

TALLA.RA.TCHIE COUNTY. 

Charleston* ( oounty seat), estimated .. . • .. ...... ... .............. . 300 

512 
514 
607 
512 
340 
396 
1!)2 ' 
273 

3, 248 

2,883 

2, 220 

2, 003' 

971 

300 

Total .......................................... . .................... 11,715-
In makine: the foregoin~ statement we have notinclutled the vote of many pre· 

cinct.'l where goou gronntls ~xh;t. fu1· their rejection. an<l whel'e the election rutgbt 
be. d~l'lat·o · tl voitl npun the evillonutl, as at Law's Hill, Oak Grove, Balns¥illf'll Ev­
:tni'I'H Suhool-llo~l!\0, in _Mar·shllll Cuunt.y; Springdale, Sanders's StorA, Fr·ee Sprtn,~IS, 
a11d Uallal'l Jlrc·cmut~. m La Fayf'tte County; ~tewart's, }{~,·nolus's, and Ingram's 
Mill. in Du Soto County; l!nss Mill and Brooklyn, in Tallahatl'hie County. The 
eviclt·ncH of witnM:o~es in relation to these precincts Rhows snob irTI'gnlaritieR as, 
wb.,u conl'litle•·e•l in cunnflctiou with the evidence g~nerally, leads to the beLief that 
tbel'tl wat~ unt'.drness inten<le•l, if not openly practiceu. 

We1·e we to auopt the rule laid down in Donnelly VB. Wal!bbarn we woulu reject 
them nil. 

\Ve have select-efl the precincts {where the fi~rures are given) because at every 
one of thHm :-~orne transparent. fraud is directl.v proven, or the conduct of the elec­
tion ntlil:e,·s has bot'·D such as to so bcclontl them witll suspinion that they are. in · 
our ,illllgn1ent (when considnred in connection with tho conduct of this whole elec­
tion), uuw01·thy to oo consiuered as election returns. 

YALOB'CSHA COUNTY. 

.A11 to the connitinn of a !fairs that pre-vailed in this county, we here submit the 
flvidenceof ~- T. Wimuerly, 1'.hairma.n oft he Greenback State executive committee. 
Thfl ret.ums fmru this count.v (pa.ge tl{):.l) gives conte.'!tant only 81 votes, while con· 
teH1ee hJs 1,1211 •otes, while the census (p. :!!J;J) sbnw8 there to be some 1,540 
colored votel'>~ in the count.v. It dues not scom, from this evidence that those 
wbu dHemt·d it neeef!sary to carry the elo1.1tion "at aU hazards" we~ either re· 
srwoti-J'S of per11onB or political-parties, or were at nll choice in tbo.ir met-hods of 
briu: . ..rin!! aunut t.be result. anti we can easily conceive how timiu colored voters. 
wunl•l Hhl'inl{ from cuntaet with such a state of 1nar and either stay away from 
rho pull!! or seek refuge in thtl prutection afforded by' the Greenbackers and vote· 
their ticket. if nc~cPSRary to that encl. 

"A. T. ~VmBRitLY, IJeing legally sworn, testifieu: . 
"Que.<~hon 1. \V!Jere .to you nuw resitle; where on the 211 ~ovemhcr, 1880; how 

lon~ ha•e son reKitlctl where yon now resitle, anu what are your politics 7 
1 'An8Wt'r. On 2u Nov-emuer, lfl8u, I resit.letl in Cotleerule, Yatobusha. County 

Mi8s .. allll ha\·e rt~sitled tb"re since 1808. I am 11 Greenbacker in politics, an1l 
havA lived in tlli8 district all my life. 
. "Q. 2 .. \~hatoflicia.l poHit.iun do you bor.l in your partylu Mi.ssls8i~pi, and w~a1; 
m lhtl pollt1cal canvas:~ of 1880, aml what is the extent of your aoqruuntanoe With 
the Gl'erubavk or~anizatiun in thi:~ Aecond Congressional dl.strictW 

''A. I am cbahmau uf the Greenback State executive committee, and wns in· 
1R80. From m.v corre1-1pondt•nce as such chairman, and my association with tbe 
party in convt-ntlon and otberwis~>, I am very well acquainted with my party or· 
~anization in tbe uistrict. 

"Q. 3. What. part did :ron take in the interests ofT. W. Harris, your Greenback. 
canuidate fo1· Congre~. ln 18801 

".A... I not only canvassed Yalubueha County in his buhalf, but alsj> E.aFayett.e,. 

* Th-9 vote of this county ie not returned by preolncta. 
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and personally spent my time in the canvass of those conn ties and by corres.Poncl­
euce witll Greenbackers all over the di~:~trict during the oouvaRs; worked m his 
behalf. 1 HJJent my t4De, my money, and run the I'illlk of looing my lif" in that 
ean·nu~s for him. 

•·Q.. 4.' WI.Jat sort of oanva~;s did the GreE~nbnokers make as t~ vigor and ag. 
J,:'.TeK.;i nmess in this the second Congressional district in tho Congres~:~ional eleetion 
of lb80f 

"A. From m.v personal ob!lervation an!l correspondence in the diAtrict, l think 
the_> cnultluot lln\e made a more thorough canvass than thlly did. They directed 
tbPir tirut' :•n1l energy an<l whut little mono;r tbey h:tll for tho suceet~s of their ca.n-
t~~~~~~ire ~isi;.ic~anis, onr candidate for <.::on;;russ, made a. thorough cam·a~Js of 

'·(). 5. Wllnt was tbl'l ch::.ractor of your canvai'<B in person for peaocablrnesR 8n<l 
qnietneRs 1 If any ,·iolence was done toward you or the rueml.Jers of your party, 
stu.te full.v allll particularly :o~ll you mn.v know on this point. 

"A. The canvass '11\"llR anythin~ else but a. peaceahl1~ one, from the beginning to 
tho end. At t~very political ru~etiug hel<l iu Ynlohnsha Connt~', where there was 
a joiut di,;c·.ussion between the Gre~•nb~Tckers and DemocratR, the Democrats 
ne,-e,· failt>1l to go annecl not only on their own pon;ons, bnt tb('lre wns a commit­
tee of ho.YK appointed to caJTy a1·ms in sa.tl1lle-b::tgs, to he used t>houhl it Le neces­
sary. 1 Lat forced ns to carry om·s to defend ourselves with, and we were not 
inclined to be lmlldozed nn1l run uti' tile track I.Jy tho Democratic mob. In Coffee­
ville>, some timt- in the runnlh of July or Au~ust, the Democrats ndve1'tisccl to 
have a ntti1kation mooting-. \Ve were invik<l I.Jy one of their c·ommittee to ha.,-e 
a joint 11iHintt<Kion. \Ve accl'ptOil tho invitation, and after we hatl sent out run­
nerH fo1·our crowd to cnmtl to the !'lpeaki11g on the following Sa.turdav. tho chairman 
of th•1 Democratic cornruittoo, late l"ri<lay oven in!!, about snnst!f., uotitie!l me, 88 a 
~eru,t>u· nf ourcomm_ittee, thattbny woulu notpe:mituny ~iscu~on on tltefollow­
lDI/.' Hutunlay, whl'n tt was too late for our cuUJJmttoe to g1>e uotlce to our people. 
On Satnrol:ty morn in;:. niter the crowd bad gal bere•l in on l.Joth sides, I went to 
the chnirmun of the Democrntic committf"e ;,nd sahl to him that 8S tbere was a 
mi:-.mtder.>tan· ing, or rather a. rcfuflal on tlleir part tQ grant a divi~:~iun of time we 
wouhl hu\e a spt•ukin~ of our own, lmt that as ttwu1:1 tlH:.ir appointment wow~ulu 
lot tbPru tak11 choice between tht• gro\e and the court-l•ouse as to where they 
Rhoulu bohl their meeting. He netitied me that tlley wonhl hol!l their meeting in 
tlle gmve. 1 at once st:ute~l a little Ut)J...>Ttl boy up the Htreetringin~t a l.Jell tonotifv 
the Grt>Cnbackers ti.Jut we would IJOIII our meuting in tho court-bouse. Two or 
three Democrats Rtoppcd him nnd fori.Jhlltim rin;!in~ the bdl. Justafterourmeet­
ing a<ljnnrnell llliBI'OVered the Dumocr.Jtiu crowd from tbe wove making way up 
the Hlrt•t•t leading to the com·t-huuRe nsing very intmlt ing language ngamst the 
Gre.enbuck•·rs. \'Ve paPSell ti.Jeru, an1l wuen Wt• 1lisper~>ed at the depot tive or six 
of tl10 Democrats commenced firing on hlr. Pien;on, a Greenbacker, and othHr 
Grecnh::wkcn~, swea1 iDI! tltat if tltt'ly couldn't bt'at us votinJ.! thny wnnl<l k11l us. 
ThiR 11honHng resnlt ... d in the woumling of Mr. Pierson anti Rome half uozen otherA, 
both liro,·nh::u·ket·s and Denwcrat& Un Ute followjng llon.lay a mob of some 300 
Democrat~:~ canu~ to Uolfeevme ancl sent a committee to me a sPOOntl time to say 
tbat uuli'RA I 1 enonnceu my political prin~iplcs I would boa dew! man l.Jefore mi<l­
night. I ilid uot cowvly with their dt-maml., nor diu they put thoir threat into ex~ 
cuttnn. 
di~~S~:.- State the character for intelligcnQO of tho Greenba<!\ white voters of the 

"A. Th"."' are of the Vt'ry best material of the merchants and farmers of the 
dis1riot; ul~o lawyt>rs and tlodm-s. 

"Q. 7. Wllat is the Groouba.ck white vote ofYalobusha Count.y7 State as near 
as you o}rn estimat-e. 

•• A. Tile Greeni.Jack white vote of Ynlobusha. County is between 500 and 700 
voters. 

"Q. ll. From what countletnUd Colonel Ilarris, oandiuate for Congress, chiefly 
I'CCl'h'l:! hiR \ 'Ote fl'llm aruODJ! tht~ cnlort\tl voters gi\en at that election l 

"A. Colrinol Harris recciYed what oulol't:d vote~ he tlill reecive at last elootion 
fro;n amuu;.t tho colort'd voters in Yulobusha. anu .Panola. <.::ouJ,Itie~. 

"Crot>s-examine<l: 
"X 0 .. 1. Did not nearly all of 1 be colored people of Yalobnsha County vote for 

T. 'V. Ilarris, No,·cruht-r 2, 1880, for Congre,snua.u 7 
''A. Dc-twl'en tive anu suven hunurec.l voted for I.Jim. 
"X Q. 2. Did ho not r..:.. eive a cnusiderable colorall vot-e in Panola County 9 
"A. f:.'wm the n·tumR and all the inforru:ttion I have he di•l. 
"X Q. 3. lJid you not ha\·e a fair election and a fair co'unt in Ya.lobusha County 1 
"A_. S11 fltr a~:~ l know we 11id: -we rua•le them ~>e it to us. 
"X Q. 4. Uo .\'toll know T.J. ~ettle, of Panola <.:otmty- anu is he not a pro-minent 

and h·udiug l~evulJlican politician, anu is he not of the ~ol.ort~d 1"4.00 t 
"A. Y1·s,slr. 
"X Q. 5 . .A.re you not chancery cloxk of Yalcuu&ha County f 
"A.. i am. 

"A. T. WruBERLY." 
~our co~mit.tee wo~ld hesitate to 'r(jject .the vote .or any one con?tY upon tho 

evlclP!letl ot u Rm;,:lo WitnesR, but the exccptloualJy h1p:b <·h:nactcr of the witnel!s 
antltht· mo~l extrvortlinw·y RTate of lJtlairs, Rbown to ba.vo t•xistell by his proof' 
nncl m1 iH Hltown hy his ret·um$ on page 32(), stron~ly incliuo us to the opinion tbat 
it t>liuulu l.J" r•jected. 

FAILUI:K OF C'LERKB OF ELECTIO:N TO KEEP LlB'!'S ('F VOTERS. 

Thl'l willf'nl rl!fliKal of tlte derkR of election to make t:wo liRts of the voters l1y 
name, liM they ,-ott~cl (:m•l aH is rt~qnil'ed hy Rectiou 1:16, hliH~. Laws), nfter havinrr 
h. t'll >-IJOwu th11 law h,\- t~uporvisoril (Evhlenco, pp. 3!l, 411, 4:!, G3, llO, l:.l5, ~!'.9, lti3~ 
105, JojQ. liU, und :174), iR a vo·ry suRpicious circumRtauce in eonnectinn w1th this 
clc?~ion. It iK t htou~h. thP~<e liRbl that 11tuffing hallot-\10xes can lotl ea~>ily tletecJtf'rl; 
or tt JH!l'l<IOUK nrc po'l'lllJtted to vnte wllu are not entitl1!cl to vott•, it will nppenr by 
the~>tl JiKtH; "lill yunt· t:orumittee <looR not lorooet tltat iu the case of LnJch u. Chai­
m~·JR t hu 11\'ilh'lll'l• shows. that at ROIU~ of Lh~ Jll el'iOI'tR in the Glh I.iiRRisR:ppi uis­
tnf·t tit" emmry •A'lJJ\'aKSTD;.t hoard I'I'Je<:tel\ the retnrus an1l rPfuse<l to couut tlle 
vott' beCaJ.llil! tile club l1ad faiUJd to rtturn. the lists of voters with the l>ullot-boxus. 

CIL\lWR OF I?OLLI.NG-l'LACES. 

Th!m• !A tWiden1•e ti•ntlin.u: to &~tahlish tho fact that some of the votinrr-places 
we u chang:.·ol jHHt prior to the olt~ctinn, ancl that mnuh coufuHiun w~ ti.Jer1•b.v 
cuust·fl amou:,! t.h~> ,-utors. M:~n:r of them were not awaro of the cbanl!e, and in 
SOIDI\ inKlalli:I'H thuy llill not knu\'1' where tbe nCIW pnlJing-J))ll('.eS Wl'r~ e~tnhlit;hPll. 
JnKt how far this atl'uctetl the t'f•t>ult nf the cleo:tion we are uu:thle to tdl from the 
evillt•Ucl'. \V '' cau, huwtwm·, rendil.v imagine lww n, reHort to changing the polliug­
placcH ,inst llt'lill'l· au l'!ection i11 l\ tlnnnt.y wuuhl cause t~uch l\ODfnKion and unf<lir­
~~lil'l 8R would 1h·t'1:at. the popular oxprt~KRion ot the will of the people through the 
u.ll!ot~loox. (I'. l:L:J, Q. 7 to 10: )J. 457, Q. 3 to 5; p. :!31, X-Q.l:!.) 
ti'I he ro·port. nmtle hy the ohairman of this cowmit.t.ee in tbe ca!hlunder consider­

a on U1:11:s thu following lanl!llage: 
11 1LLI'l'RltATR ELECTIOS OFFICL:llti. 

"T!lern i~ no 1lonu~ in onr minds, from the evi<h-'nce in tl..tis caAe, that many of 
t~r h.~'1' 11 1.11H·au p1 ·e~met ,inM.Pc~torA were appointed as such bt><:auRe thoy coul1l 
0 0.:: ~llcr 1 e.•tl not· wnte. fl11s 1s, m our jll(lgment. lit clear ahuse uf tlie law, an1l 
wlt. nrtl t.lw "'llln·rviHors luw wbicb enai,Je.-. ti.Je oppot~in"' }IIU't.y to bn\e men of 
~mr 11l sell'etwu tu J..'luu·,l the polls aa Hupcrvisors we w;uhl be £:trongly inohn~<l 

:1pp Y a corrective for this m!Uiifest a.I.Julle of power. 

:·with tickets ex::tetly si.milar in all r~spects, or as nearly so as they can bf\ 
pnnted, and on the same kmd of paper, 1t would not he a )Jard task for election 
ollicen, if they were so disposed, to cheat an illiterate man, who could neither n~a•l 
nor write\ I.Joth in the vote and in t.he count. All ~ood people ouaht to di~:~eounte­
nance an' cry d?wn evil pradices of this kind. \'Ve indul~e the"' hope that it will 
not be repeated m the future." 
. We.co~curwith the chairman in his <?Pinion of the abuse, but wetliffer from hitn 
1D bchenng tbat the presence of the Untted States supervisors in any way palliated 
the olfe?JSe, or. tl;'ol~ aw.ay the necess~t.y ~or the application <?f ~e proper correol.ion, 
and while WOJ01D m h1s h~ "that 1t wtll not be ropeate.lm future," we think t-he 
bet>t method u.f ~>ecuring the fulfillment of that hope is to take from the conspira­
tors the fruits oft.heir ungo<.lly work, ano.l we caunot ngreo with Wm in the state­
me:ct of the report ns follows: 

'' DOXSELLY-WAEHDUK..'{ CA.t>E. 

.. ·we are not willin~ tn ~u as far in t-biA ca~e ns the majorit.:v of the committ-61'1 
clid in the ·Fotty-sixtb Congress in the case of lJonnelly'rs. \Y&!ild.JUrn. lt was 
there belJ-

" 'The very fact that in these seven precincts llr. Donn~lls- batl'lY en depriL•ed l1v 
tbe city council of .Minneapolis of aU repr~:senta.tion a1nong the o.ffu:ers conducting tli.e 
election is, in itselt: a very strong proof of conspiracy andfra~cl.'" 

\Ve concur in opinion with tile majority in thid caso upon thil point, hccause in 
the cnse befvre us there is so mueh addilional evidence of like character ~;;hown 
at some forty precincts, to justify the opinion that a conspiracy cxistetl. ' 

In J?onnell~ VB. \Vashburn1 Forty-sixt.h Congress, report .No. l'il:ll, page 25, t~e 
comm1ttce !'eJect the vote of a whole connty beeause tbe vote of the county was 
canvassed by. the county audi.tor, one ju~tice of fhiJ 11eacP., andjnd!Je of probate, while 
the law reqmred the vote to be canvassed by tile county auditor and two juiJtwu of 
the peace. 

Held, that tho probatejuuge being indigi.Ue under the hl.w, tl..te voto must be re-
jected. . 

Authorities citctl: Iloward t:B. Cooper, Thirty-sixth Comrress; Jo.cksnu 1'8. 
Wayne (<.::lark & Hall's Reports, p. 41); Easton v8. Scott, p 2n: Sloan vs. HawJ~~, 
cases 1~71 to 1876, p. lH; Delano VB. ll[organ, 2 Bartlot t, n· lil; Howaru '1:8. Cooper, 
~\~1:~~~~·~o Wi5, p. 28:!; Morgan vs. Delano. In Donne ly vs. \Vasil burn the com-

" It muRt be remembered that in the C:l.SC\8 cited, 118 decilled b.v former Con­
gresses. the votes of townships W!'lre cast out, because the boards of election, judges 
or the clerk8 thereof, were not con.sti.tut~.:t accordinq to law. Til is Lcinr.r thelu.w as t~ 
mere p1'e&ent officers, how much more ~.<trongly docs the principlo apply to the oa.se 
of a_canvasl!in~ l.Joa.ro.l of a county where the Yotet> (not of ont~ precinct alone) hut 
of all. the prucincts of Lhe county are involvetl. * * * IIow im;portant, then, 
Uoes 1t I.Jec .. me ti.Jat the county hoard of r.anvaRsm'S shall be const1tutc<l in strict 
conformity with law, and that no usurpers shall be permittcu to intrude into and 
control its delil.Jcrations." 

We onl.Y refer to the foregoing cases to show tllfl action of former Congr&;ses, 
and not for the purpose of <leciiling this case on rule laid down. 

''Ve think the evidence in this case SO cl•arlyestahhsbes a COTVIpiracy to uefraud 
the electors of that distrkt of their votes, nnd through which, as t.he proof shows, 
very ma.ny thousan1ls were so defrauded, th:1t we are entirely saf~ in kL~;ing our 
conulnsions upon thu ground alone. In auuition to the figUT·es we ba.\e already 
pre~ented by p;eoincts, there can be no doulJt ~·rom the en1honce that tho regis­
tratl~JU was clciil{]nedly ~;toppecl I.Jy contestee's fnenu~, and for tho purpoRe of pre­
ventmg the friends of conte:-.t.ant fl'orn re;;isteriug ju~t prinr to the election, and 
that tlJOusands of cont.cstant's fl'iends were ti.Jereby doprived from reaistering, 
an~ the proof also sbo•>R ~hat hundreds of (Repnb~io:m) voters who had previously 
regu;tered were not perrutttcd to vote uecanse thet.r na.rues hacl b1·en arhitra1·ily or 
fl'a.urlulently erased from tht' poll-books of their re.<~prctive predncti'J b"' tbe com­
missioneis of elections, which fact was not di~:>covered until tllese votei·s came to 
thA polls to vot.e. 

In bdef snbmitted by counacl for eontc11tee it is argued in justification of the 
numerous adjournments and cnrryin~ away of the ballot-boxes, that such conduct 
was authorizt>d l.Jy the following claUMl in the law of Mississippi revised code 
lSliO, section 126: ' 

"If an adjournment shall ta~<e place after the opening of the poUR, and before 
all the votes sllall be counte<l, the oox: !'\hall l.Je secm·ely closed and locke1I. so as 
to prevent the adrnisRion nf nn.\·thiug into it during the term ot' acljoumru••ntl and 
tile box shall be kept by one of the inspectors, and the key by auobher; an1 the 
inspect-or having tho box shall carefully keep it. an<l neither unlock it nor open it 
hirnAelf, nor permit it to be dune, nor permit any person to have a.coess to it unr­
ing the time of fluch a1\iournment." 

lt is very evident to the minoR of your committee tltat the lllwmnkers of Mlf­
sissippi intc:nlled that U"flcen the election opened at nine o'clock it shoHld be kept open 
until ~tix o'clock in the evening, and tllat the vote should be immediately counted and 
retU1'11.3 maclA, as is plainly set. out in thelan~uage of the statute, section 136 em­
b1·ace<l in this report. \Ve can easily imagine a. necessity for [he adjum·nm,~t of 
nn election iu case of rint, storm, or other abnurm:il ounilitions wh1ch would be 
justified l.Jy section 126, but not otlJCrwisc. ' 

VOTE OF TilE DISTRICT AT FOlUlER ELECTIO~S-

There iR hut little evitlence on this point. All the recm-ds filed with the com­
mitt• c ten•! fQ~ show tha~ the second .district i~ ~ llcp~blican 1listrict; they show 
tllat GeneT al Grant. ca.JTted the connt1es compnsmg tlus distr-ict l.Jy 11 majority of 
2,6:!:> votes in tbn Presilleutinl election of lSi:.!. 

Tlwt in 1873 tht' r•·gnlar Hepuhlil-an candidate for go\ernor carried the counties 
coruprisin~t tlti!l district hy a. majority of 1,510. 

Tliat in 1R73 the CO.XTEl:iTA~T in this case carried the county of JJarshaU b"' a 
majol'it.y nf 1,304, while x·otnrns tilotl in thiR contest/rom. this county give a majority 
for contestee. 

It i,. denloped by the proof in this case that a grent majority of the votes cast 
for Ilarn·a, tlle Greenback candidate .for C011!JTr!SS at tltiJs eJection, were cast by 
whUe Yoters who. in the years lSi~, 11:!73 and H!i4, belunf]ed to the JJemnc-ratic party, 
an•l we arA unablo to concd\e hll\V (u:c1ier orilinur:v circumstance~;) it was poti,iblu 
ftlr tbe district to be DP.ruucratic in the la:;t (1-'ruidcnti.al) el~::ctiou, and we can cnly 
account fo1· it by the methods RO clearly pro\en anrl Leretufor~ sot out. 

We holu it to be true that whAn puhlic oflicers are shown to be corru11t men 
their acts as oflieers are no~t entitled to the enme prcRumptinn of fairness extended 
to officers of unimpeached character , and to show tlle character of many ot tho 
DCillocratic county commissionerR of election anu the iqnorance of the Repuulicnn 
oommiR~ioners we have J.,tiven ext eusivo tJnotations fl'Om the eviuence. 
llavin~ pointed to the proof of, anu which we consiuer the strongest posE"ible 

oircnms1antial t'lviut'nce of, a con,;pira.cy to stuff the uallot.boxes in thit, district. 
we now c~ll nttent_ion to tl!e conduct of the ollicer.H holdin!J the election itsdf, and 
we snbru1t herewttb a bn';Jf ~urumar.r of the tes~tmony, with references tQ the 
P!l/rf'S of the recor~ where 1t 1s to lJe fountl, showmg frautls as barda.ced afl O\er 
d1sgractJ(l the elect10n of any State. 

~'miT! t~e open and defiant firin;:r of can~ on into Republican vot.Ars at Oxf01·d t() 
onve hmHl voters from the poll~ the bullym~ of J,:'.Tay-hairccl men who wcro (lnitc1l 
States superviRors1 as .at llorn Lake, by youthful dcsperndoes with five 11l10otern, 
clown to the> !'UUIItltutwn of ballots as they were put into tbe bnx, as at llvbalia, 
and tl..te frau1lulont tally-list, as at Holly Sprln~s, everypossii.Jle sohcmo anC.:·d~vil'e 
by whil'h ballots Cllll be stQkn nr ful~ely counted is found to have been practiced, 
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Section 186, Code ofMississipni, 1880, is in the following worda: 
''..All dections I.Jr tbo people o1· this 8tate shall be by ballot. 'l'he poll shall be 

openeu 11.t nine o'clock in. the murnin_q, and be kept cJMn. untilllix o'clock in the even­
ill[], allll no Longer; ami every person eutitleo1l to \·ou- sliall UtJli .,er to ou_e of tbe 

.in:>pectorH, in too pre!!ence of the others, a tickt•t or scroll of vaper, on wli1ch shall 
be written or pz-inteod the names of the porsom; for wLoru be inten1ls to vote>, winch 
ticket ~:~hall I.Je put in tJie ballot-uox., ani! at the sa·me tirTUJ the clcrlwl shall take down. 
on separate liltts tile name of every person voting; and when the ele.ction !!hall be 
cloaea, Ute inJ>pector shaU publicly open the box and nuwber the baUot8, at the same 
t-ime readin!J aloud the name11 o.f the persons votcdjor, which 11hall be taken down by 
said clerlwl i" the presence of the im,pecwrs. aUI.l if there slioul1l be two or ruor·tJ tickt~ts 
rolletl up toaetliur, or if an.v ticket shall contllin the names of ruore poc!!Unl\ for an1 
oftice than s~cb elector bad a ri;!ht to vote for, sncb IJallot sllall not ue counted.' 

The law clearly requir~d that whtm the election I.Jegins in the morning tho work 
shall ~o continuoul!ly on until the votes are all counted, and the returns made out 

and Sll,rned. DRIEF OF EVIDENC:E BY rRECL.~CTS. 
MAR!!HALL COUXTY. 

Chulahoma precinct. 
"Cunningham," page 'i9: Was appointed United Stat~a 11nperv_U!or, auJ wa::~ not 

permit tctl to act, and compelled to lea.,e tee rooru; remame1l outlltrle and kept tally 
of J:epuiJlkan votes, tbt1y voting open til'kets. Three lmudreu amt tbiz-ty-Rix Uo­
puulicaus o1Jercd to Tote, of wllom :15 wore r~jected uectmRe tlieir name~:~ were nut 
on the poll-I.Jook. Witness knew ruost all of them per>~oually and they lived in 
that voting precinct. '\'itnes~:~ kept nuruhH of white voters, there being one hun­
dred and Ri.xty. 

PolL:! adjourne•l one hour fur dinner,_leaving tl1e box ln !Le room-no .one in 
charge. Also alijoul"Jled when pnlls clusell fur supper, leavmg no one wtth tlie 
box. Vote counted in secret. Witn~s~:~ was ruisell. in that neigbbothoou. (See 
dia•!Tllm pa"e S"J.) Iteturns on rage 391 sliow Democratic vote ~.U; Hcpnblican 
vot.~ ~11: .. · 

"Wilkins." p.l18: Corroborates above, as far as Le gors. 
"Clark," p. 114: Corroborates a !Jove, liS far as be goes. 
OonteiStee'a ·~itnea11eB.-" Hancock," p .. 369: Was io\·it~d in to witne&s the C?unt 

After tift.r ta.llieH had I.Jeen counte1l. Dul not see anythmg wrong after tbt~t t1rue. 
"Minles," p. 3119, and ":McKee, "1>· 1143, saw nothing wrong at the polling and 

count of >otes, and say election was fair. · 
Byhalia precinct. 

•• Hardy," supervisor, p. 97: "~a to snpervkor; when vote was being poUed de-
t<!ctell InspecLor Flow exubanging ticket. · 

'Vhcn vote wus being counted 1fett1cte11 Flame officer sevf:ral times taking tkkets 
out uf the box, and putting in otuet· ticket8. Twenty-nine persoutl were refUlwd 
a vote, nearl.v all Rt•r,uulicant~, ruust of whom witnetls persona ltv knew as livin~t 
in that precinct. \\ ituet~l:! Ilk~ li1:1t of tht-:se, IH!ge 9!!. Repuulicans spoken of 
voted open til\kets. .i>oilH atljournell for tmppur. 

Ccmte11tee'a tcitJtA?ss.-" 'VatHon," p . 310: ~upervisor; did not d.i>~cover :u1ytlting 
wron~. 

West Holly SJ..rings. 
"Denton,•· p. 75: Was United States ~:~upervi!!Or. l>olls wt~re openeu and vot­

in~ continued till 6 p. m. "'itncss tlien 1leHireu tbo vote conute•l, but int!pectors 
retu.;ctl, and adjom'Ued for supper. Dcruocr-atic inHpector, Mc.K.tunu_v, went out 
and cawe !Jack, stating that ho had consulted Colonel Manning (uHuter~tne) a111L 
General .Fuatlterston (chairman Democratic executivo committee), aUilnpon tbtJir 
ad \-ice t liey adjournt'-ll for supper. After ~:~upper the count was proceed uti witl.t. t.Le 
duol' being lucked, and no ouo allmittl~tl sa.vo tbt1 eleetion otiicers. H1tllots were 
all passed to witness, which 4e counted carefully, and also kept tally uf same. 
'Vitness's tally-lli!t showed that there were 50 111Ure votes ca11t fur 1Jucha11an than 
the clerks had put on th~ir tall.r·list, and calletl attention to the tact, IJut thc.r 
failed to take any measures to corn~ct it. 1~<-'IJUIJlkan in!!pt~ct,or refut~cct to sign 
the returnH. 'l'Lere were 40 or 50 colored Tiopuulicans rl!lfusetlii \'Ote, chietly he­
(!au.'le tl.teir names were not on pull-book. No white man was su refused on any 
account. These men claim to Lave been duly regi<1tereu. Witnoss lmew most of 
them as citizens of that elt>ction tli~:~trh:t. 

"Guyton," NepuiJlican inspector, p. 121: CorroborateR foregoing witness as far 
as he goes, and was iruportuucd and threatened to sign tbe returns, but never diu 
Bi.l,'ll them. UtJpublican in11pcctor at this precinct could neitherrP.ad.nurwrire. 

V011tel!tee's 1uttnes11ea.-" 'Valters," p. 3;}7: Says witness .Ct:'nton did call tho 
attention of election officers to the discrepancy mentioned in Lis testimun.v. 

"McKinney": Democratic in!!pector referred to in witnl•ss B1utun's tu.'!timony 
is exawinetl, an!l does not deny that !tannin~ and Featherston advised tJu,Jn tuat 
they could alljoUI'D for supper, bnt saw notbmg wrong. 

"McGowan," P· 35~: 'l'l.tinks the election was entirely fair. 
" Williamson,' p. 356: Concurs in the opinion of witness .MeG ow::.n. 

East Holly Springs. 
"Wilkinson," p. 91: 'Vas RUJJerYisor. Kept tally-list of all persons voting that 

day; tally-lit~t wa1:1 tamperctl with just as volht clusod. Two of election otHcrrs 
wore brothers-in-law to conte&tee, one of wl10m bu<liJe<•n one of the cuu~ty elec4ion 
commis11iflntrs t.iJJ. a short time hufore; door was locked and puiJlio excluded when 
vote was counted; no one permitted Jlre.,ent exct,pt election otlicers. A bout 30 
persons, ruostl~· colored (ruost of whom wero !mown to witness llS beluDt,ring to 
t.bat election diStrict), wero refused a vote; all clairued to ha\·e been regit~tured, 
but narue-s were not on poll-i.)l)ok. There were sixty more ballots countt,ll out of 
the box. t.ban there wertJ person~:~ votin"; witnCl>S watched -polling and counting of 
-vote11 "as dosu as hawk e"\·er watcht:u"' a chicken." See dwgraw, p. 94; llepubll­
cau inHpector at this precinct could neithex· reatl nor wl"ite. 

"Harris," p. :!22: ..A.s to high uhamctcr of witness 'V ilk in son. 
Ounte11tee'a wi.tneasea.-J. n. \Valla.ce, p. 3.j5; .M . .I<'. Wallace, p. 330; McGowan, 

p. 350 · McCarroll, p. 344: Two of the fore~oinl' officers at this pr-ecinct W!:'ro 
brot.be~11-in-la.w to the contestee. None of tuese witnesses di.scoverod anything 
wrong, and s:1y tbe clecti{)n was fair. 

Wall Hill precinct. 
"Jameson," supervisor, p. 94: "No llit of voters was kept;" adjourned three­

qnru:ters of an hour for dinner; 27 colo~ed Republicans appli~d to and could. nut 
vote, 11amt:'S not being on poll-uook; Witness knew some 15 of them; Republican 
lnApector could not z·ead and write. 
Cvut~stee introduoes no witnel!ses as to this precinct. 

Lant$'8 HUl precinct. 
"Austin," p. 126: Tw&.,e persons wero reflll'ell vote becaUlio names were not 

on poll-book. All eolurcd I.Jut two. Witness knew tbat some of thew resiued in 
tlur.t election district. 

"McGhee," p. 108: .About the sa.mo as tl1e above. R opuhlic:.Jn irurpector could 
not. rca.1l anrl write. 

No witnei:!Ses t'or contestee at this box. 
Oak Grore precin.ct. 

"Wells," p. 109: Five Tiepublicaus ("otors of this futrict) refused vote becanRe 
their names were not on poll-book. l!evnulican int~pootor could not read or write. 

Mount Pleasant precinct. 
"llull," p. 109: Was supervisor. '\7"as tax-collector that district for ten years. 

Clerks rrfuscd to keep list of voters, after witne11s showed them the law ref}nirin .~ 
it to be kept. Some tiftecn whites were perruittecl to vote whom witness ll.id not 
know. l!'ourteen hla.cks and three whites wert'l not permitted to vote; they were· 
recistererl voters, but names did not a~pear on the poll· book. · 

"Albright," p. 119: WitneRs waR in11peetor, and came to Holly Spring-s after box 
and poll-I.Jook; box: was delivered t,o him, IJut no poll-book was l.n it; poli-book w,aa 
brought to precinct n10min~ of election by one Walker, a pl·ominent Democratic 
politician of that rrecinct; 17 persons woce refusecl a vote; I~epui.Jlican inspector 
could not read anc write. 

Conteatu's witnuses.-"DnsRett," p. 37ii; "llowse,'' p. il73 ; "lionRe," p. 372: 
Thought tho election was fair. 

Early Grove. 
"Urigg11," p.lll: Snpcrvit~nr; seven llepultlicaos r~fU:\f\d Yol-11; n11m"s not on 

book · 
Contestee no witnp•s at tbis box. 

Waterjurd precinct. 
"Lacay," p.ll2: Was supervil!or; twenty-nine pt:t"l!OUA .refusud a vote; nam&J 

not on poll-bfiOk; witness knew them all as resi!lents of that oloction distr·ict; 
somo nine of th(Jm went to Holly Springs anu procured cort,ificates of their hav­
in~ ,been re~istercd from tbe county re~istrar, a nil came hack and pr(lseuW.l them 
to we officers of election, hnt were not t.h en permitted to vote. . 

".McKenney,'' p. 1~5: .A.1\journccl for dinuer and bo~ loft in room; no ono with 
it; Ropnulica'n inHpector could not rt•au aud wnte. 

Contestee hiU! no witnel'S at this precinct. 
Hud>Jonrille preci11.ct. 

"Boxley," p. 115: Inspector. When volls closo!l all peraonf! wim., ordered oat 
of room save election ofllcers; Gn~ and ScliJy, intelligent Uepnblicans, askoo 
permi>1sion to remain, hut wore Ol!l~·recl out, and the vote countecl in secret. It 
will be olH;ervell that this inRpector wns the only portion oppot;erl to Democrats 
who was permitted to be thoro, noll he conhl ndthor rcn.1l nor write. 

Contestee's witne-"Bils:-" G·iiJbons," p. 34-!i; "Mahon," p. 388: Diseoverednothing 
wrong at this precinct, and tmy cleetiun was fair. 

Evans's School-Hou/Je precinct. 
"Pe.!!lles," p. 110: Some five Rcpublicnns were refused a vote who claimed to 

be regiRtered: their namos not on poll-uook; Wll.S a genernl t1un-out; RepuiJlican 
in~pcctor could neither read n11r write. 

Contestee no witnesses at thit! box. 
IJaineadllc precinct. 

"Carrington,'' p. 117: Fourteen Republicans allcl two Democrat~:~ -wore refused · 
a vote; names not orl poll-book; all claim to be rel!isterod. many of ~hom witnesseti 
knew as citizens of that election tl istrict; nepuulican inspector conhl neither read 
nor writtJ. 

No witnes11es for oontostee. 
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Horn Lake precinct. 
"Dans," p. 31: S!'Pp~ITiRor. Polls opened one-qnartcr before 10 o'clo•~k. Ad­

journed fmm one-quarter before 1 tlll ~o'clock. After closing of polls box was 
taken by "Brooks," Democrat.Jc i01:~pector. Witness "don't lrnow where to." 
Brouk1:1 t·emarking, ''By God, thi>1 belongs to me to-night.'' •• It was dark and 
rainy." 'Vit::Irt:ll:,j went to the residence of one Holli1lay, and in about three qnarters 
of an hour saw Brook!! and Dodcre, Democratic iut-~pcctorR, come in with the IJox. 
When ho:j; was upened all the tickeiiJ on top a.ppcared to be Democratic ticket.s oxoept 
tive. There was nmch eonfwion, ofticPrtl and byt~tanderH preventing witnl:ll;S from 
!lt:einu the box. 'l'wo GreeniJack tick•1ts thrown out ami uot conn ted. .A hout 3C 
Republicans Whl"O refused a vote because tbeir narucs were not on the poll-I.Jnok. 
}i'r!tm tirue-wastin"' qnet~tions, closiug polls at noon, antl other tlelay~;, between 75 
and 100 Republiea£s went home without voting. 'l'horewore alr~o:l2 Republicans 
waitino- to vote when pollR cloRed, onrl did not get to vute. 'Vitness wa1:1 cursed 
ami at:'nsed, aml threatened with pistol by one Douglass during count of -..ote. 
Tliere was a large turn-out of vot~'>rs. 

"Turner " p. 3U: Im~pector. Corroborates much of '' Da.vis's" teRtimony; Rays 
box: was n~t sealed when Brool.;s took cbargo of it. Witness coul1L not read or 
write. 

".MeCain," p. 4Q4.: Soys atl,ionrnetl abont one lJOur. Corroborates last witness. 
Contestee's witnesses fur thitl precim•t are "llowi£'," p. 241l; "Clinton," p. 249; 

"}'oliter " p. 256; "Sba w," p. ~uO; "Hill bert," p. 2i6; " \Voolllrillge," p. 280. 
T.bese wltnes!'es contradict contestant's witnl•Ss (Da.viN), anil. te!!tify tbut thoy saw 
nothing wrong at tho election or count. 

Hernando Court-House. 
"Dockery," p. 28: Republican inspector. Could ne~tl1er read nor_ write. Kno~s 

nothlnn of result of election sa.ve what others told htm. rolls ad.Journed for dm­
ner, and one hour for supper. During aUjournment IJox was pla7e1l in room, and 
no one with it. Witness wanted to stav with box, but otlicersmHt~<tcd that no one 
sbould remain. Box wa11 not seale1l. A number of voters of long standing at the 
box lli1l not get to vote, names not being on the poll-book. Large turnout of Re­
publicanR. 

"rratt," p. 25, Q. 9: A lar~e number of Republica oR c,onlr1 not vote ~t the box 
because their names were not ou book. ' They we.re voters of longstan!lmgat the 
box. A large tnrn-out. 

"Bell," p. 29, Qs. 5 and 6: Dlstrlbntcd Republican tickets at tho box; thinks 
thirty-tive or forty P..opublicans were rof'uRcd a vote; names not on thH poU-IJook. 
Q. 4: Was agenoral tw·n-outofvoters. Uepnblica.nin!lpectorcoul!lneitberrl"udnox 
write. 

Contestee's only witneRR at the box, "Dockery," p. 287, CotTollorntes 'tY<t«:h of 
above statement. 

Olice ]]ranch precinct. 
"Havne," p. 35: \'{11.8 inspector. Detween sixty anu F!£\Venty Tiepublicans were 

refused a vote because their narues were uot on the poll-book; ahw, quito anum­
ber of otliers left., saying, "It was no uHe trying to vote, as so muuy had been re-
fused." \Va.'i a general and full turn-out.. , _ 

"Havnlo" (Grcenbackur), p.114; ~-atS rmporvisor; Rays there were 56 Republi­
can!l ":ho applied and were refuRed a vote, their names not bein(! on t11e boo~. 

"Wood,' p.445, Q .4-5-6: WaR presiucnt of the Republican club. nep_ubhcans 
more iutereste1l than t.hey had been ti•r lin>, or six: years. 8aw l~opn!Jiicam; re­
fWicd a vote all d:ty. W'itneRS wus refu~P.cl there, a:nd voted tllere ever ll'tnce he was 
free !Jut could uoi vote; nnme not on book thi11 ell'Ction. 

U~ntc .. tee'a witnes11cs.-" PleaRaDtR," p. 267; "Bleckor," p. 261: Docs not contra­
dict c.,i,Jonco of oontelltaut's witnosse11. 

Oak Grove. 
"Clav," p. 25: Supervisor; pulls a•ljournecl one ltC?ur for dinner.. Wht;n poll111 

closetl, "NaiL, D(•mocratic in!ipcctor, tuok ~e box to h111 ho~se, 1~ .m.Jlcs ofi', ~eiug 
accompanied by one Kirkland. W Lion wttn~R fountl bo~ 1t was m ~oss!~Sslon of 
one 'Veiswner, nono of whom were _ele'?tlon mspec!ors, 111; a room wtth the door 
lucketl The:v refused on tir~:~t applicatwn to let WltneHs m room, but finally let 
him in: Tbo· vote was not counted till aho?t tl!ln o'clock. Seventeen l~epubUc11118 
did not g_et to vote· names not on book. G-eneral torn-out of voters. 

"ll:.J.rr18," p. 45: 'lnRpector 1 same tcstiro~;ID[, and adds, the vote was counted iA 
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pri'l"'ate. A number of Jlepublicans did not get to vote. General turn-out. Re­
publican inspector could not read or wtite. 

Conteatce-'switneasea.-"Jones,"p.214; "Kirkland,"p. 246: Admit the box was 
not 8ealed, but a piece of .,.Pa~er tacked over the hole. That Clay, supervisor, ob­
jected to taking box to Nails house; but neither of them thinks that there was 
any-unfaii1Jess in the election. 

Hernando Depot p1·ecinct. 
"Howze," p. 20, Qs; 13 to 16: Supervisor; polls opene.U 20 ruinutes before 10 o'clock. 

Poll-book URed was a forgery, made by Johnson, Democratic comm:issioner; 28 col­
ored R.epu blica.ns 'were refused a vote, names not on book A. Vote not counted in 
public. Officers only permitted to be present. 

" Newson,, p: 230, Q. 9 : .. Boone, II p. 36, Q. 3: Same. 
"Watson," I!· 440: Could not vote; marked dead on poll-book. 
Contestee's 'lOttneases.-" J _ohnson," p. 253; "Payne," p. 283: Think election fair. 

. . Reynolds's Store. 
"Jones" (Greenba()ker), p. 35: Knows every voter in the di11trict; turn-out of 

Yoters larger· than usual; kept list of 9 Republicans not permitted to vote; ad­
journed one hour for dinner; has full and particular list of every man who voted 
Democratic ticket,. and only 38 so voted; but returns show 57 Democratic voters. 

11 Durham," inRpector, p. 43: ·Eleven persons refnsed a vote; witness did not get 
to vote. names not being on poll-book; witness net:er sa1o or Bi!]ned any returns; 
Republican inspector could not read nor write. 

Conte!Jtee's witnessea.-"Boyce," p. 238; "Myers," p. 288: Says, X Q. 11, that 
Durham, Republican, signed returns by making his mark, and X Q. 12, ''I saw all 
the office1·s sign the rtlturns," while Durham testifies. he never did sign them. 

Lauderdale precinct. 
"Boggan," Greenbacker; p. 36: Supervisor. Polls were closed one hour for 

dinner. Box not sealed, and left in room with no one present, and same was done 
at anjournment for supper. General vote turned out. 

"Williams" p.46: Same testimony, and that some voters' names coulcl not be 
found on book; was a full turn-out of Republican voters. Republican inspector 
could not read or -write. 

Contestee's witneases . ..-" Laughter," p. 234: Corroborates above (snbstantially). 
Knows of no colored men voting Democratic ticket at his box, and that none but 
officers of election were present at coll.Dt of vote. 

Pleasant Hill precinct. 
11 Todd," Greenbacker, p. 37: Supervisor. Was appointed supeni.sor, but did 

not serve on account of threats and exhibition of brass knucks. Democratic friends 
advised him to leave; was busy all day distributing tickets. 
"Dockery,"~- 44: Says there were at least 75 colored voter..s who tendered Re­

~~~~can ticktl s, and were not allo~vecl to >ote, their names not being on the poll-

" Laughlin," p. 4G5: Was presiclent of Republican club. Knew the Republican 
T'oters wno were refusecl a vote; could not see the box, nor votes put in box; might 
have seen them'' if I had had a ladder aboutsi$ feethigh." Witness was there all day; 
shows that Dr. Gray permitted only one man to vote by making afiidavit, and re­
fnsed balance. Republican inspector could not read or write. 

Con,teatu's 1oitnes11es.-" Dr. Gray," p. 268: .Admit.s that ruany Republicans did 
not get to vote; knows of two colored men voting Democratic tickets, but thinks 
the election was fair. 

Stewart's pre.cinct. 
"Alblitton," p. 39: Supervisor. No list of voters was kept; about ten persons 

did not get to vote-names not on books-and ten otlter Republicans who did not 
Ray (whether or not) they had duly registered and were not permitted to vote. 
No white man was refused a vote. 

"Scott," V· 12: Republican inspector; could not read or write, and does Mt 
know anything about. the result. . 

No witnesses exaUUDetl by contestee for this box. 

Love's Station precinct. 
•' East," p. 40: Greenback supervisor. .Adjourned one hour for dinner. Box car­

ried to Love's residenc~, some distance from polling place; he did not go with it; 
no list of voters was kept. Fifteen persons (most y colored) refused to >ote; 
names not on book. 

"Thomas," p. 13: Does not know whether rtJturns were correct or not. 
"East," p. 452, X Q. 13: Thinks keyhole to box was not sealed at adjournment 

fur dinner. 
Oontestee's witnessea.-" Henderson," p. 2G3: Corroborates Witness East to some 

extent, and cloes not tb.lnk the bo.x was tampered with. 

Xesbitt's Station. 
"Bullard," p. 40: Thirty-four persons, incluuinJ:t one white man, did not get to 

YOt{', names not being on poll-book. There was a general turn-out. 
"Robinson," p. 43: A(ljourneu one hour for dinner and two hours fur supper. 

Box at dinner was placed in care of one .Bullardt not an officer of election. Box 
at supper was ¢ven in chaq;e to llnllard anct taken to dwelling for supper. 
Twout.y-five or thirty Republicans who dicl uot get to vote, names not being on 
}loll-book. llepublican iDspector could not read or write. . .. 

Oonte!Jfee's witneRses.-"llullard," p. 295: \Vas not an officer of electiOn. llox 
left in his charge at dinner for about an· hour. Only knew of three colored men 
who did not go out to vote. Adjournetl two horu·s for supper, when he took box, 
11nsealeu, to .Marron's re11iuence; left box in room, no oue with it (in room ad­
joining dining-room), while eating snpper. \Vitnefls helped the officers to count the 
vote. 

Louisuerg precinct. 
'' llail y, ''Greenbacker, p. 41: Supenisor. Pollil opened nbout:!O minutes aft~r 

D o'clock; acJjourued one hour for dinner ancl one hour for supper. \Vitnessob­
jected to these adjournments, but was ovetTuleil. About 12 persons could not >ote 
uecause their names were not on poll-book. 

"Clifton," (.Jrcenba.cker, p. 42: :No list of voters was kept. Was a pretty full 
turn-oat of >otcrs. Adjoru'lled for about an hour at noon and also an hour at sup-
per. . 

"Clayton," p. 47: Corrobm-ates above witness, antl adch!: At noon adjourned. 
Box was taken to the residence of one Lauderdale, and at supper by Democratic 
'uperrisor .Bailey to Louis's residence. Was good turnout of .Republicans. Only 

officers of elections were admitted at the count of the vote. 
qontutee's witne8s.-'' H. S, Dickey," p. 236: Republican inRpector could not 

WTlte or read. 
Eudora preoinct. 

"lluchanan," p. 46 : rolls were adjourned one !Jour for dinner, ancl box was 
~bandoned in room ncar polling place, nono of U1e officers remaining ";th it; ad· 
Journ

1
ed ~or supper, officers taking box with them, and counted vote near where 

th~ e echo~ wa~ l.Jeltl. Revublican inRpector could not read or write. 
,_ Conthin~ktee B Wlttless.-" Harral," p. 248: Corroborates abo>e witness generally, 
uut s eltction was fair. 

· Ingram's Mills. 
"Morton," Dcruocra.tie inspector, p. 41: No list of ;oters kept; adjourned one 

hour at noon, and also at cloRe of P.oll; box being left at adjournment in keeping 
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of one of the clerks and one supervisor. None of the election officers were Re­
publican. 

Conteatee's witness.-" Morton," p. 283; "Kerby," p. 243. 
Lake Cormorant precinct. 

"McDowell," p. 10: Acl.journed for supper, and box was taken to Wither's resi· 
clence, about a m.ile off, and vote there collDted. 

"Butler," p. 11: Got to Wither's house before six o'clock: ~ot our suppers and 
then counted the vote. There were some names, Republicans, on the poll-book 
rnarked moved from the district, but they were allowed to vote; Republican in­
spector could not read or write. 

Cockrum precinct. 
"Gra:y," p. 15: Adjourned for dinner one hour; adjourned for supper an hour; 

box du rna thesa adJournments was taken to residence of one Baker, and there 
left in beif-room with no one in charge of it. No person was allowed to witness 
the count except election officers. Republican inspector could not read or write. 

Contestee introduced no witnesses from this box. 

LA FAYXTIE COID\7Y. 

College Hill Precinct. 
"Stockard:" superrisor. No list of voters kept. Adjourned for one hour when 

polls cloRed, which was opposed by witness. The ballot-box during the time was 
left in the room where the election was held and no one was left with it. The 
door was locked by one Quarles (not an election offi.ce.r), who took the key. There 
were two doors to the election-room (of store-house). The candle was left burn­
ing when they left the room. Quarles came back and requested witness to go back 
into the election-room with him, which he did, and Quarles blew the liuh.t out as 
they came out. In about ten minutes witness obser;ed another light burning in the 
election-room, which burned but a shOTt time. There was a large turnout of .Rt~pub­
lican voters-is a large Republican box. The witlless could not see in room where 
box was during adjournment. The key-hole to box was not s.aled durinu this ad­
journment. ~ine or ten persons were refnsed a. vote; names not on the poll-book 
(one white man among them). 

''Buford." p. 65: Corroborates the abo>e as far as he goes. The Republican in-
spector could not read or write. · 

Conte11tee's witneas.-" Matthews," p. 316; ''Luckie," p. 318: A.ll say the election 
was fairly conducted. 

North Oxford precinct. 
The He~ublican in~;pector could not read or write. 
"Lolt,' p. 57: There was a large turn-out of Repu blioans. The cannon shooting 

bur~:~t-ed th~ plastering o~er our heads, and it fell on w:tness, cutting his face. The 
election was in consequenc.e temporarily suspended, and the Republican supervisor 
was weatly alarmed. . 

\V1tnesses Scraggs, p. 51, and Fitzhugh, p. 55, as to the terrible effect of cannon 
shooting into votei'S; also Nunnally, p. 210, who met crowdA of >otf\l'S going home. 

Co· ~estee's witness.-'' Butler," p. 303. 
South Oxford _precinct. 

''Kenneday," p. 59: There was an a<ljournment for about a half hour at the 
close of polls', and the box was placed in chancery clerk's office. • 

·• Hamblet," supervisor, p. fiO: Adjourned at 6 o'clock for an hour, and the box 
was put in the vault in chancery clerk's office, and Brown, chancery clerk, hail 
key to ofiice. About 30 persons Wtlre refused a >ote, their names not being on 
books. Tht~y were mostly Republicans. Witness protested against adjournment. 
Republican inspector could not read or write. 

Taylor's Depot precinct. 
"Tyson," p. 66, Republican inspector: Adjourned fur one hour at dinner, and 

along in the evening adjourned again for an hour, then opened the polls again for 
30 or 40 minutes, when polls were closed, it being then 6 o'clock. The box re­
mained in possession of witness during the adjournment; vote was counted with 
cloAed doors, and no one was allowed to be present exct~pt the election officers. 

The Republican inspector could not read or write. 
Springdale precinct. 

"Weathersby," p. 67: Adjourned one hour for dinner, when Shipp, Democratic 
inspector, took box to his hom;e. The Republican inspector could not rea.d or 
wnte. Contestee introduced no witness. 

ABBEVILLE. 

"Porter," supervisor, p.lOO: Kept tally ofRepublicau vote; witneAs &lso kevt 
list of 36 Repnulicans who were llOt permitted to vote, names not being on poll­
book; also, 3 whites. The night wa~; dark and rainy. Arljourned for supper at 
6 o'clock; the box, being locked and sealed, was loft in the room where election 
was helcl, in charge of no one. There were two rooms and one window to the 
house. \Vitness says Republicans polled 207 votes; could distinguish Repnblican 
tickets from Democratic tickets; box was locked but not sealt-.Al when they re­
turned to count tlle votes; Crosby, Democratic in!lpector, admitted he ha.d been in 
there; there was a general turn-out of the Republican ;ote. 

•' :McDuff," inspector, p. 09: Says they were counting vote when ho returned 
aJJtl that box wa.'l left as st.ated l:iy witness. ' 

Porter, Republican inspector, could not read or -write. 
Contextee's 1oitnesses.-" rorter," p. 320; ".McGowan," p. 3:!1· "Houston," p. 

322; "Graham," p. 323: Corroborate abo>e, and add there wer~ 307 Republican 
>oteR cast and only 145 Democratic. Returns p. 391 show 216 Democratic and 
only 135 Uepublican, Yotes returned. ' ' ' 
"Stoner~" p. 324; "Burkley," p. 325: None of contestee's witnesses disco>­

e.red an~'thmg wrong. McGowan tbinks everything was "fait: and square," and 
he is the witness who told witness personally that lie "would stuff a ballot box if 
necessary t() seat Repnblica'l!s." 

Sander's b'torc precinct. · 
"C~zar re~:,rnes," p. 69: Republican inspector. 'Vituess is nearly blind. Polls 

adjourn_ec.l. one liour for dinner. Mentions other competent and smtable Repnbli­
cal!s bemg there who were intelligent. Republican inspector could not read or 
WTlte. 

Free Springs precinct. 
"Caldwell," p. 72: rolls adjourned On(' hour for dinner. Democratic in~e<'tor 

taking box: to resiclence of one "Houston," and witness took poll-books. Neither 
party mrned out fnll >ote. l~cpublican in~o~pector could not rea.d or write. 

· DaUas preci~t. 
"Watt," p. 74: Polls adjourned one !Jour for dinner. Democratic inspector 

taking box to resiclcnce of one Langford. Box was not sealed. Vote was counted 
with closed doors. Republican inspector could not rea.d or -write. 

PA.i~OLA COUXTY. 

Sardis precinct. 
'' Small1" p. 157: Was supervisor. The two county election commissioners held 

the electiOn ancl are not sworn (this is nowhere contradicted). .Adjourned one 
hour or more for supper, over protest of RuperviRor. Box is placed in vault of 
clerk's office, ancl who has the key is not stated. There were nineteen more tick­
ets in the box than there were persons who voted, as shown by list kept by cl~rks 
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" Hibernia" precinct. 
"Greeno," p. 191, supervisor: Witness remained until5t o'clock; 69 votes had 

been conn ted up to that time; all Republicans. Mr. Ray, "l>emocratio inspector, 
held the election. . 

"IXlwney," p . 195: Shows that box was thrown out and not counted by connty 
commissioners, and that Ray took out all l>ooks and box to hold election. 

Oontestee's witness.-" McAfee," p.418: Testifies that blank forms for making 
returns were sent out in all the bo:Kes. 

Ross's Mill PreciMt. 
"King." p. 191, in1-1pector: Polls adjourned one hour for dinner, and box \nis 

taken by DE-mocratic officers to Ross's residence. Witness did not go with it. 
Contestee inLroduced not anv witnesses at this box. 

A. part of the committee :tilld that the eYidence does not satiRfy their minds that 
a conspirac.y existed for the pm-pose of defeating contestant; but to the minds of 
the majority this proposition is quite certainly t:stablished, ~mil as proof of this we 
briefiy call attc!ntiou to a few facts shown by the evidence. By the census of 1880 
(see record, p. 199) it is shown that the six counties oLMarshall, De Soto, Panola, 
La. Fayette, Tallahatcbie, and Tate contained a population in the aggregatA as fol­
lows; 

Colored.............................. . ................................ .... 79,204 
'Vhite ............................................................... . .. .. 5:.J,744 

Taking the rule that one in five are voters, we have-
Colored voters................................................ . ........... Hi, 840 
White voters . . . . . . .. .. . . . . .. .. . . . .. . . . . . . .. . .. . . . . . .. • .. .. .. . .. . . . . . .. . . . 10, 5i4 

Colored majority .. .. .. . . . . .. . .. . .. .. . . .. . . . . . . . . .. .. . • . . . . . . . . . . .. . 5, 296 

And it i8 shown be,\'ond a. doubt that five of these counties hlld and have lar_ge 
Republican majorities, and only one (La Fayette) which has a. small Democratic 
ma,jorit.y; yet in these counties we find thllt tho Republican majority is, prima 
facie, 5, 296. 

The evillence shows VtJry conclusivt;ly that there ara at l"ast. as many white 
Republicans in these counties as there are black Democrats. Tho returns from 
these counties and othe1·s composing the district (recortl, page 392) show that 
Harris, theGreenback candidate, received 3,585 >otes. and that moRt of these were 
ca1:1t l>.Y white voters, and no part of these Yotes were east in either of these &ix 
cpuntles except in the county of Panola, where he received abQnt 400 vOtes. The 
white votes recei>('o(l by him in th('lse six counties are ns follows (record, page 
392): . 

~~!~~1:~:::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
~:~l~cg~ty: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~: :::::::::::::::::::::::-:::::.:: 

83 
301 
313 
17 

299 
487 

Total ................................................................. 1,500 

Colored majority as stated in these six counties being . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . 5, 296 
Deduct colored vote in Panola Connty ..................... ~... . . .. . .. . . .. . 400 

4,8fl6 
Add white '\"Ott> fur H.arri~ in these six counties............................ 1, 500 

6, 396 

By this Jt appt'a.rs that contef!too was in the minority in th~e six ·oonnties, 
6,396; yet in the face of this the returns (see record, page 393) give the contestee 
a. majority of 2,153 't'OteR. This st.atc of a.fiairs cannot but create suspicion, and 
E>.ngender a belief that the Mississippi plan succeeded • 

.A.nll your committee woulll state that the above is based on the evidence of con­
teRtee (record, page 215) and the witness Wimberly (page 470 of record, question 
1 on cross-examination). 

It would extend this report to an unprecellented len~h to give in detail all the 
evidence tending strongly to prove a couspira,cy to do Jnst what was done, to wit, 
to count in the contf'Stt!e at all hazards. But we briefiy state that the evidence 
11hows that in over fifty places the ballot-boxes were taken away, and out of the 
view of the super•isor, either at noon or after the polls were closed, and cariied 
to private residences and locked in rooms anclleft ungnarded, and the supervi­
sors not even allowed t.o remain with them.· All this a~ainst the earnest protest 
of tho super'\"isors. All of these things were in direct and flagrant Yiolation of 
law; and the evidcnot> shows that in se'\"el'al instances tho vote was con ntcd in 
~~ret, and not in public as the Jaw requireR. .And we quote tltelan~roage of our 
honorable chairman in his report: "The dection was conducted without regard 
to C.1irness or common llecency." In this the 1uajority sincerely concur. That all 
kinds of illcf:!:ll and fraudulent lJraotictJs were reAortt.>tl to hy t-he friunclR of the 
c.ontestee in these six conntie>J, .kuuwing that a fnll·vote ami. i'air count wouhl, as 
he bimself stated to the witness Harris, be almost solid against; and in fact the 
vote'S were so cast, but not so counted or returned. 
It is evident contestee and his friemls had the power if thtJy hall tho \'otes t.o 

carry the election hone-atly..,'lnd if honestly convinced that they hlld a ruajorit.v of 
the votes, they certainly woUld nevt>r have resorted t.o the shameful frauds they 
did to count contestant out in the!:le oonntle<1 known to have large Republican ma­
.iorities. l\.hy did they, as the evidence shows they did, close the re!!istration of 
voters ten da1,s before the election in these counties of De Soto, PanoYa, anu Mar­
shall, ench wrth very large Rermblican majorities, and :five davs before the election 
in lho llepublican county of Tallahatchie: anrl why, fb. violation of law, close the 
registration of voters in the conn ties of La Fayette and Tats from a week to ten 
days before the election by sendiJ?g tho books away from the clerk s office to be 
earri.cd around through the counties to Democratic meetings, so that Republicans 
eoult.l not register when they came to the office for that yurposo, and then were 
refused afterwards because, as they were informed., the time for so doing had 
pa!1Se<l7 · 

Why did the governor and State board select men in these counties O.'< commis­
sioners to act in behalf of the Republicans who could neither 1·ead nor write (and 
the evillence shows that this class of men were selected in forty-two )lrecincts in 
these counties), an1l refosed to select any man designated by tho Republicans, and 
also refused to U\)point a Green backer for tho false and gronndless reason that there 
was no such political organization. when the e'\"idenoe shows that there was a well 
or_ganized Greenback party in each of these conn ties, and numbered amon(Tst its 
adherents as intelligent men as coult.l be fonnd in the State 1 But why at thtf same 
time did this sam11 board select a!:l commissioners for the counties named, to act for 
La Fayette, and Tallahatchie, men who ha'\"e been indicted and convicte1l of the 
crimes committed at this election, and as stated in the endence taken in this con­
test 1 .And we can lmt conclude that these thin~s were done in pursuance of o. 
~fnh~i~~J'ti~on~ite in a common purpose to cheat aud defraud tho contestant out 

To :ill that the tJvidl!nce discloses there is lmt one answer, and thatisl.thatthere 
was a conspiracy to do these things, and that the purpose was accompJ.ished bv a 
unlw..rsal disregard of alllawR, and a high-banded and reckless debauching of ibe 

and supervisors~ Thirteen Republicans, registered voters, who could not vote, 
names not on poll-book. Neal and Russm, two Democrats living at another pre­
cinct, are allowed to vote. 

C{)ntestee's witness.-"Balch," p. 147. 
Como precinct. 

"Jackson," inspector, p.168: Pollsadjournedforsupper. Box taken to Brook· 
enridge's (whisky shop), and no one left with it (see diagram, p. 168) during sup­
per. 'Vitness was first officer to return from supper, and is let into the room 
(where box was left) by one "Spears," who was not an election officer. Witness 
cannot read writing. Some thirty-six persons, chiefly Republicans, could not 
vote; name not on poll-book. 

"Jones," p. 159 : Confirms foregoing witness as to adjournment and box; clerks 
kept no list of voters; witness saw twenty-three per11ons refused a vote, mostly 
Republicans; names not on books· a. number of Democrats, planters and me-T· 
chants, are permitted to remain in the room all day; Republfcan inspectors could 
not read or write. 

"Crary," p. 134, contestee's witness: Was officer of election, but WM not pres­
ent when count was commenced. 

Longtown precinct. 
•'As. Kerv," p. 163, supervisor: Polls adjourned for supper. Box taken off by 

Fowler, Democratic inspector. Witness does not knew where box was taken. 
Witness and Republican inspector proteRt a~ainst box being removed, but are 
oveiTUled. No list of voters was kept. Partres could not vote on account of ad­
journment. Election was heltl at saloon of one Baily. Ront:?;h words were used 
because witness and Republican inspector insisted that box: should not be re­
moved. Vote was countetl in a different honse from where the election 'vas held. 

"Littlejohn," p. 16!: Wit.ness corroborates foregoing witness as t.o all material 
points. 

C<mtestee's1dtne.Rs.-"Mitchell," p. 150. 
Pleasant Grove preclnct. 

''Jones," p. 16~, supervisor: Polls adjourned one hour for dinner, and box 
locked up in room and no one left with it. Witness protests against this adjourn­
ment. 

Polls adjourned for supper one hour, ant.l box taken by Taylor, Democratic In-
spector, to supper. ..-

Oontest~e's wttnesses.-'' Floyd," p. 145, "Carter," p. 14-4: Say election waa fair. 
Springpo-rt precinct. 

• • Loiret," supervisor, p. 166: When polls closed ad,iourned for supper. Box not 
sealed, but deposited in room adjoining where election wa.s held, and no one left 
with it. No list of voters was kept. 

Oontutu's witness.-" Kflaton," p. 135. 
T.A'l'E COUNTY. 

Arkabutla precinct. 
"Dangerfield," p. 180: Polls were closed one hour at noon, IWd box taken to 

.Eason's dwelling and locied up in a. room, no one remaining with it. Also ad­
journed one hour for supper. Box taken to same place and left unguarded. Con­
testee has no witnesses. 

Independence precinct. 
"\Valker." IJ. 180: Polls closed one hour for dinner. llox taken to dinner by 

Morrison, Democratic inspector. Also adjourned. one and a half hours for supper, 
and box taken to supper by Powers, Democratic inspector: The in~pectors at tbi~ 
precinct were all Democrats. 

ConteRtoo has no witnesses at this precinct. 
Senatobia precinct. 

"Carring!on," p. 176: Polls adjourned for one hour for diunt~r, and box taken 
by Waits, Democratic inApector, who carries it to his residence ot•er prott>.st Q/ 
witness. 

, Conte~tte in trod need no witness at thia precinct. 
Sherrod precinct. 

"\Vright," p. 182: Was clerk of election, and testilltlB he was not sworn. Polls 
atljourned one hour for dinner; box remaining in the hands of supervisor and one 
inspector. Twenty Republicans refusf.d to vote; names not. on poll-book. 

Contestee has no witness at t.his precinct. 
Sooxahoma precinct. 

".Baiggs," p.179.: Sa.yspollt1 ad.journed t.hree-quarteraof an hour for dinner1 and 
box remained in room where election W8.8 held; witness and others rem8llling 
with it, thinking election was fair. Witness thinks election was fair. 

Taylor's precinct. 
"HayneR," p. 175: Supervi-1or. Testifies to the plan laid by the Democratic in­

spector to ureak up the election by refusing to hold an election or permittin~ an.v 
one else holding it-, and that it was frustrated by the persi.stent efforts of this mtel­
ligent supervisor. This is the largest Republican box in the countrJ. (See returns, 
p. 392.) 

We have not thought it necessary to make reference to evidence by precincts 
wher the election seems to have been fairly conducted, and where the election 
is not challenged by contestant, an(l where he introtluces no witnesses. 

TALLAHATCHIE COtn.'TY. 

Charleston precinct. 
"PoUard," }1.193: Polls openecl at usual hour; atljourned for dinner for one 

how·. Box was taken by Democratic inspector to residence of one Polk; during 
thlH time vote was counted pri'\"ately nne[ admission refused to every one 1 29 
"Buchanans" tickets thrown ont as being too narrow. 

Contutce'8 witnesses.-" lletts," p. 419; "Leigh," p. 4HI; "Wynn," p. 409 1 
'' Borvoy," p. 407 1 Say election ami count was fair. 

Brooklyn preciAcL 
"Crawford," p. 192: \Vas inspector; adjourned one hour for dinner and box 

taken by Democratic inspector to his boarding-house; witness did not go with it. 
Contestee's tcitne.ss.-"Lafrine," p. 415: Saysthlltthe conn twas made with closed 

doors. 
Jenning' a StO'Te precinct. 

Contestee's uitn11sB.-" Honston," p. 406: Polls opened between seven and eight 
o'c1ock, and adjourned three-quarters of an hour fo:- dinner, Phelps, Democratic 
in~pector, taking charge of box. Yote was counted with closed doo1·s. 

Ltwerctt's Store. 
Contestee's witness.-" Bloodworth," p. 410: Polls O\)ened as "ncar six. o'clock as 

we could." Count was made with closed doors. W1tness says that Republicans 
usually carry this box by some 65 or 70 majority; that there was a good tarn-out, 
an1l thut there were only 15 or 20 white voters at box. 

Dog Moor Flat precinct. 
Oontestee's witnesd.-" Demnan," p. 412: Polls ope11.ed about seven o'clock and 

closed about sundown. lt was a Republican box. 
r.ecord, p. 392: The oonnty ca.DVassers fail to make any return of the vote of this 

county by precincts. · 
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bf!~lot-boxes, aiHl a treacherous and inhuman trampling down of the rights of the 
Citizen who clarecl to vote his honest connctions, if those convictions led him to 
vote any other ticket except the Democratic tick~t. And the evidence shows that 
these outrages are not the result of t>rejudice to color, but only be<'ause of the dis­
position on the part of the Democrats of that district to carry their election against 
all opposition, and by any means that will accomplish that object. 

SUMMIXG LT. 

Fir!iL The appointment of illiterate officers of election is suo h a manife~;t 1lis· 
regard of duty and violation of statute law as to render void the whole appoint­
ment of election officers. One of the essential duties of county commissioners and 
precinct inspectors is to sign and certify the returns, anu their duty cannot be 
pet·formed by a person who cannot 'read and write. Where three persons are 
named in a statut-e as n ecessary to perform an official dut.y all must be appointed 
nml all must act, though a majority may control (Kee Ballard vs. Davis 2 G-eorge's 
Miss. Heports; also authorities heretofore cited). lienee, f.he appointment of il· 
literate inRptlCtors and commissioners of election would vitiate the whole appoint-
ment aurl d t'stroy the election. · · 

Second. Hnt we do not wish to re~t our r eport on ao ttJChlliooZaground andhe.nce 
we L10hl that. the appointment of illiterate inspec-torR and commissioners takes away 
from the r eturn of the tloction officers that presumpt,ion of truth which otherwise 
it woultlllave, and a party r.laiming a 8eat on the retnrn of such officers must 
~how the ntmost good faith in the election. 

'l'hird. In the ca::!e before us: 1st, the action of the <rovcrnor and St.at-e board 
their r e fnsal to allow the opposition Jmrty to name any of the election commis: 
~ionors; ~d, . the ~arne action on the part ~f the cou~ty commissioners, in appoiilt­
mg the precmct I? spec tors; 3u, tho appmn~ent ~f corrupt and illiterate ollicers; 
4tn, tho system.atlc adjournm~nt.g of the eleotwn Without Rufficient c:m~e; 5th, the 
prematnrwclos~g of the regtR1ratlon h~)QkS, and refusal to r egister Uepublican 
Yotera,. tlte erasmg of names ~t _ltepubltcan voter .. already registered, and the for­
gery oi poll-books; 6th, the fmlure to openly counL the vot~ at tho closing of the 
polls; 7th , the changing of pollini!·Places; 't;th, the abandonment of ballot-boxes 
during adjournment, and their carrying off to private hou2es during all,jonrDDlent · 
tile interJerence with aml exclusion of Unite1l Rtates supervisors: 9th, the fact 
that these pnt.ctices were in counties having large R epublican majoriH~ are con­
clusive eddence of a coBspiracv to defraud. 

This being a conspiracy to def·raud, thnro bC'ing proof of f1·aud at a. number of 
precincts, and the illiternte inspectors leaving the door open to unlimited fr-aud 
and tbrre being no proof by contestee of good faith in the election, it must be set 
aside. 

A.monl! a.ll the cases pa~sefl upon or now untler consideration b:y your commit· 
tee, we do not find sueh a condition of affairs as iR presented in t.h1s case. 

One of the principal arguments urged iu behalf of cont.estees in other cases from 
the !South iR, that the R epublican p arty in that section is largely composed of ill it­
erato 1 \0lor~ll voter:~, and that the ascen<le:tlcy to powP.rof such a cla~>s wonltl be not 
~mly_ otfens1ve but oppressive ; and that therefore tile frauds committed wore either 
JUStifiabl~ or ~cnsallle for the protection of" the iutellip:ent and property-holuing 
classes _of s_oci~t,y ; anu snch arp;m;ncnt has ller.n used with great force. · 

In this du~trtct, howc,·er, while 1t appears that the colored vot<lrs are almost uni­
versally Uepu~licanR, tbon~ isno_insignillcantportion of the party made un of white 
votm·s, men of wealth amlmtclhgcnco. .And those wl10 constitute the Greenback 
party of tbe district (t ~ey polling about 3, 600 votes at this election) are chiefi.v w bite 
vot rl', lawyers, pbystman~, anil owners of large lnnded estates, many of whom 
lHl the proof show!', wertl formerly leaders and held controlling positions in th~ 
Democratic party of the district. Yet it is shown that the hostility towards the 
Gre-enhakeTl! on the part of the Democratic party is jnst as bitter as a~inst the 
]{epublicans of the district, and that they are pursued with the same vindictive­
n ess; and their complaints that they are practically disfranchised are just as loud 
as are the complaints of Repnblieans. 

In reaching a decision in this case we have not been compelled to rely on the 
evidence of the partisan friends of contestee or contestant alone, but largely upon 
thE~ testimony of the Ureenbackers, who are men of intelligence and high standing, 
l.l-1-1 arpears by their evidlilnoe. · 

In conclus10n, while we are morally certain, from the general tenor of the evi­
tle~ce before us, that tho contestant was gro:~sly defraudPd in the election, lind 
while wo have no doubt but that he coultfbave proved a clear t.itle to a seat in 
Uongres:'-l• we are compelled to say that be has not made out that proof by proper 
IPgal ontlc~~;ce We know the labor, expense, antl experit>.nce required to fli.t!close 
fram!:~ caretull~· concealed, bnt we do not foe) j nstificd in tlepartiug from the rules 
.nf {w ulcnce so far as to Rea.t the contel:!tant. \Ve are however fullv satislied that 
theTa was no le~ election in tbe.scconll diHlt:ict of i.ussi~sippi;an"tl that the con-
1estee should not longer ue perm1tted to retam a Keat which 1s covered over with 
fraud. Th~refore, we recommend the arloption of the following resolutions: 

R esolued, That George M. Buchanan is not entitled to a seat in the Forty-seventh 
CongreRs. . 

Resolved, That Van II. Manning is not entitled to a seat in the Forty-seventh 
Con~ess from the second Congressional district of Mississippi. 

WM. G. THOMPSON. 

~Ir. CALKINS. I also ask to print the report of the majority as a 
part of my remarks, and then I propose to demand the previous ques-
tion. · 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and the majority 
report will be printed in the RECORD. 

The report is as follows: 

Mr. CAL~B. from the <.:ommittt-e ou Elections, submitt~d the following report: 

A l!JU_jorlty of your committee, to whom was reforrefl the above entitled contested 
t>leo.tion case of the second Vongressional diRtrict of Mississippi, having had the 
Ban~e nuder couRideration, beg leave to report: 

. Ib~r~ were three candidates voted for at the November election, 1880, in this 
1h~t;wt. Tlw rct~-ned vot~ from the variou11 counties composing the district was 
as, f11lluws: )ianmng, 15,255; Bucllanan.!l.9!J6 · llarrit!, 3 585. 

flw district. is composed of Union, Tippah, Benton, Marshall, La Fayette, Yal­
nbt!Rl?a, l'miola, DeSoto, Tate, and Tallaha.tchie Counties. 
. 'I_h1s cout~;~t wns begun by the contestant, George M. Buchanan, against the 

Sllt';DI! tu~mbe r, Van H.llinning, and in his noticfl of contest he alleges the fol­
lowm~; l!l"nunds : 

·• l s t. That ~n a. T•nrtJon of 1:ho counties comJ$ising said district such persons 
wye no~ a~polD_ted, neither was such rt;presenta.tion gi"Vtln to the difti.·rent politi­
~~ va.rhe~:~ m sa~d counti£•s, in the nppointruent of cmtnt.y commissioners flf elec­
·~~: l . fl '!as t~l'Slgxt cd alJil r equired by law. 
. 2fl. 'I~tnt In a. portion of tile counties comprising sa itl district, election districts 
"~n~ al•<?h~<h~d ancl other elt"1tion !liRtricts eRtatli r;llctl without. com}1lvin,.,. with 
and 111 vJolatJon oflaw. ' • "'., 

. "?tl. Th~t in a. portion of the counties compri~ing said district tho re~istmti'l,n 
ot. -.;ot~rs was_ not <;:onrl_ucted ll~> requirc1l by Jaw, thereby depriving nlargo number 
ot ,fenmns (of law1ul nght) of the priv\lcgo 11f registering and voting. 

4th. _That at a largu number of voting places in said district, in the apvoint­
n.cnt of mspectors of el~ctlon, such persons were not appointed, nor was such rep-

resentation given (in making said appointments) to the diffel'ent political part1AS 
as was designed and required by law. 

"5th. That in scvera~ of the counties comprising said district a large nnmbet 
of P,erson.s lawfully ent.Itl~~l to register were ~efuae_<l registration, ant! that the 
r!'Jg1strat10n and transfetTm~ of voters ~~s d1scontmued many days prior to thR 
time contemplated by lMv, thereby dt~pnnng a large number of pe1·sons, lawfully 
entitled _to register (o~ to tran~fer), fro!ll the t·i~ht of r~:~gistering, and transferring 
~nd voting; an~ that m a portio~ of sa1d conn ties the registration books were foc a 
!Jme removeu from the place deSl}tnated b7 law for their keeping, thorei.Jy depriv­
lnl!," a lar~e number of persons (of lawful nght) of the privilege of registerina- (or 
transferrin{!:) and \"oting. . "' 

"6th. That ~t a large numbe~ of voting p~ in said district many lawful vot-ers 
were not perm1tted to vote, thetr votes havmg been tendered and rejected by the 
inspcct~rs of election; that such unlawfol interference and hinderance was per. 
mitte<l and practiced (such as is specially forbidden by law) as to obstruct and con­
fuse the voters in the act of vot.ing, or to deceive and prevent a large number 
of voters from delivering their ballots at the proper voting places· that a. large 
number of pereons were permitted to vote for you who had no iegn.l right to 
vote. 

"7th. That at many of the voting pL'lces United St,ates supervisors of election 
~ere not permitted to ~xercise the duties of theirottice, bemg prevented there­
from by the unlawful mterference of other officers of election or from other 
sources, in violation of law, and to such an extent as to prevent tbeir ascertain­
in!! the result of the election an1l. from performing other duties required of them 
by Ia_w; that no sepa_rate lists of the names of ~oters were "kept b.) the clC'rks of 
electiOn as was reqrured by law; that the polls were not opened at the time re­
quired by law, were not kept ope? con~inuousl.v from 9 a.m. to {j p.m. as required 
by l!iw, and that upon the closmg ot the p_olls the l:Ounting of t.hu vote and 
makmg up of returns was not done at the voting places, nor at tho time required 
bylaw. 

"8th. That at many of the voting places ballots were received and conn ted that 
were not lawful ballots in form and print; that inspectors of <'lection rejected and 
ref~se<l.to count ballots that were lawful after tbe same had been lawfully de­
posited .m the b~ot-boxt>s; that inspectors of election (with knowledge of the fact 
at the bme) permttted lJallots to be ~oted that were not lawful ballots· that 1luring 
the hours prescribed by law for voting voters were barasRed and' dll!turbed in 
such mannN· as to prevent their voting in a free, fair, untrammeled, and peaceable 
wanner. 

"9th. That the names of a large number of legally regia1ered voters were not 
placed upon the poll-books (by the officers whose duty it was to place said names 
on. said books) ~!led at many of the voting-P,laces, and that in coniSequence thereof 
satd le~ally rep,Il:!tercd vot~rs wer~ n?t pernutted _to. vote, their votes being refnsorl 
by tho mspectors of electiOn; smu mspectors j!tnng as a reason for such t·efusal 
to receive such votes that the names of the parties applying to vote w~:~re not on 
the poll-books. 

"lOth. That the entire vote polled and counteu and t·eturned at a part of said 
voting places. was unlawfully rejected anu thrown out (and nnt counte1l) by tl.te 
county commissioners of election on making np their returns of tl!e total vote of. 
the countv. 

"lltl1. That at a portion of the voting places the ballot-boxes were not opened 
in public when the polls closed, nor waR the vote counted in publir., nor o.t the time 
required by law to be counted; that in waking up the returns a larl!e nnmber of 
ballotil were counted as having been caRt for you, when in truth and in fact snc.h 
ballots were cast for other persons, or were ballots placed in the boxes in a man­
ner not authorized by law. 

"12th. That a~ many of the voting places a." much lar~er numuer of votes were 
returned as hnmg been polled than were actually polled at said voting places · 
that at many of the voting places the poll-books for said places unlawfully contaiued 
the names of a large number of voters, which voters had no right to a vote at such 
voting places, but resided in other election districts, all(l that tho names of said 
voters also appeared on the poll-books of the voting-places of election district-s to 
which sai<l voters of rigbt belonged. . 

" 13th. That at many voting places the election was conducted in many respects 
in utter disregard of law and the rigltts of voters; that the ref;istrat.ion-books and 
the poll-books of a portion of the counties and election distl'ict~:~, in said. •Hstrict 
were atdiv_ers and sundry times not in the custodyanJ. keep in~ of the prO)ICr Jaw~ 
fully constituted officers, but were on divers and sundry occasions in the care and 
possession of persons not lawfully entitled to such care anol posst:ssion· that at a 
portion of the voting placeR lawful ballots that were cast for me were n'ot couuted 
for me, but were (unlawfully) conntetl as having boon cast for you aml wero sore­
turned b~ the officers of election; that there were a. grea.ternumb~r of legal voters 
of said dl8trict who voted (or who offered to register and vote) an1l who were un­
lawfully prevented therefrom, who desired me as their Represe~tative in GongresR 
than there were who wanted you as their Representative in Congress from said 
district." 

To this notice of contest the sitting member filee exceptions and answer as fol­
lows to wit: 

:: 1? said notice I make the f?llowing answer, to wit: . 
Fl.l'st answer. 1st.. Protesting al!amst tlte truth of the allerrations in said no­

tice, I object and say that said notice is so insufficient and defective that I need 
not don;v: or ad~it the allegation therefor, for. the reasons, to wit, flaid notice does 
f~~P,e[:aJ?~tcularly the grounds upon which you rely and gives no reasons for 

'.' z:f.. The allegations artl o~y conclmrlons of law and gene~al averment of wrong 
dom~; 111 some und~fine~ portions of the clistrict, by unnamed election offiCials of 
prec~ncts not specified 1D unnamed C?unties, or by :persons not named or ilescribed, 
and m places an<~ by means not specified, and in viOlation of laws and the rights 
of otherR not destgnated. 

"3d. Your allega?ons are so vagne and uncertain that I am not informed as to 
the persons Ol' offiCials whom you accuse of crimes, nor where committed, nor do 
JOU aver that suc!1 wrol!g doings were not instigated b:v yon, or that they were 
known to or acquiesced m bv me, or that tlle reRult of the election was changed 
by reason of tho matter set forth. · 

•• Second ans~er. ~st. Without waiving any objection to the manifolll and vi­
tal defects of said nottce, but reservin"" all benefit and adTantage thereof, I deny 
each and every ground of contest set furth in said notice, and. deny each anrl everv 
allegation therein contained, and ayer that tbronl!hout said Congressional diRtrict 
a free and fair election was held in alli·espe<~ts, except that in the count-y of Mar­
shall, and in other counties, at every precinct <livers colored voters who "1\-lshctl 
to Tote for rue for memLer of Congress were deterred and prevented from doing 
so by reason of the threats of personal violence and other means of intimhlation 
used and employed by oilier colored people_, tho neighbors of such voters the 
names of all of whom are unknown w me, bemg instl~atcd thereto by those' who 
adYocated your election, whereby I received less votes by one tbonsimd or more 
~ban I otbtn:wise would, and all such voters by means of Rnch intimidation we!'e 
muuced c_on~rary to their wishes not t~ vote at ap. or vote for J"OU, and then• by the 
great maJority of votes that I sllonlll have reomved more tLan you at said elec­
tion. wa11 reduced to the number of about five thousand two hundred and fifty • 

"'~bird ·answer. I charge and.avcr that yon have made the wholesale charge!! of 
all k~nds of crime and irrrgul.antte~>, contained in your said notice, without speci­
fications of persons or places, not because you had reason to believe that an\· one 

c.Of them had been committed to yonr injury, but with the deliberat~ purpose to 
evade the limitation of the stabtto and to speculate upon any t"utnre discoveries of 
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evidence, and so you have made unlawful, vexa.tious, and fraudulent use of the 
notice and process authorized by statute, and the same should be quashed and 
dismissed." 

It will be noticed that the sufficiency of the contestant's allegations in his notice 
of contest were challenged by the contestee in the beginning. and have not been 
waived; on the contrary, the contestee bas insisted that the allegations in the no­
tice of contest were entirely insufllcient, and that the same ought to be dismis11ed 
for that reason. 

It becomes necesRary, in the first place, to pass upon the sufficiency of the con­
testant's notice. Tte first specification relative to the representation of the tlif­
ferent political parties on the board of county commissioners of election calls in 
question the acrs of the governor of the State in his appointment of the commis­
sioners of election. 

The machinery of <·lections by the Mississippi code is placed in the h:mds of the 
~ovei'llor. lle appoints the county commisswners of election, who in tnrn ap­
point the precinct election officers. The precinct officei'S make return of the vote 
cast in t.he uifferE'nt precincts to the county board, who in turn make t.bt!lir report 
to the secretary of state. 

By section-- of the Mississippi election law the different political parties are 
to have representation on said board. It ought to be carried out in good faith, and 
the different political parties ought to be repreBtlDted on the election board. It is 
a dut,Y incumbent upon the executive to see that this proviRion of law is carried 
out. It has been found in many of the States of the Union that. a provision in the 
election laws similar to this is a sai'ef,ruard against frauds and 'ballot-box stnlfi.ng. 

The second ground alleged by the contestant is that certain election tlistricts 
were abolished and others establish ell without compl_ying with and in violation of 
the law. 

This allegation is clearly iusnffi.dent, as being too vague and ~eneral. It. would 
have been an easy matter to have named the precincts, and p01ntecl out how the 
acts complained of tenued to prevent a fair elect-ion. 

The third allegation is that in a portion of the countit!S comprisin~ the Con:;rreR­
Rional district ti.Je registration of voters waR not oonrluoted as required by law; that 
larl!e numbers of them were deprived of the privilege ofreJ!istration. 

This allegation is likewise uncertain and vague, and wbollv irumfficient. 
l'be fourth allegation is a rjlpetition of the first, except that it applies to t.hfl 

J•rf'cinotR orvotin_g places. and not to the counties, and nfltd not be further noticed. 
The a.llej!ation m the fifth ground of contest b that in sever-al of the count-ies 

comprising the district perRons entitled to register were refused regiRtration; that 
the registr·ation was rliscontinneu prior to tho time contemplflted bv law; ancl that 
iu some of the counticR the books WE\re removed from the place deSi~natecl by law 
rluring the registration; that in consequence thereof persons were deprived of the 
ri:;rbt to register. , 

This allegation is too general. The particular places and the acts complained of 
sbould have been RpecifiCally set out. The ~:!Wile may be said with rE\ference to the 
sixt.h allegation in the notice of contest. 

The ei~hth ground of contest. challenges tho form and print of the tickets, but it 
is not porn ted out specifically in what the illegality cimsisted. And the ninth. tenth, 
~eventh, twelfth, and thirteenth grounds of contest are open t<1 the same objec­
tions. 

The seventh ground of contest alleges that at many of the voting places Unitf:'d 
States supervisors of election were not pennitted to exercise the dut.ies of their 
office, and were prevented therefrom by unlawful interfP.rence by the otherofficerR 
of election (we presume, State ofticerR). Thill charge is general, and it does not 
specify any particular voting place in the district whE-re these acts occurred; but, 
perhaps, if any such unlawful interference is shown to have ex.iRt-ed at any of the 
votinJ~; places, tll& committee woulu be justified in considering the allegation 
amended so 3s to make it conform to the proof, unlesR it were shown that therflby 
an injustice, because of the insufficiency, bad accrued to the contestee. 

This disposes of each of the alle)!ations of contest, aml with the single exceptinn 
stated, under the uniform rulings of this committee and the House, the notine of 
contest would be held clearly insufficient. See Duffy t•s. Mason, Forty-sixth Con­
gress, and cases there cited. 

We prefer, however, not to rl'lst our decision of this t>ase npon the Rufficieucy of 
the pleadings, for if the testhuony taken in tile case dflvelops the fact tbat't.be 
sitting member was not elected, it would be our dnty to so report, although the 
contestant might not be entitled to his seat, having failed to comply with the law 
with respect to the sufficiency of his notice. 

U it be shown that there was an unlawful interference with the United States 
supervisors of election whereby they were prevcntecl fr·om discbar~-ting duties 
which are committed to their hands by the law of Congres11, it woul1l undoubtedly 
be our duty to set aside the election nt such precincts; The law of Congress in 
respect to Congressional elections must be oheyecl by the people, and nothing will 
tend so much to bring this government into dis;n·aco as.to allow itR will to bo nulli­
fied and its officers overawetl and prevented from performin~r their duty. One of 
the most sacred clut.ics which thi11 House OWE'S to the peo~le is to see to it. that its 
laws are enforced and obeyed. The sopervi.1ors of elcctwn arfl the P_yes of this 
Honse. Through them it can scrutinize every general election. Frautl of an· 
kinds can be detected, and llallot-box stulling can ho stamped out. 

This government is founded upon the will of the majorit;\·. .A. nwjorit~· is one 
more thun half. ·when this is ascertained U is iust as binuing as if maintaine<l 
by a larger preponderating popular exprc!!Bion, anu for the purpose of maintain· 
irag the right of the majority to rulo, the supeiTisoJ·s' law ought to l>e obeyed and 
enforced with scrupulous care. '\Ve now proceed to examine the supt<r'l'i~>ors of 
election appointed in this Congressional district. 

lJR SOTO COl~TY. 

W. J. Butler was examined as a witneAs and ~stifles that he Wal'! a Unitlltl 
States supervisor of elections for Lake Cormorant votinj!-place in said county. 
His testimon;y is found at pages 11 a~ 12 of the record. We have examinecl his 
testimony ana find DO Charge of franc9 intimidation. or ballot· bOX stuftin "'· 

Charles Scott, one of the inspectors at that precinct, testifies that ev~r.rthing 
was peaceful and quiet on the day of election. (P~e 13 of the record.) 

L. U. Cla:v, United St.ates 11upervisor of Oak Grove precinct, De Soto County, 
testifies to'bnt one fact which is mateiial, and that is, that there were seventeen 
colored men and one white man refnsed the right of voting becansetbey we1·e not 
regi.Rtere<l. (See page 26 of the recoru.) 

l'elix Davis, another supervisor of election for Horne Lake precinct., De Soto 
Co~t:'!· testifies to but one material fact, which is that one James Brooks, a Demo­
cratic mspeotor, took the ballot-box, after the ballots were closed, away with him 
and had it three-qu&rters of an hour out of the sight of the snperviaor, when it 
turned u;p at .Mr. Holliday's residence, some distance fron;t the 'balloting place, and 
after supper pr<>ceeded to count the 'ballots; that the tickets on top of the box 
when opened all seemed to be Democratic tickets. During the counting, consid­
erable confusion ensuerl in consequence of suRpicious acts on the part of the Demo­
cratic in.spectors, and whil~ the '?ox was OJ.lened a good. many bystanders ~a the red 
around 1t and pre>ented 1ts bemg scrutmized by this officer. They then pro­
ceeded to count the tickets, five at a time · at the close of the counting it appeared 
that ther.e were 205 Dt;mocratlo tic~ets.lio Uepublioan, and no _Greenback. Wit­
Del'S testifies that durmg the countmg he Raw two Greenback tickets, which were 
taken from t11e box l1y a Democratic in11pector ancl a,.,.ain pnt bac.k in the hox, but 
were not count eel. He also testifies ,that there were !is or l:!6persons who offered to 
vote and wero refused because they were not registered, and that there were about 
75 or 100 Republicans left the polling-place without voting because of tbe tardiness 

with which the ·officerR discharged their _duty, and the vexatious manner in which 
the time was wasted in asking queRtions and the like. He also testifies that be 
was abused by one H. M. Douglass, one of the officers of election, for being a rad­
ical, and threats were made against him. That there were fonr or five men con­
tinua1lf around the box dnring the count; that thoy were swearing and exhibited 
their ptstols in a threatening manner. (See pages 31 and 32 of the record.) 

Silas Turner, one of the inspectors, in a measure corroborates the testimony of 
Mr. Davit>. (See page 33 of the record.) 

.C. M. Haynie, supervisor for Olive Branch precinct, De Soto County, testifies 
that 62 Republican voters were refused the right to vote becanRe they were not 
re~stered, and that three Democrats and three Greenbackers were likewise de­
nied the right to vote for the same reason at that precinct. (See record, page 34.) 

J. S. B. Boone. United States supernsor at Depot box, testifies that there were 
30 voters at that precinct deprived of the right of voting because they were not 
registered. (See record, page 36.) 

E. A. Albrit-ton, _United States supervisor at Stewart's voting place, De Soto 
County, testifies that there were ten who were refused the right to vote bE\cauRe 
they were not registered, two of whom were Democrats, the others Republicans. 
(See record, pag:e 39.) 

T. J. EaRt, Umted States supervisor at Love's Station precinct, De Soto County, 
testifies that there were 15 persons refused the right to vote at that precinct l>e­
t>anse of non-registration; about three-fourths were colored, one.fourth white; that 
the ballot-box was taken at ilinner time out of his sight to Mr. Love's house, 250 
yarllH away from the >oting place. (See record, page 40.) 

B. F. Bailey, United States supervisor for Louisburg precinct, De Soto County, 
testified t11at the board adjourned at noon for an hom·. and about an hour after tbe 
polls closed. He objected to the adjournment, but they overruled him; that t.bere 
were 12 persons refused the ri~bt to vote because they were not registered; that 
be is a Gt·eenbacker in politics. (See record, page 42.) 

LA FAYETTE COUNTY. 

C. E. Porter, Uniteu States supervisor at Abbeville precinct, testifies that 36 per­
sonA were refused tho right to vote; they were all Republicans. (See 1·ecord, page 
100.) 

B. P. Scrug:gR testifies that he was United StateR deputy marshal ou the 2d of 
N ovemher, fliBO; that he lives in Oxford, State of Mississippi; that he was present 
at the election held there on that day ;.that within twenty steps from the entrance 
ot the court-bouse, where the votin" was bein~ carried on, Mr. Keyes, a prominent 
Demoorat of that place, and a member of the board of aldermen, was in charge of 
a cannon which was being fired, and that the witnes11 protested against the tiring 
of it; that be was told by :Mr. Keyes tl;lat be had orders to fire it; that it was none 
of his business who gave him Rnch orders; that they continued to fire the cannon 
1m til late in the afternoon; that the cannon was a re~r six-pound field-piece. 
Witness also testifies that the Republical!s were prevented from celebrating the 
victory gained by them becau!ie they were told bv two prominent Democrats, 
Mr. Crawford and Mr. Skipwith, in t.he presence of :Mr. Bakelj chairman of the 
Democratic county central committee, that "they might have tne right to do so, 
but they did not have the might," and to prevent a bloody collision they aban­
doned it. (See record, pages 51, 52, 53, 54, 55.) 

MARSH.A.LL COmiTY. 

Robert· Cunningham, supervisor of election for Chulaboma precinct, teRtifies 
that the inRpectors of election refused to let him act as United States supervisor 
at that poll, ancl excluded him from the box. (See recorrl, pages 80 t.o 91, inclu­
sive. ) 

JohnS. Benton testifies that he was acting United States superviRor of election 
at Holly Spring!! hox: that be c.anvasscd and kept a complete list of the voters as 
they voteu, and that it did not agree within 50 with the list kept by the clerks of 
eiMt.ion, his r.onnt giving to Buchanan 119 majority, while the count of the clerk 
of elect.ion tzave to Buchanan but 69 m~~tiority. (See record, pages 75-79.) 

Mr. E. J. Wilkerson testififls that be was United States Rupervisor of election 
at East llolly Springs box; that about 6 o'clock he stepped out of the ball for a 
moment. where t--Ile voting was being done, and when be retumed be found that 10 
or 15 ballots hatl been adued to his list that he was keeping by s'lme one; that 
there were 60 more ballot-s counted out of the box than there were persons on his 
tally-list; that the door was locked and no one was permitted t<1 be present during 
the count, antl be was not permitted to be in the room; that there were about 30 
persons refLlBecl the rigllt to vote because tboy were not registered; that be clid 
not see anything wron,!! during the voting, anclts not ablo to account for the dis· 
orepanoy; that be watched the election as close 3S a hawk e>er watched a chicken. 
(See rf:'oord, pa~es 91 to 93.) 

Benjamin J. Jameson was United States supervisor of election at Wall Hill pre­
cinct. lle testifies that there were 27 voters refused the right to vote 'because they 
were not regi.Rtered. (See record, pages 94-95.) · 

Charles n. Ilardy, United States supervisor of election at Byhalia precinct, tes­
tifies that there were 29 persons refused the light to vote, 27 of whom were col­
orecl persons; were refused for the reason that their names were not on the voll­
'book. lie knew perRonally 23 of them; they were RepuLlioans. He test1fles 
fnrt.ber that one Mr. Flow, who was a Democratic inspector, was guilty of stuffing 
the balloi-hox by refusing to put a ballot into the bc•x offered by one man, t.akin_g 
onH out of his pocket and substituting it for it, and in various other ways tamper­
ing with th11 ballots. (See his testimony on pages 94 to 99, inclusive.) 

Thomas Mull, who was United State:; supervisor of elE\otion at Mount PleaRant 
precinct, Man~ba11 County, testifies tl1at there were 17 persons who offered to 
vote whose votes were ret'userl-14 blacks and 3 whites. (See record, page 109.) 

Thoma!\ F. Briggs, United States supervisor of election at Early GI'Ove precinct, 
testifies that thro·e were seven who offered to vote and were refused because their 
names could not be found on the poll-book; the.v were coloretl men and Republi· 
cans who claimed to have registererl. He is a G-reenbacker in politics. (See rec­
orll, page 111.) 

J. A. Austin, Unitt!l<l States supervi~r of election at Lane's Hill precinct, Mar· 
shall count.v, t.astifies that thet·e were 12 persons refused the right to vote; that 
they were all blaok but two. Mr. Austin was a Greenbacker. (See record, page 
126.) 

l' ANOLA COUXTY. 

John Fowlor, Uni~d States supervisor of election at Benson's Hill, testifies t-hat 
the election was fairly held. (See record, page 139.) • 

W. W. Perkins, United States supervisor of election at Batesville precinct, tea· 
titles that the voting was free, fair, and undisturbed; that the counting was fair 
and coiTect. (See record, page 140.) 

D. F. Floyd, Uniterl States superviRor of election at Pleasant Grove precinct, tes­
tifies that the election was fa.irl.}-~eld. (See record, page 145.) 

P. Lanier, Unite•l States supervisor of election at Pleasant M<umt precinct, Pa­
nola County, testifies that the election was conducted fairly. (See record, page 
151.) 

J. A. Small, United States supervisor of election at Sardis precinct Panola 
Coimty, testifies that there were 13 persons who were refused the right to vow on 
account of their not having registered. These were all Republicans. (See rec· 
ord. page 157.) 

W. A. Jones, United States supervi:;or of elec-tions at Como precinct Panola. 
County, testifies that there were 23 refused the right to vote because their names 
w:ere not registered. Most of these said they were Rellublicans. (See record, 
page 158.) 
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P. H. Lanier, United States supervisor of elections at Pleasant Mount precinct, 

Panola County, testifies that there were 51 Republican tickets, 17 Democratic 
tickets, and two Greenback tickets thrown out on the ground that they: were de­
faced so that they could be distingni.Rhed from the others. Some of them were 
torn on the end, some on the side; some were blotted; some had little white spooks 
on them, some little blatJk specks. They were put into a small box and nailed up, 
and put into a ballot-box; tbe ballot-box was sealed, and both boxes sent to the 
court-house. (See record, page 170.) 

G. P. Carrington, United States supervisor of elections at Senatobia precinct, 
testifies that the election was fairly conducted. (See record, page 176.) 

TATE COUNTY. 

R. p. Powell, United States supervisor of elections at Cold Water precinct, tes­
tifies that there were about 21 persons who were refused th~ right to vote because 
their names did not appear on the poll-book. About 16 of them were Republicans, 
and he thinks two were Greenbackers. (8ee record, page 177.) 

W. C. Briggs, United Stat-es supervisor of elections at Looxahoma precinct, Tate 
County, testifies that the election was fairly conducted. (See record, page 179.) 

TALL.A.IIA.TCHIE CO~TY. 

R. J. Littlewort, United States supervisor of elections at New Hope precinct, 
testifies that the election was fairly conducted. (See recor~ pages H4-195 ) 

'Ve have F,_iven an epitome of the tel!timony of the United States supervisors of 
elections. These men were appointed at the request of the prominent Repnulicans 
and Greenbackers of the district. It is fair to presume that nll of the active frauds 
committed in the district would come under their notice, antl that they wonltl be 
able in their testimony to expose all crimes committed. The labor imposed upon 
the committee ma:v have caused it to overlook a few of the other active frautls cnrn­
plainetl of; but it is believed that the foregoing summary embraces all th&t is im­
portant to be noti~ed. It is evident from the testimony that some of the precincts 
before alluded to must be thrown out. Those that we decide to throw out will be 
found at another place in this report. 

co.:qsPmAcY. 

It has been strenuously contended that there ill some evid.ence uncontratlictetl 
and which tends to establish a conspiracy among the Democrats of the district, 
which resulted in the returning of the vote as heretofore given for Manning, ·anrl 
the suppression of the true vote given for the conteRtant and Mr . . llarris, the 
Greenback candiclate. · This is founded upon the fact tbatrthe colored vote in the 
district exceeded the white vote, and that it was soliclly RepulJUoan, and that it 
.was castJ or ought to have been cast, for Mr. Buchanan; that the white vot.o was 
divided oetween the sitting member and the Greenback candidate, Mr. Harris. 
To establish this, the census tables have been resorted to, and other trddencc hfls 
been introduced tending to show that there was a general turn-out of Republi­
cans at the election, wbile there was much imlitference on the part of Democrat ill 
vot-ers. 

The case of Spencerv&. Morey, dooitletl in }'urty-foutth Congress, MiHcellaneous 
Cases, vol. V, p. 4:l8, adverted to by contestant in his brief, cannot be regaTded by 
DR as an anthority in this or any other c:!Re. So far as we ha>e been able to study 
it, it stands alone in the line of oontested-ele.etion c:u;eR. 'Ve do not belie>e that 
proof of one corrupted vote going into a ballot-box is like •· a drop of poison in a 
bowl of water, which contaminates the whole of it and cannot ue separated from 
that which remains pure." · . 

The duty of the House is to separate the honest from the tlishonest ,·ote · to 
purge all ballot-boxes of illegal votes; to administer a rebuke to the >oters of ~ny 
precinct who permit the voice of the people to be stifled or suppressed; and to 
enaule the House to do this a contestant should produce testinfony- of specific acts 
in order to show the wrong which he complains of . . It cannot be done by general, 
vague, and uncertain allegations and charges. There is some proof introtltlced 
to establish these various points, but it is very general, and consists largely of 
the opinion of witnesses, and is not of such a character that the committee feel 
jURtified in finding that a general conspiracy against the ballot-box was practiced. 
It seems to your committee, that, if any Knch J•ractice prevailed, the United States 
supervisors appointed for the purpose ofpre>enting tmch frauds coultl and would 
have given information whereby tbey could ha.ve been specifically prO\"en. 

Your committee have not hesitat~d to recommend to the House the throwing 
out of all the boxes where fraucls, intimidation, or ballot-box stuffing have been 
proven, but it would be unsafe to assume from the tt!stimony in this case that 
other frauds had been committed by the l"lection officers not t\pecifl.cally shown 
or proven iu any tangiule or definit~ manner. 

the polling-pla.ces just before an election in a. county would cause such confusion 
and unfairness as would defeat the popular expression of the will of the people 
through the ballot-box. The evidence in this case fails to establish the existence 
of such a stat.e of a.ffairs that we feel justified in interfering with the election for 
this cause. 

RBJECTED l'OLLS. 

DeSoto Oounty. 
Manning. 

ll orn Lake precinct . . . • . • . . . . . • • . • • • • • . . . • . . . . . . • • . • . • • . . . 205 
Pleasant Hill precinct • . . . • . . . • • • • . • • . . • . • • • . . . . • • • . . • • • . . . 169 
Oak Grove precinct.... . ................................... 181 

ManhaU Oounty. 
Chulahoma precinct....................................... 241 
East Holly Springs pl.'ecinct ...•.••.•.................. ---- 292 
Byhalia preCUJct..... .•...... •...••.•. ...•... .• . ...•.•..... 218 

La, Fayette Oounty. 

North Oxford precinct~ Box No.1.··········----·-········ 403 l Box No.2......................... 335 

1, 994 

Buchanan. 
130 

75 
98 

271 
220 
289 

223 
149 

1,455 

The above precincts are rejected because of specific acts of fraud, violence, and 
intimirlation havi~ been proven. 

At North Oxford precinct the contestee's part:v friends, on the day of election, 
fired a cannon in close proximity to the polls, and kept it up at interrals for quite 
a while. At BybBlia precinct the ballot-box was staffed. At the other precmcts 
there were irregularities of various kinds, chief among which was the exclusion 
of the United States supervisor from the polls and the counting of the votes. 

D0]).'1.'ELLY-WASHBURY C.A.SE. 

We are not willin_g to go as far in this case as the majority of the committee did 
in the Forty-sixth Congress in the case of Donnelly vs. Washburn. It was there 
helcl-

,' The very fact that in these 1even precincts Mr. Donnelly had been deprive-d by 
the city council of Minneapolis of all repruentation (Jm011.!J the officers contiucting 
the elution is, in itself, avery strong proof of conspiracy andjratu:t." 

We may remark that there is abundance of testimony in this ease showing that 
nearly one-half of the polls in some of the counties were under the exclusive con­
trol of the part;y friends of the contestee; and it is stoutly ma,intained by the con­
teRtant that the refusal to register qualified Republican voters, and that the ap· 
pointment of incompetent Republican election precinct officers at other polling 
llla~s. anti vari()US other acts and omissions on the part of the partisan friends of 
the cont.estee, taken in connection with the fact that at many of the precincts only 
Demf)crats wf're appointed election officers, alford a strong reason why the rule 
Jaill rlmvn in the Washburn-Dounell.v case should apply in this. 

The :-appointment of managers of election, in fairness and common decency, 
should be made from opposite political parties. A refusal to do so in the face of 
a sta~te directin~ it to be done may in some instances be evidence of fraud, antl 
it might form an Important link in the chain of circumstances tencl1ng to establish 
a conspiracy. 

We are not satisfied that the evidence in tnis case establishes such a conspiracy. 
A word of explanation. When the Committee on Elections decided this case ln 

committee there were .several members absent, as the record of the committee will 
show. When the report was signed a. majority of the committee agreed to the 
minority report. 

W o therefore recommend the adoption of the following reiolution : 
Resolved, That the contestant have leave to withdraw his papers without preju­

dice. 
'Ve concur in the conclusion reached by this report. 

. W. H. CALKINS. 
GEO. C. HAZELTON. 
JNO. T. WAIT. 
S. H. MILLER. 
F.E.BELTZHOOVER. 
G. ATHERTON. 
S. W. MOULTON. 
L. H. DAVIS. 

ILLITERATE ELECTIOY OFFic&ns. ~fr. MOULTON. I desire to make a request. 
There is no doubt in our minds, from the evidence in this case that many of the ~Ir. CALKINS. I will withdraw the previous question for the pres· 

Republican precinct inspectors were appointed as such because they could neither ent. 
read nor wnte. This is, in our judgment, a cleat· abuse of the law, and without ~ir ~IOULTON I will t th tte ti fth H b t 
the supervisor~:~' law, whieh enables the opposing TJart.y to ha\"e men of their own · ~ · no occupy e a n on ° e onse, U 
selection to guard the ]lolls as supe1-visors, we woultl be strongly inclined to a}lply in reply to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RAN1HIT] I ask. 
t\ corrootiYe for this manifest abuse of power. leave to print some views which I have here. 

With tickets exactly sinlilarin allrespects, or as nearlysoastheycan be printed, The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and the minority 
and on the same kintl of papor, it would not be a hard task for election officers, if · f th tl fr lllin · [ ] 
they were so di1:1posed, to oheatan illiterate man who could neithen:eadnor write 'VIews o e gen eman om OlS ~Ir. MOULTON will be printed 
both in the vote and in the count. All _good people ought to discountenance and in the RECORD. 
cry clown evillractices of this kind. '' e indulge the hope that it will not be re· The minority views are 3B follows: 
pea ted in the utnre. REOISTR.A.TIOS LAW. The notice of contest comprises thirteen charges of illegality or irregularity, 

• each and all of so general and vague a character as not to oomply with the stat-
lt appears in the evidence that very many electors in ihe various counties of thls ute nor enable the respondent to know what particular grounds are relied uJ>()n 

district were depri>ecl of the right of voting because they were not registered. for the con.test. ~o voter or official is named in the notice. No precinct town, 
The r gistry Jaw of Mississippi provides the manner in which registration shall be or oounty 1s spem..q.~?-· and n? numbers are given, but merely general charges 
made. An unlawful rt'lfusal on the part of the re1,ristratinn officers to reJJ:ister a ar~ mad_e, such as m a J>()rtton of the county there was not a proper represen· 
qualified elector i.s a good g:rountl for contest; but, in order to make it avail:t.ble, tatio? g1vt;n l? the different political pa.rtil"s; " that "in a. portion o! the <!?unties 
the proof should clearly show the name of the elector who offered to register; that election dLstr1cts were established or~ished without complymg wtth tha 
he was a duly qualified voter, ancl the reason why the officer re£used to register law;" thaL "in a. portion of the C()Unl~e registration of voters was not con· 
him, and, under the statutes of the United State, if be offered to perform all that d~cted as required IJy law," or "in a large number of voting plac~s ~n the dis­
was necessar:v to be done by hinl to register, and was refused, an<l afterwards pre- triCt many lawful voters were not permitted to vote." These and smulnr vague 
sen ted himself at the proper voting.place aml offered to vote and again offered to and uncertain charges constitute the notice of contest. 
Jlerform everything reqmred of him under the law, and his vote was still refm;ed, An election oontest without notice should be treated as an absolute nullity. 
It would be the duty of this lloust'l to see to it that he js not deprived of his right (McCrary's Law of Elections sec. 341.} The form of the notice and its essent-ials 
to participate in the choice of his officers. are the pr()per subjects of leglslation under the Constitution, and are as binding 

Unfort-unately in this case the proof falls far short of that which is rt!quired to UJ><>n the House in judging of an election contest as laws in rl"gard t() pra.ctice 
~nabla the IIou11e to apply the proper remedy. That there were many instances are UJ><>n the courts. This does not, of course, interfere with the right of the 
m whir.h the officers of registration arbitrarily refused to do their duty is appar- House to institute independent inquiry upon its own resolution, but relates 
~n.t. That- many electors were tlepriYed of their right to vote in consequence of solely too. statutory oontest, such as this case is. 
thts action .is also apparent; but in going thl;()ugh the testimony in this cat1e, the The statute provides that the notice must particularly set forth the grounds of 
nnmuer thus refuRoo tt>gistration, and rf'fusetl the ri!!:ht to vote, if arlded to con- complaint. Under this statute notices so vague orgeneral have been uniformly 
testant'!i vote. would not elect him. X either is it shown 11nfficiently for whom the held insufficient to maintain a contest upon. See Duffy and Mason, l<''orty-sixth 
non-regtstere.d voters wonld have voted hatl they been allowed that ri~ht. C-ongress; Wright and ~er, 1 Bar;tl~tt, 152. . . 

CUANGE OF POLLIXG-PLACXS. Tll.e re.ason a~~- neees.'ltty for a notice that will gtve the resp()ndent full and 
There • . . . · . preciSe mformat10n and enable him to meet the charge are the same that re· 

1 
111 some tf\"ltlel?ce ten !ling to establish the fact that many of -tb~ voting quire particularity in pleading, whether civil or criminal, C()neerning which the 

{hace~were ~anged Just pnor to the election, aud that much confus10n was rulesarewellknown. Adecisionthatthenoticeinqnestionissufficientwould 
d~ Y cau~e among the voters. Many of' them were not aware of the change, 1Je to bold that we are at liberty to disregard the statute and allow the contest­

f·n ~ SOje rhtances th~y d!d DOt know where the neW polling-places were estab-~ ant to withhold the information that W()uld enable the respondent to Jtn()W r ih u~ .ow far tbl.S afleoted the result of the election we are unable to tell UJ><>n what. ground the oontest is based. It would be a rule to promote oontests 
rom 6 endence. We can, however, readily imagine how a resort 'to changing unfairlybyallowingvagueandbroadassertionstosupersedeparticulargroundll. 
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Unless the House is willing to overrule the statute and its prior decisions, it 
must hold that there is no sullicient notice of contest in this case. 

We b!lve, however, looked carefully into the evidence, whether taken accord­
ing to the statute or not, and conclude there is nothing to impeach the validity 
of the election of the sitting member by I\ majority of5,000 or upward. 

The district comprises ten counties in Northern Mississippi, containing a pop­
ulation, according to the census of 1880, of about UH.OOO. In six of the counties 
it seems that a majority of the voters are white. In four counties a majority are 
colored. In three of the counties (Benton, 1\larsha.ll, and Panola) the votes re­
reived by Manning and Buchanan were nearly the same. In the county (Yala­
busha) Harris, the Greenback candidate, received more votes than llanning­
nearly all the votes being divided between them. In the other six counties Man­
ning received majorities ranging from 300 to 900 in each. Altogether l\tanning 
received 15,2"~; Buchanan received 9,996; Harris received 3,585. 

The statutes of 1\ILc;sissippi provide that the governor and State officials shall 
appoint for each county th1·ee commissioners of election, not a.ll of whom shall 
be of the same party; and they shall appoint judges of election, not all of the 
same party. 

The evidence shows this was done, but the objection is made that in some in­
stances these appoiutmen ts of Republican judges of election were not according 
to the dictates of the local partisan committees. 

As the law requires the appointments to be made in the discretion of the offi­
cials, we see no irregularity in their declining to be governed by partisan sug­
gestions. 

Perhaps the most urgent of these objections were mo.de as to appointments of 
judges in Marshall, Tate, Tallahatchie, and La Fayette Counties. In these 
counties it is urged that some ofthej udges could not read and write. Tbis would 
seem to be a necessity if colored voters are to be represented by the elder and 
most substantial of that class. This is testified to not only by white men, but 
by colored witnesses as well, called by Buchanan. (See pp. 1?, 14, 16, and 31L) 

In La Fayette County those appointments were really made upon the sugges­
tion of the colored Republican commissioner (pages 70, 71, Sll). In Tallahatchie 
County the objection was that some Greenbackers were-appointed instead of 
Republicans (pages 173, 174). 

In l\Iarshall County the Republican commissioner seems to have resigned his 
office to escape ~-ensure from the local committee of his party (page 123). These 
comt>laints, according to the evidence, are therefore not of violated law, but ob­
jections that the county officials, irrespective of party, disregarded the dictates 
of local committees. · 

Objection iA also made that many persons offering to vote were not allowed to 
do so because their names did not appear on the registry list. '.ro have allowed 
such people to vote would have been contrary to law. 

The law provides that all persons claiming the right to vote must register. 
These registry books must be ready some time before election, and on the last 

Monday in October, before any general election, thereisameetingofthecounty 
commissioners and circuit clerk to rectify the registry-to hear any complaints 
and add or take from the poll-lists, according as the law and facts require. (See 
Code of Mississippi, sections 124, 125.) 

There is no evidence to show this was not fairly done, but much that it was. 
. See, for example, the testimony of Johnson, commissioner for DeSoto County 

(page 229); Beanlaml, for La Fayette County {page 3ll); McAfee andLawedey 
for Tallahatchie County (pages 416, 421); and Clifton, clerk of Tate County (pag~ 
398). 

As there is no eviden<}e of a refusal to register any legal voter, and as no one 
duly registered was refused a vote, the complaint that unregistered voters were 
not allowed to vote is a complaint that u~e ln.w was obeyed. Judges of election 
could do no dltrerenteven had they reason to suppose thatthereby they refused 
the vote of tl10se entitled to vote had thsir n:1.mes been registered. (See Ed-
monds vs. llnnbury, 28 Iowa Rep., 267.) . 

If, as assumed in one part of contestant's argument, many colored voters are 
too ignorant to be a judge of ele9tion, it is quite possible they are too ignorant 
or indifferent to attend to registration. 

It is remarkable in a case where so mueh assertion is made of votes refused 
that no voter is called as a witness and no name ever is given of a. voter who 
was un.lawfully denied registry or who, having registered, was refused a vote. 
Yet at ev!!ry prct;inct in the .dL<~trict was a Republican supervisor appointed by 
a. Republican Umted States JUdge, as suggested by Buchanan and friends and 
in all the precincts was a Republican judge, with a few exceptional cases ~here 
Greenbackers were appointed. Nearly all these persons testify and nearly all 
concur that so fur as they saw the election was fair and the count honest. In the 
very few cases whe~e doubt is raise<!- by the ~~imony of some 'vitneRS it is put 
to ~et!t by. other evideJJce that carrie~ conv1ct~on. For example, one witness, 
Fehx DavlS, thought there wa.S some uregulanty at the precinct of Horn Lake 
(pp. 31, 32). 
Bu~ not only is he not .supported by the Republican supervisor (p. 33), but a. 

relatiVe prono.uncesDavis an u.nrel~able ~onomaniac in political matters (p. 248), 
and R!veral witne~s-contradtct hiS te~tiruony. See testimony of· Clinton (pp. 
24.(), 2."i3), Foster (p. 2.36), Shaw (p. 259), Halbert (p. 27G), Wooldridge (p. 281). 

At several precincts, as Oak Gro,-e and Pleasant Hill, it seems a number of 
persons were not allowed to vote ~cause. they were not registered, but none of 
the~ cnme forward to say th~y were entitled to be registered, or were refused 
reg1st17, or for whom they WIMhed to vote; nor are their names given. 

At l'_orth Oxfor<;J four men, two wh!te and two colored, who had charge of a 
field-p1ece belongmg to the Democratic club, fired it on the green near the votil'l.g 
place. This seems to have been done on other election days and a number of 
~tnesses testify that nll regarded it as noisy play. One ~itness tllln.ks it 
fnghtened away some voters, but Lott, the Republican supervisor, says he only 
heard such a rumor, but that flO far 88 he knows there was a. full free fair vote 
and an honest count (p. 57). · . This is corroborated by so llllany witn~s (see pp. 
813 to 319) we can not doubt 1ts truth. 

At Ea;>t HolJy Springs i~ seems~ .. Iaman wSBappointed judge upon recom-
mendation of the Retmbhcan com , (p.106), but he declined to serve and a. 
colored ~epublican succe«:ded . ilk~rson, the G!ee.nback super-rlsc>r at 
that precmct, thought a mistake was mAde m the tally-list m counting but four 
witnesses show that he frequently absented himself during the count' and five 
testify that the count was correct. (See pages 337, 338, 344, 350, 351 3.35' 363 364.) 

At Chul.ahoma the Republican supervisor, not being a voter, wrl.s ~url.H.tied 
to act as such, but was allowed to watch all the proceedings. Bybim a fair poll 
is 11l:iown but be thought there was a mistake in the tally of about thirty votes 
But Clark, the Republican inspector, · testifies that he· called in a Republican jUS: 
tl~ of the pea~ to witness the count, and that it was honest, and there was no 
diSpute ~?out It (page 114). Hancock, the justice, corroborates it (page 369) as 
well. as N 1ms, the Democratic jud~e. To discredit this evidence would seem l..m­
posstble, even for partisan purposes. 

At Byhalia, Hardy ~brother-in-law to Buchanan) thought be saw one or two 
ti.ckets changed by a JUdge. His brother, a. Republican, and judge at that pre­
cmct, waR not called to corroborate the lrtory and 'Vatson one of the judges 
positively denies it. and says be was present ~d watched ali the time (pages37o' 
871). Hardy admits thut1he man he accuses bears an excellent reputation w ~ 
~Ink there was no unfairness at that poll. We see no reason to exclude th~pre­
cmcts we have named, yet they are the ones where irregularities or fraud are 
supposed to be proven.,~..}f anywhere. We think it ia shown nowhere. Counsel 
for Buohana.n, who is united State& attorney fo:r Northern 1\fi.asiuippi, and wit-

ness for contestant, testifies to several indictments procured against officials for 
violations of election laws. Bowen was found guilty for ejecting a supervisor, 
and fined a nominal sum. Johnson was acquitted of charge against him, and 
then some others were induced to submit to a plea of nolo contendere and a fine 
of $1 to $10 each, as less expensive even than an acquittal. The United States dis­
trict attorney and judge agreed to alJow tbis as defendants refused to plead 
guilty (see Strickland's evidence, pages 347, 348\, which is substantially admitted 
by Chandler (attorney and witness for contestant, pages 8, 9), and corroborated 
by the record evidence. The most that can be urged in such case is that there 
were possible technical mistakes, or irregularities, but no criminal intent. If 
this be not so, the attorney for the United States, as well as judge, committed 
p-ave crimes. It is more probable the attorney strained the law to make a seem-
~~~~his~~ . 

1\Iuch in the argument for contestant has assumed that all colored voters are 
of one party. It is mere assumption and contrary to strong proof. A score or 
more of white witneASes testifr to the contrary. Several colored voters testify 
to the same. Near Holly Sprmgs, where all the candidates reside and are well 
known to the colored people, the latter seem to bowen divided in politics. Nel­
son Ilunt, a colored farmer residing upon his own farm, aged G4 yearR, and a 
resident of that county for forty-six years, says his acquaintance with colored 
people .in the county is general, and that colored Democrats are numerous; th'-t 
he knew thirty-two colored men in 'Vest Holly SJ?rings, outside of the limits of 
the town, who voted for Manning, and upon bemg asked gave tl]e names of 
many of them (pages 361-363). A half dozen other colored farmers give similar 
testimony (see pages 368-369, 377-378, 380). . 

In Yalabusha County, where Harris and Manning each had over 1,200 votes, 
Buchanan was repudiated almost unanimously hy both black and wbite, receiv­
ing only 71 votes in the ~ounty. 
It is therefore demonstmted by the witnesses, anu of all shades of poliUcs and 

color on both sides, ~bat a very large proportion of the white voters and very 
many colored ones preferred Colouell\Ianning to Buchanan as their Represent­
ath-e in Congress, and there is no reason to douht that he was fairly elected l:iy 
a large majority, as certified by the State officials; nml to deny his right to a seat 
in Congress would be not to protect the right of suffrage, but to grossly abuse it 
under the pretense of judging. 'Ve therefore recommend the following resolu-
tion, namely: · 

Resolved, That Van H. Manning was duly elected to the Forty-seventh Con-
gress from the second .Mississippi district.. · 

Mr. CALKINS. I now demand the pre-rious question on the reso­
lution of the Committee on Elections, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the contestant have leave to withdrawhispaperswithoutpreju­

dice. 

The pre,ious questio~ was ordered, and the resolution )Vas adopted. 
Mr. CALKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 

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

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CAS:m-SESSI.NGKAUS VS. FROST. 

Mr. CALKINS. I now call up the contested-election case of Ses."3ing-
haus vs. Frost. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I mise the question of consideration. 
Mr. CALKINS. I ask the Clerk to read the resolution. 
Mr. ROBINSON, .of Massachusetu!. The gentleman has not the tloor 

for debate. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will take care of that. The Clerk will 

read the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

1. Resolved, That R. Graham Frost was not elected as a. Represe11tative to tlle 
Forty-seventh Congress of t-he United States from the third Congressional di~;­
trict of l\Iissouri, and is not entitled to occupy a seat in this House as such. 

2. Resolved, That Gustavus Sessinghaus was duly elected as a Representative 
from the third Congressional dLc;trict of 1\Iissouri to the Forty-Beventh CongretsM 
of the United.States, and is entitled to his seat as such. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana, chairman of the 
Committee on Elections, ca.Hs up the contested-election case of Sessing­
haus vi. Frost. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Ur. BINGHAM] 
raises the question of consideration. The question iR, Will the House 
proceed with the consideration of this election case? 

:Mr. CALKINS. I call for a division. I ask unanimous consent, 1\Ir. 
Speaker, to make a statement. 

1\fr. :MOULTON. I object, unless I have an opportunity to reply. 
1\Ir. CALKINS. I was going to suggest that by unanimous consent 

I may be heard for a few momentg, and then the gentleman may be 
heard in reply. 

JIIIr. CLARDY. I object, unless some time is accorded to the other 
side. 

1\Ir. CALKWS. Of course time will be allowed to the other side. 
1\Ir. COX, of New York. I understand the objection has been with­

drawn. 
Mr. CALKINS. I am exceedingly anxious to have these two cases 

of Sessinghaus vs. Frost and Cook vs. Cutts taken up and disposed of 
right away. There is a bill from the Post-Office Committee in refer­
ence to the adjustment· of the salaries of postmasters which comes over 
as the unfinished business, and which I am told will take but twenty 
minutes to pass it. I do not know how long it will take. It is now 
said it will not take over an hour to pass it. There is also another bill 
about some pension matters which the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. CURTIN] wants to get in that probably would take about the 
same length of time. If the House will consent to take up those two 
cases and decide them, then it is the highest duty-·-

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I object. 
Mr. R:ANNEY. The gentleman has mentio?ed two cases, but there 
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is another case still standing in the same line, that of Lee ~aainst 
Richardson, of South Carolina. 

1\'Ir. CALKINS. I d{) not mean to except that case. 
Mr. Rll"NEY. I wish to know if he proposes to call up two of the 

cases and not the third? 
:M:r. CALKINS. I do mean to call up that case. 
.Mr. MOULTON. I desire to say but a word. 1 do not wish ·when 

these cases are taken up that they shall be disposed of without fair op­
portunity for discussion. If this side as well as the ether side shall be 
allowed that opportunity, I shall make no objection. 

Mr. CALKINS. Of course we all concede that. 
The SPEAKER. The question is whether the House will proceed 

with the election case of Sessinghaus against FI·ost. 
The House divided; and there were-ayes 44, noes 83. 
Mr. CALKINS demanded tellers. 
Tellers were refused. 
So the House refused to proceed with the consideration of the con­

tested-election case. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
from last night. 

SALARIES OF POST~!ASTERS. 

I now call up the unfinished business comillg o>er 

The SPEAKER. The pending question i~ to suspend the rule::; and 
pass the bill (II. r... 7611) to adjust the salaries of postmasters, as re­
pt)rted from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

~Ir. HOLMAN. I demand a second on the motion to suspend tl1e 
rtU.es. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported-ayes 140, noes 8. 
So there was a secol'ld. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the reading of the bilL 
TheSPEAK.ER. ThegentlemanfromPennsylvania[~Ir. BI~Gli.IJI] 

will be recognized to control the time in favor of and the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] the time in opposition to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been ordered to be printed, and ap­
pears in the RECORD of the proceedings of yesterday. 

.Mr. HOLMAN. It is a very important bill, and the House wru; very 
thin last night. There was no quorum present, only a- handful of mem­
bers. I hope, therefore, there will be no objection to 1·eading the bill. 

Mr. VALENTINE. It is not necessarytocon:mme time; it has been 
printed in the RECORD, where members have .haclau opportunity of 
examining it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
Mr. PEELLE. 

I ask unanimous consent for the reading of the bill. 
I object to taking up the time ofthe Hou~e in that 

way. 
Mr. IIOLl\IAN. !'am surprised to find the gentleman willing to in­

crease salaries without reading the bill. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Sp~ker, I recognize the importance of expe­

dition in the discussion of this question; a.ad as the bill has been printed 
for the information of this House in the RECORD of this morning, I , 'vill 
assume that gentlemen either have examined it or will hercaiter ex am­
i ne it before the vote is taken, and therefore I need not now go in t.o an elah­
omte explanation of the details of the proposed legislation. It is known 
to this House by ita action during the p!lSt fifteen minute::~ that the con­
ference committee on the part of the House and the Senate have agreed 
to the date of the 2-cent rate of postage for domestic letwrs, going into 
effect under the law on the 1st day of the coming October. The Honse 
in the passage of the bill fixed this date originally on the 1st day of 
January next. The Senate fixed the date on the 1st day of July. The 
C{)nference committee made an ag:-eement dividing the time fixed by 
each House, and establishing the da.te on which it. should go into effect 
a.s the 1st da-y of Odober of the present year. Had it gone into effect, 
in accordance with the date fixed by this House, I assume now, as I 
assumed and asserted during the discu...oo.sion of the question reducing 
postage, that for the next fiscal year under the 2-cent rate there would 
he no deficiency on the part of the Post-Office Department, and there­
tore no demand upon the Treasury to make up the deficiency for the 
administration of that Department .. for the ~1 year ending June 30, 
1884. It is t{) carry out that law taking effect on the 1st da.yof October 
next that thiS ·bill is submitted for the consideration of this House, 
adjusting the salaries of 47,000 postmasters, all of whom are largely 
dependent either upon the amount of stamps canceled in their respective 
offices or upon the amount of stamps sold and canceled. 

I would submit for the informn.tion of the House that many plans, 
suggestions, and bills drafted were presented to the Post-Office De­
partment, not only by those outside, but by officials of the Department 
thoroughlyfamili:n:with the S';!bj~t, covering the question of readjust­
ment of compensation, and this bill now submitted to the House has 
been deemed not only by the Department but by the Committee on the 
P()l)'t-Office and Post-Roads as being the fairest and most equitable not 
only to this large body of subordinate officials but also to the Govern­
ment. It is proper right here for me to state that the report of the 
Postmaster-General, as submitted to this Congress, called attention, in­
dependently of the reduction of the rate of postage, to the necessity of 
the revision of the salaries of the postmasters, and he used these words, 
whi~~ I shall read for the information of the House. 

These recommendations and the suggestions commended to Congress, 
clearly and with great force, exhibit the cumbrous and complex system 
of compensating postmasters now in practice under existing law and 

· explain the necessity for change and simplification of method and sys­
tem: 

The very able report of the First Assistant Postmaster-General calls attention 
to the great difficulty experienced in adjusting salaries to postmasters of the first 
three classes, and in making allowances for expenses to those of the first two 
cla.'!Se!'l, 

He does not exaggerate those difficulties. It may well be doubted if he could 
exaggerate them. It would be easy to frame a law more unjust than that under 
which the salaries of postmasters are now settled, but it is quite wmecessary to 
do so-the existing law is sufficiently unjust. But necessity herself, though ad­
mitted to be the mother of invention, could not invent a. more cumbrous or com­
plex method of adjusting salaries. Postmasters at the smallest offices are paid 
alike. Their J?S.Y is apportioned in part upon the revenues of their offices and 
in part accordmg to the labor performed in them. So far as revenue is derived 
from the rent of boxes, postmasters take the whole. So far as it is derived from 
the sale of" waste paper, dead newspapers, printed matter, and twine," they re­
ceive 60 per cent. So far as 1t is derived from the sale of money-orders, they re­
ceive one-third. So far as it is derived from the sale of stamps, envelopes, and 
postal-cards;they receive nothing. They may sell thousands in value, but they 
get no share of the proceeds. If, however, they cancel a~p on matter mailed 
at their offices, no matter where the stamp is sold, they get 60 per cent. of its 
value. If they pay a money-order they receive a quarter of 1 per <'ent. of its 
amount. 

This rule is sufficiently cumbrous, but sufficiently equaL Postmasters continue 
to be so paid until their sales and cancellations, exclusive of money orders, reach 
$400 per year. At that point a new rule is introduced. They still get the whole 
of the box rents; they still get the same commission on the sale and payment of 
money-orders; but, upon the proceeds from the sale of waste paper, dead news­
pnperH, printed matter. and twine, and upon the cancellation c:1 stamps they get 
50 per cent. inRtead of60 on the excess over $400. 

This ne\vrule controls until such sales and cancellations, exclusive ofmoney­
o-eders, reach $1,200 a year. Then a new rule obtains. It isdifficulttoseewhY, 
but thereafter, on the surplus received from the sales of waste paper, dead news­
papers, printed matter, and twine, the postmaster receives, not 60 per cent., nor 
50 per cent., but 40 per cent., and the same percentage on the value of stamps 
cunreled. 

'Vl.ten, however, the box rents and these various cotnmissious, exclul!ive of 
the money-order business, shall aggregate $1,000, the office i~ advanced from the 
fourth to the third class. Then there is a new a,pd most curious rule for com­
pen..;ation. Then the postmaster receives a salary in lieu of the box rents and 
commi.J.<I!ions before assigned to him. 

To determine the amount of the salary in a givencaseafund is~;etapart. That 
fund is compoAed of all the box-rents, ifthe postmaster owns the boxes and the 
rents do not exceed $1,350 per annum. It is composed of two-thirds of the box­
rents iftbe Government owns the boxes and the rents do not exceed $1,000. To 
those sums, respectively, is added commissions on all other postal revenues of 
the office in different proportions, to wit, 60 per cent. on the first $-100, 50 per 
cent. ou the next SSOO, 40 per cent. on the next 11.,600, and SO per cent. on the ex­
ce&l until the commissions amount to $1,350. 

That sum, so curiously compounded, does not constitute the salary of the post­
master, but out of it is dipped, so to speak, as many even hundreds of dollars as 
can be found. That is the salary for all postmasters, unless the gross revenues 
exceed $4,000 per annum. 'When the revenues exceed $<1,000 the postmaster re­
ceives a percentage on the excess. That percentage constantly varies. It is 
1 per cent. on all sums between U,OOO and $10,000. So often as the revenues 
double the percentage is reduced one-tenth of 1 per cent. until the revenues 
reach the aggregate of $1,200,000. On all revenues above that maximum the 
postmaster receives one-tenth of 1 per cent.; and still, when a salary reaches 
l£4,000, all these. streams are turned off, except in the single case of the office at 
New York. There they continue to flow until the salary is swollen to $8,000. 

The partnership now existing between the Go\·ernment and the postmaster in 
the use ofletter-boxes should be dissolved. Whenever the Government owns 
the borxes or bites them with the building, the whole of the rental paid by pa.­
trons, and not: two-thirds ofit, belongs to the revenues of the Department as much 
as the postage does. Where, on the contrary, the postmaster supplies the boxes 
and the Government does not, the latter should no more share in the proceeds 
from their rent than in the rent of any other ·property belonging to the officer. 
In all cases therefore

1 
in adjusting the pay of postmasters I think box rents 

should be wholly elimmated from the calculation; and I am stron~Jy inclined 
to the opinion that the whole system of regulating the compensatiOn of post­
wasters should be radically changed. I know of but two reasons for paying 
postmasters at all. One is, he incurs responsibility; and the other, he performs 
labor. Both the responsibility and the labor are accurately measured by the 
business transacted at the several offices. The bu;~iness transacted at each office 
is mea.<Jured with sufficient accuracy by its revenues. The two marked excep­
tions fo this rule are the offices at New York and at Washington. The former 
f~~fti~e~d be excepted because of the largea.mountofforeignmail handled at 

* • * • * • • 
The office at 'Vashington should be excepted because of the large percentage 

of mat~r ~ndled there emanating from Congress or from the DepartmE"ntA 
and which y1elds no revenue to the office. It is estimated that not less than 70 
per cent. of all the matter at that office emanates from those two sources. 

In concluding his long recommendation upon this suhject he em­
phasized this language: 

I know of but two reasons for pa.ytrlg postmasters a.t all. One is1 he incurs 
responsibility, and the •other be performs labor. Both the responstbillty and 
the labor are accurately·m.easured by the business transacted at the several 
offices. The business transacted at each office is measured with sufficient accu­
racy by its revenue. 

I would state tha.t upon this proposition, and upon this basis of labor 
performed and responsibility incurred the present bill is submittoo for 
the consideration of the House. In this bill all that is deserving of re­
tention in existing statutes is retained; all that is complex and cum­
brous is wiped out and ignored. 

The classification of postmasters under existing statutes is retained 
in this bill-other concurrent laws having effect upon allowances for 
clerk-hire, rent·, fuel, light, and incidental expenses. 

Permit me to refer you to report of Ex-Postmaster-General James, 
with reference to the claims of the postma.s ters of the several large post .. 
offices, where labor, responsibility and bonded obligation entitle them 
~ special consideration. I read from his report of June 30, 1881; 
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Table showing tlte gross revenue, bond, and compensation of postmasters and money-order busi-ness of sr.un of the princi]Jal cities of the Unitetl States. 

Office. Ordinary gross Bond of post-
revenue. master. 

1\Ioney-ordcr business. 
Compensa- l-------..,-------­

tion ofpost­
master. Value of orders 

issued. 
Value of order11 

paid. 

ii~~~~;;;~?:::;;;;;;;;;?}tt::::?::;::;:::::::~::;:::;::::;::::;:::~::::~:::;::~: ~ __ 
1_:_r_~_:~_~_:_r_!_;.-$300-~-~-:_m __ ~-~---~-i_im __ l_;; --$-i_:~-~_7_i~_r_l_f_!_~I.-

Total. ... ... ... ....... ..... ...... ... . .. ... . . . .. ... .... . . . ... . . . ... . .. . . ... .. ...... ..... .. .. . . ...... .. .... .. . . . . 6, 085, 072 04 1, 600, 000 00 28, 000 00 I 6, 635, %""1. 89 [ 

S7,020,6W 86 
2,637,577 30 
2,643,550 48 
-:1. 529 022 57 2: 337: o:ro 67 
~. 146, 2~>9 sa 
1' 515, 272 97 

Total of all offices in ~be United States ......... : ........................................... -!==36~, ... =~85~, 3':>=7=9=7=41-= .. = .. = .. = .. = .. = .. = ..• = .. = •. = .. = .. i=l =8=, 29=8,=7=42="=7=9=.:,:=1=09=, 7=i'i0=,=6=95=73=1 

22, 819, 4,45 1H 

106,178,092 so 

In view oft-be facts thus presented, I recommend tbatthecompensationoftbe 
postmasters at Chieago, Philadelphia, Boston, and Saint Louis be increased to 
S7,000, and that of the postmasters at Cincinnati, San Francisco, New Orleans, 
and Baltimore to $6,000 per annum. 
It is as essential to the interests of the Government as to those of private en­

terprise that its business be transacted by men equipped for their work by nat­
ural qualificatiott and special training. Surely the Government can not expect 
to secure the services of the men best qualified to do its work when it offers a 
salary afford.iDg little more than a bare support to officials who are clothed with 
the largest responsibilities. 

The marked increase of business in these several large offices may 
well receive the attention of the House, and when the vast amount of 
money handled and responsibility incurred is clearly understood and 
appreciated I do not think any gentleman upon this :floor can objectto 

the 512,000 increase of compensation which this bill carries for tbe 
eight largest offices in the country. I read the exhibit or statement of 
busine sin accorfumce with the 1a.test official returns: 

ORDTXARY GROSS RRVF:Xti£8. 

Chicago ... .......................... .. ............... ........ ... . ... ....... ... ...... ~ ···· ·· ······· ...... $1,681, 69'2 
Philadelphia.......... ............ ................................................. ... ......... ... .... 1, 432, 1¥1 
Boston.................................................................... ... ............................ 1, 371,419 
Saint Louis ........................ .. .. .. ............... .. :............................................ 750,013 
Cincinnati................... ... ...................................... .. ................... .. .......... GRl, 761 
San Francisco................... .. ..................... .............. ................................ 49H, 7o.! 
Baltimore................ .. ............................. ........... ....... .... .. .... ................... -:1.93,100 

I also read to the House the statement of the business tram~acted in 
these several large offices in the money-order-division: 

Statement sMwing tlte value of the money-orders issued and paid during the fi~Jcal" yc(}r ended June 30, 1882, at the cities named. 

Domestic. International. 

Office. 1 ------------..,--------------l ------------~----------- T~f~~d~~; 
Valueoforde1-s I Valueoforders Vnlueoforders I Yalueofordcrs issued. 

Total value 
of orders 
paid. 

Grand to­
~~ iRsned 
and paid. 

issued. paid. issued. paid. 

--------------------------------------l------------l-------------l------------------------:----------l----------
$568, 877 99 1 ~143, 871 88 Chicago ...................................................................... . 

Boston ....................................................................... . 
Saint Louis ................................................................. . 
Cincinnati .................................................................. . 

f1,638,248 14 
913,044 53 
873,356 24 
458,382 54 
983,187 42 
951,336 74 
9'27,698 79 
504,212 83 

$7, 266, 787 04 
2, 731, 333 01 
4, 443, 8'J5 76 
2, 358, 816 45 1 
2, 437,515 20 

24-5,913 19 121,230 20 
116, 796 24 '18, 526 82 
58, 586 13 27' 2i9 ().1 

~.207,126 
1, 158, 9."i7 

9HO, 152 
516,008 

1,127,752 
l, ()?.J., 750 
1, 145,244 

$7, 410, 6.)8 
2,R52,563 
4,492, 4-"2 
2, 3»6, 095 
2,502,5r)() 
1, ~'l6, 0'25 
2, 8"..5, 75R 
• 779,744 

$9,617,78-5 
4,011,521 
fi,482,575 
2, 00.3,064 
3,6.10,31:~ 
~.877, 776 
3, 971,00:3 
1,314., 159 

San Francisco ............................................................. . 144,565 07 ().'5,035 10 
Baltimore., ..•............................................................... 
Philadelphia .............................................................. . 
Washington .............................................................. . 

1, 828, 716 10 
2, 747,483 80 

70,411 40 27,309 56 
217' 54;) 58 1'!8, 275 18 

034,414 765,045 oo I 30, 202 60 13, 799 68 

J. H. ELA, Auditor. 
OFFICE OF THE Al:DITOR OF THE TREASURY FOR THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 

Washingto-n, D. C., February 28, 1883. 

The $12,000 additional compensation which the bill carries for the 
said large offices will be : 
BoRton, $2,000, maldng total annual compensation ........................... : ......... $6,000 
Pbiladelphia..t..~•OOO, mak.ing tQtalannual compensation ........ ;......... .......• 6, 000 
Saint Loul'l, ~:.:,OOO,.mak:ing total annual compensation .............................. 6,000 
Chicago, $2,000, making total annual compensation................................... 6; 000 
Cincinnati, Sl,OOO, 'making totn.l annual compensation............................... 5, 000 
San FrancL'!CO, ~1,000, making total ann1;1al compensation.......................... 5, 000 
'Vashington, ti-1.000, making total annual compensation............................. G, 000 
Baltimore, Sl,OOO, making total annual compensation................................ 5, 000 

In view of the millions of dollars annually handled, no one certainly 
can object to the rea.'>Onably fair sabries when added to all the obliga­
tions and responsibilities there is required from the postmaster a bond 
of from $150,000 to $300,000. . 

I read to the House the details of the bill covering the first, second, 
and third class offices, and make the declaration that they will not 
increase or allow, other than-in the eightofficesbeforementioned, addi­
tional compensation, save that which is due to natural growth and in­
crease in work. The officers will receive the following specified com­
pensation where their offices exhibit the specified gross receipts: 

FIRST CLAS.'!. 
- Salary. 

2,000 
2,100 
2,200 
2,300 
2,400 
2,500 
2,600 
2,700 
2,800 
2,900 

THIRD CLASS. SalarJJ. 
$1, 900 and not exc,-eeding $2, 100 .................................................................. Sl, 000 
$2, 100 and not exceeding $2, 400.... ..... ..... .. . . ......... .. .... .. . . .. . .. . ...... .. ... . . .. . .. ...... I, 100 

I. I~~~!!~~ 11::::::~:::::::::~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~:::::~::::::::: !; 
Mr. Mc:UILLIN. It increases, however, the salaries in the large.<;t 

offices. 
Mr. BINGHAM. It increases the salaries in the eight largest offices 

in the country-the offices that handle from Ri.x: to almost twelve mi1l­
ion dollars. 

Mr. 1\IcMILLIN. .And those officers now receive the largest salary? 
1\Ir. BINGHAl\f. They receive now the largest salaries; but only to 

the extent of one, two, three, and four hundred dollars grea.ter than 
first-class offices, where the postmaster handles limited amounts of 
money and where the responsibility is not great. 

The rates fixed for the several classes to which I ha,ye referred have 
been determined after careful examination of the present salaries and 
gross receipts, as shown by the last biennial adjustment, which went 
into effect July 1, -1882, and I h.we no hesitation in saying that an ad­
justment made on this basis will be fair and impartial, and will cause 
less friction than any other plan whlc_h has been proposed. By less 
friction I mean , that practically the pr&:>ent salaries will not be mate­
rially changed, and any increase of salaries will be due to a healthy in­
crease of revenue. The reduction of letter postage will fall heaviest 
upon the legion ( 45,000) of fourth-class postmasters, as their compensa­
tion is largely made up from commissions on mail rna tter actn.·illy maileu 
at their offices-literally upon stamps canceled. 

1\Ir. McMILLIN. Before the gentleman from Pcnn~ylmnia corue8 
to the fourth-class offices I wish to ask him what effect does the change 
in salary have upon the second and third classes? 

1\Ir. BINGHil1. I will state to the gentleman that the bill holds 
the second and third classes, after ca.reful and ,critical examination, 
just where they are now. 

1\fr. l\-10RSE. And large bonds are required. 
l\Ir. BINGHAM:. Yes, large bonds are required. 
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There are members on this floor more familiar with the details of the 

fourth-class offices than I am. They know that in each of their dis­
tricts they number a hundred and more. They are the class of offices 
which do not receive, as tl1e larger offices receive, reasonable, fair com­
pensation for stamps sold and for work done. In the fourth-class office 
the compensation allowed is a percentage on canceled stamps. The 
stamps must be canceled in the office, not sold, but canceled in the 
office, before the commission is allowed. 

In that connection let me state the fourth class of postmasters are 
paid on the return to the Department of their quarterly accounts. 
They will immediately feel the effect on the rate of commission, if the 
present law stands, of the difference between the commission allowed 
tor the cancellation of a 3-cent stamp and a 2-cent stamp. Gentlemen 
need but to hear that proposition to thoroughly understand it. 

The law so far as that class of postmasters are concerned will take 
effect immediately; and in making the estimates and in changing the 
rate of commission your committee have determined to recommend 
such a rate and change in the commission as would give to the fourth­
class postmaster the same amount of compensation that he now receives 
for a line of work identical, at the 2-cent rate, for exactly the same 
amount of work done; with this one addition, and the committee be­
lieve that in view of the fourth-class officers receiving no compensation 
for rent, fuel, light, clerk-hire, &c., some small increase of compensa­
tion should be given that class of officers, 45,000 in number. 

I feel that! represent the entire Committee on the Post-Office and Post­
Roads, and I know that I represent the Department, when I submit that 
the basis we have drafted the bill upon will give to these fourth-class 
postmasters, from $100 up to $1,000 per annum, between 9 and 10 per 
cent. increase. But the largest average of increase v.ill l)e in the class 
of offices that run up to between $400 aild 500 per annum. That is 
the class that will more largely receive this perca.tage of increase than 
the postmasters whose compensation exceeds $500 per annum. 

I will briefly illustrate by some tables I have the difference between 
the old law and the bill now under consideration. 

These commissions under existing law are per quarter as follows: 

g~ :~: ~~ !: ~i1~ c:~f:o£~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: : :::::::: : :: : :::::: :: : : : : :::::: m 
limited, howeT"er, including box-rents and all other revenue except 
money-order commission, to $250 per quarter. 

The proposed plan reduced to :figures gives the fourth-class postmas­
ter compensation at the following rates per quarter, namely: . 
On the fin;t ~. 100 per cent .• or . .. .. ........ .. .... .... .. .. . ...... ..... ... ..... ...... ..... ..... .... .. . $.'50 

8~ ~: ~~~ ~: ~ ~~ :~~:: ~~:::::::: : : :: ::::: : :::::::::: : :::: ::::::::::::: :::: :::: : :: : ::: : : : :: : :: 1gg 
and 40 per cent. on all the balance, limited to $250 per quarter, exclu­
sive of money-order commissions. 

I also submit a table showing the present and the proposed compen­
sation of fourth-class postmasters, giving the relative and average in­
crease of salary on revenue of $50 to $1,000, under the oltl and new law: 

Compelll!ation of postmaster. 

~ . :s ~ ai I ~£ 
§ ~ii ~~ ~ . ~~ 
~ p ~ ~ ~·~ 
:.. ]~ ~~ t ,, ... ~ 

OOn __ n_r_e_v-en_u_e- of.f-.. -.. -.. -. . -.. -... -.. -.. -.. -.. -.. -.. -... -.. -.. -.. -.. -.. 1--F-oo--~- $3060 0000 1$0050 0000 S:-4)00 0000 II 66~.· 7700 
revenneo ..... ........... ... .. . .. ..... ....... . 

On revenue of..... ............... .................. 200 00 120 00 200 00 80 00 66.70 
On revenue of................ .......... ..... . ...... 300 00 180 00 260 00 80 00 4-!. 40 
On revenue of...... ... ....................... ... ... 400

500 
00
00 
~ ~ ~~ 00

00 
~ ~ 1 ~: gg 

On revenue of ............... .... ... . .... ..... :. .... ..."" ;;,v 

On revenue of .................. .. ..... ... :..... .... 600 00 340 00 440 00 100 00 29.40 
On revenue of................................... ... 700 00 390 00 400 00 100 00 2.'3. 60 
On revenue of....... ......... ............... ....... 800 00 440 00 540 00 100 00 :!2. 70 
On revenue of.................... .. .............. .. 900 00 490 00 590 00 100 00 :!0. 40 
On revenue of............ .................... ... ... 1, 000 00 540 00 640 00 100 00 18.50 

Averages .... .. ............ ......... ......... ~28364j36400j~38.67 

Also, table showing compensation of fourth-class postmasters under 
old and new law per quarter: 

OLD L.-\W. 

On first ......... $100, 60 per cent., or $60 
On next... .. ... 200, M per cent., or 100 
On next........ 225, 40 per cent., or 90 

TotalFt..... 52.3..... ..... .. ........ ... . 250=nuuimum amount allowed perquart.er. 
NEW LAW. 

On first..... .... $50, 100 per cent., or t50 
On next......... 100, 60 per cent., or 60 
On next......... 200, 50 per cent., or 100 
On next ........• · 100, 40 per cent., or 40 

Totals .... .. 450 ................ : ......... 250=maximum amount allowed per quarter. 

g~~~ia~v:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~:~~::::::::::::: · ~ ~::! ~:!:::t:~ ~ 
Ditftlrence in favor of new law per quarter.... .. 'jl) 

I ask the House to pass the bill. It will simpli(y the atljru;tmeut of 
the salary of every postmaster in the country. They will be paitl in 
accordance with the gross receipts of their offices and responsibility for 
money obligations, as well as labor performed. It will increase to .a. 
reasonable and just extent the allowances of the fourth-class officers, 
whose pay is small, yet at the same time ha•e duties that are exacting 
and important. 

The bill is in the direction of good legislation, and should receive the 
support of every member of this House. 

I shall append to my remarks seYeral exhibit8 that may be useful to 
gentleman who may desire to examine more carefully into the bill 
under consideration : 

EXHIBIT A. 
January 1,1883: 

~~~E~:To~;r~~~~~~ii1~~:~::::::::::::::.:::::::::: :::::.:.:.:.:::::~·::.:.:::.:. ::.:::.:.:.:.::::::: !:1 
June 30, 1882: 

Number of post-offices ..... .. .. .................. .. .... ... ..... ......... .. ........ ............ ........ 46,231 
Number of Presidential post-offices. ..... ............ ...... .. .................... ...... ........ 1, 951 
Kumber of fourth-class post-offices ..... ............................................... .. ...... 44,280 
Total compensation paid t.o postmasters fiscal year ended June 30, 

18S2 .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . .. . . .. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. ... . . . . . . ... . .. . . . ..•..... .. .. . . .. . . . .. . . . .. . . $8, 964, 676 72 
Total salaries of Presidential postmasters fiscal year ended June 

30, 1882 ..... . ...•............. . ··· · ··········• ····· · ··· ··· ........ ....... ..... . ...... . .. ... ..... . 3, 263,400 00 
Total compensation of fourth-class postmasters fiscal year ended 

June30, 1882 ... ............................................. .............•. -............... ... 5,701,276 72 
Average salary of postmasters of the fourth <·lass.......................... 128 72 
Receipts of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ended 

Jnne 30, 1882 .. . .......... ~ ..................................................•..... . ..•.....• 41,8i6,410 00 
Gross receipts of PJ:esidential post-offices (1,9<>""1 innurul>er) for the 

fiscal year ended June 30t l&rl ... . .... . .. . ...•....•.................• .......... .. ~ 29,541,458 00 · 
Gross receipts of Presidential post·offices (44,280 in number) for 

the fiscal year ended June 30, 1882 ........................... :. ... ... ...... ...... 12, 334, 91)2 00 

EXHIBIT B. 
Stu~nent showing the 1mmber of Presidential post-offices, aagregate sala1·ies of post­

masters, and gross receipts, 1),1'ranged alphabetically by States and Terr-itori-es. 

States. 

Alabama ...........•................ .... .............................. 
Arizona · ... ........................................................... . 
Arkansas ........... .................. ................ ................ . 
California ............ ................................... ........ .. .. . 
Colorado ......... ................. ............. ..... ................. . 
Connecticut ....... ................................ ...... .......... . . 
Dakota ...... ... ............ ............... .. .. .. .. .................... . 
Delaware ......... .......................................... ...... ... . 
District of Colurubia ..................................... . ..... . 
};' lorida .... .. .................. .............. ... ....................... . 
Georgia .. ... . .. ....... ............................................... . 

llii~~~::::::::::::: :: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::.~::::::::::::::::::: 
Indiana .... .. . : .... ....... .. ... .................. .. ......... ......... . 
Iowa .. ... ........... .......... ........... ......................... .. ... . 
Kansas ... ....... .. .. ........... ....... ............................ .. .. . 

~~~~~~~:::::::: : :: :: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::·.::::::::::::::::: 
1\Iaine .......... .... ...... .............. . ................ .............. . 
1\laryland ... .. .. : .. .... ....... ....... ............ ........ ...... ..... . 
1\Iassachuse~ts ....... ................. ............................. . 
1\Iichigan ......... ................................... ................. . 

Mi:o~r~~·:·::.:.:.:::·:·:·:·:·::::::::::.:.:::·:·:·::::::·::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
1\Iontana .... .. ....................................................... . 
Nebraska .... ... ..................................................... . 
Nevada .............................................................. . 
New Hampshire ............ .. ................ ......... .. ........ . 
Ne\V Jersey ............................................. .. ......... . 
New 1\Iexico ............. ................................. ......... . 
Ne\v York ...... ... ...... .. ....... ......... ... .... .. .......... ....... . 
North Carolinll ... ............... ................................. . 
Ohio ................................................ ........ ............ . 
Oregon ... ................. . .... .. ... ............. ..................... . 
Pennsylvania ......... ........... . .. ......................... .. ... . 
Rhode Island ............... .. ........................... ......... . 
South Carolina ........ ............. ... ................ ........ ... . 
Tennessee ..... .......... ................ .. ............... .. .... .. .. . . 
Texas ...... . ... ... ............... ..... . ..... . ........ ....... ........... . 
Utah ......... .. . ........................ ................................. l 
~~1~~;i~~:.:.::::::.:.:.:.:.:::::::::::::: : :·::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
West Virginia ...... ·· · ····································· · ·· · ···· ~ 
~~~~~~.::::::: : :::·.: ::::·.:::::·.: : :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: : :: 

No. of 
offices. 

20 
5 

15 
57 
38 
50 
19 

6 
1 

11 
27 
2 

178 
86 

117 
75 
34 
14 
31 
20 

116 
104 
51 
21 
65 
9 

37 
11 
29 
58 

6 
206 
18 

130 
11 

150 
11 
16 
19 
57 
7 

27 
27 
8 

12 
76 
4 

12.0021 

Salaries. 

$34,900 
10,100 
25,900 

107,700 
74,200 
93,900 
;n 600 

9:600 
4,000 

18,600 
50,700 
3,500 

2.')6 100 
us8:9UO 
156,100 
127,300 

59,200 
22,800 
57,600 
32,300 

220,400 
190,600 

~~ 
lll,500 
18,200 
60 900 
20:400 
4~,700 

105,200 
10,500 

36."i,900 
29,800 

243 200 
19:300 

260 600 
u:ooo 
26 200 
34:300 

102,000 
11,500 
42,800 
49,200 
13,500 
19,500 

131,100 
8,000 

3,620,100 

Receipts. 

$156,5ll 
35,735 

101.,()'>..8 
&'l6,820 
377,567 
623 744 
162:30:3 

62, 97Y 
24:!. ]'j;) 
69,09-1 

a20,0i4 
8265 

2,591:50'.! 
719,962 
6a7,57Y 
420,098 
404,422 
808,874 
374,315 
584,635 

2,402,871 
9!9,:W3 
486,865 
10,1,495 

1,268,469 
55 500 

249:4.59 
52,170 

200,716 
623,378 
36,4\14 

6,541,235 
120 93() 

1, 978:330 
91,822 

3,070, 546 . 
272,163 
139 386 
280:380 
456,167 
56,355 

152,484 
327,148 
32,97i 
9'.!,0'ii 

709,136 
26,070 

29,831,698 

~!;!t~~.~~~~:~~~~~·.:.:.:.:::.:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·::.:.:.:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·· .... :.:::·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·::·:·::: ~:~}~ 
Mr. HOLl\f.A....~. I yield :five minutes to the gentleman from Ten­

nessee, 1\I:r. 1\:Icl\IILLIY. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I feel that there is a necessity for legislation in 

behalf of the fourth-class postmasters of the country in view of t.he 
change that was made in the law during this session concerning the 
rate of postage; and while that is true I desire to enter my protest 
~gainst a scheme for the purpose of making that class of officers the 
scape-goat through which the best paid postmasters of the country ate 
to have their salaries increased. 

The very fust part of the bill pertains to that class of postmasters 
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who already receive the largest salaries that are given to any" postmasters 
of the country. It is a well-known fact that the service has suffered 
no detriment by reason of failure to pay this class of officers amply. It 
is a well-known fact that whenever there is a vacancy in any of the 
large cities of the countrythereis a swarm of applicants any one of whom 
would discharge the duties well; and yet with this fact staring us in 
the face we have the extraordinary spectacle presented of an effort to 
increase their salaries. 

We have passed provisions during this Congress which will tend to 
reduce the salaries of the postmasters of the fourth class. I know it is 
necessary that some change in the present law in their behalf should 
be made. But I think that a bill which should pronde that postmas­
ters of the fourth clru;s shall receive under the new hw for the cancel­
lation of a similar number of stamps (I do not mean stamps of the same 
value) the same compensation which they received under the old law 
would accomplish the end desired better than it will be accomplished 
by this bill. The whole system of compensation is changed by this 
bill, and we do not know what will be the effect if it shall become 
law. 

I would like to have the gentleman in charge of the bill, or some mem­
ber of the House, tell us where the money is to come from to pay this 
increase of salaries. It looks as if there were a disposition to heap up 
deficiencies for the next year. We change the rate of postage, and the 

· effect of that will probably be to reduce the revenues of the Depart­
ment from six to eight millions of dollars a year. No appropriation 
has been made; none has yet been proposed to supply that deficiency. 

It is now proposed to increase the salaries of first-clasS postmasters, 
and no appropriation is made to pay that increase. Is it possible that 
we are going through the forms of law to change salaries and make no 
provision for their payment? · 

I think this measure is crude. I do not think it has been brought 
in with that mature consideration that its importance deserves. While, 
as I have said, I am anxious for legislation for the benefit of the poorest 
paid postmasters, those who receive from $100 to $200 a year, I think 
we should not accompany that with an increase of the salaries of those 
who happen to have already good bertlls. . 

Mr. BROWNE. I desire to be recognized tor the purpose of ru;king 
unanimous consent that the time for debate upon the pending bill be 
somewhat extended. It is a very important bill, and I would like to 
have a few minutes upon it myself. I t.herefore ask unanimous con­
Rent that the time for debate be extended for one hour. 

~Ir. CAMP. I object . 
. Mr. RYAN. Do not do that. 
~Ir. CAliP. I do object. 
The SPEAKER. · Objectim.'l is made. The gentleman from Indiana 

[Mr. HoLMAN] will proceed. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that, inasmuch as the House nas declined 

to extend the time for the consideration of this bill, at least during 
the few minutes left the House will attempt to understand its provisions. 

The occasion and pretense for bringing this measure forward iR the 
change in the law reducing letter postage from 3 cents to 2 cents per 
half ounce; but the House ought to understand, and I presume it does 
understand, that this bill goes far beyond them0re effect oftbe reduction 
of the rat.es of postage. The bill is not based on t.he fact that the rev­
enues of a certain class of postma&ters may be materially reduced by 
the change in the law in regard to the rates of postage, for it is not 
confined to that class of post-offices, but is an ingenious method to effect 
a long-standing effort to inCI·ease the salaries of po ·tmasters all nlong 
the line. 

This measure is brought forward, as I think my f1·itmdfrorn Penusyl­
vania [Mr. BINGHAM] hl;lS in effect stated, to increase the salaries of 
postmasters generally, not simply thm~e affected by the reduction of 
postage. 

Mr. BL."'{GHA.l\1. The gentleman should haYe said ' 'ec1ualize," not 
'' increase.'' 

Mr. HOLMAN. I tllink "increa8e" is the lJest expre...~ion, fur you 
do actually increase the salaries of a large numher of po8tma ters now 
txceedingly well paid. 

~fr. BINGHAM. "Equalize " was my expre..~lon. 
1\lr. HO~UAN. The House will remember that in consequence of 

the agreement to the conference report to-day upon the Post-Office ap­
propriaJion bill, the law reducing the rates of post.'l.ge will not take 
effect until the 1st day of October. There will therefore be but two 
months intervening between the time the new law takes effect reducing 

. the rates of postage and the meeting of the next Congre..<;s. Therefore 
hy no possibility can any material harm be done, e>en if it should be 
found that the decreased revenues resulting from the reduction ef the 
rates of postage shall materially reduce the salaries of the fourth-cln.'>S 
postmasters, who alone could be injuriously affected by the reduction 
of postage. 

Let me call the attention of the House to the fuct that this bill was 
. introduced on the 19th day of February and referred to the Committee 

on the Post-Qffice and Post-Roads. It was not reported back from that 
committee until the 28th of February, and it was not printed so that 
members could examine it until yesterday. 

.flere is a bill brought forward in the expiring moments of this Con-

gress proposing to increase the salaries of postmasters all along the line. 
Under existing law there is nopostmasterwhoreceives a salary exceed­
ing $4,000 a year except the postmaster in New York city. This bill 
proposes to pay a number of postma.'3ters a salary of $6,000 a year eaeh. 

1\lr. BINGHAM. Only four of them. 
.l\Ir. HOLMAN. Four in number, my friend says. I accept his state­

ment. The bill proposes to pay another class $5,000 a year each. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Only four of those. 
:Mr. HOLMAN. And yet the salaries are now high enough. A still 

more r~markable effect of this bill is that the increase is all along the 
line wlllie pret~ding to equalize· salaries. Under existing law, where 
the compensation of the fourth-class postmasters is dependent upon the 
gross receipts of the office, the rate of compensation under the present 
law and under the law proposed by this bill is as follows: 

Table showing compensation of fourth-class postmasters under old and new 
law perquarter: 

OLD LAW. 

On first .......• $100, 60 per cent., or S60 
On next..... .. 200, 50 per cent., or 100 
On next....... 225, 40 per cent., or 90 

Totals .. .. .. 525 ........................• 250=maximum amount allowed per quarter. 
'NEW LAW. 

On first ........ 850, 100 per cent., or S50 
On next ....... 100, 50 per cent., or 60 
On next ....... 200, 50 per cent., or 100 
On next ..... .. 100, 40 per cent., or 40 

- -
Totals ...... 450 ..................... ...... 25<(=ma.xlmum amount a:ftowed per quarter. 

SUMMARY. 
Old law .....................•.........................•.......................• $525 gives postmaster $2:50 
New law..................................................................... 450 gives postmaster 200 

Difference in fa.voeof new law per quarter.... ...... 75 

Gentlemen will please bear in mind that changing the rate of letter 
postage from 3 cents to 2 cents per half ounce is not likely, on tbe 
theory which my friend himself has heretofore advanced, to reduce the 
revenues of the Post-Office Department, and yet by this bill lihe in­
creased salaries of the fourth-class postiilll8ters is shown by the follow­
ing table: 

Table .slwu:ing the present and proposed compensation of fourth-class post­
masters, giving the relative and average increase of salary on revenue of 
$50 to $1,000, under the old and new law. 

Compensation of postmaster. 

~ :s ~ 
~~ Q) ! 5 0 . ~ . 

,..II: 
~~ 8~ 

aS ~s 4.1 .... .... .... ~- 0 '"'"' Q) 

~ ~ -
Q)CI 

P1 P-4" .. 
------- - - ---

On revenue of...................................... S50 00 $30 00 $50 00 S20 00 66. 70 
On revenue of...................................... 100 00 60 00 100 00 · 40 00 66.70 
On revenne of...................................... 200 00 120 00 200 00 80 00 66. 70 
On revenue of...................................... 300 00 180 00 260 00 80 00 44.40 
On revenue of.... . ................................ . 400 00 240 00 320 00 80 00 33.30 
On revenue of...................................... 500 00 290 00 380 00 90 00 31.00 
On revenue oL................................... 600 00 340 00 440 00 100 00 29.40 
On revenue of...................................... 700 00 390 00 490 00 100 00 25. 60 
On revenue of_.................................... 800 00 440 00 540 00 100 00 22.70 
On revenue of................. ..................... 900 00 490 00 500 00 '100 00 20.40 
On revenue of .................... .................. 1,000 00 540 eo 640 00 100 00 18.50 

-------------
A ' 'erages.. ................ ...... ..... .... ... 504 56 283 64 364 56 1 80 91 I 38. 670 

So it is seen that the salaries ~re increased from the small post-offices 
to the largest a heavy per cent. A.nd yet this is a bill merely to equal­
ize salaries ! 

Gentlemen can see at once the effect of this measure and the high 
salaries now paid. Take for illustration the following, in the third 
class: 

Gross receipts, $1,900 and not exceeding $2,100, salary, $1,000. 

Ur. BINGHAM:. That io; exactly what the salary is now. 
Ur. HOLJ'!IAN. Not in this order nor npon this basis. Take again 

this from the third class: 
Gro,:::; receipts, S2,100 and not ex<:eeding lt2,400, ::;alary, $1,100. 

So on through the entire li~t. Even in this higher class you pay to 
. the postmaster about 50 per cent. of the gross receipts. A further ob­
jection I haYe to thi'l bill is that it comes in at too late a moment for 
honest consideration. It comes here with its heavy increase of salaries 
at a time when the public judgment so recently expressed, if it means 
anything which honorable gentlemen should consider, means retrench­
ment in expenses and not extravagant salaries. Yet this bill propose:~ 
to make all along the line a material iricrease of salaries. I would like 
toknowwhatexpressionofpublicsentimeuthasdemanded this? What 
public demand is there for an increase of $2,000 in ~e salaries of some 
postmasters and $1,000 in others? What information has come to us 
from the late election or since justifying or excusing this inerease of 
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salaries? What party dared in the last campaign to demand an increase 
of salaries? What gentleman elected to the next Congress informed 
the people of his district that he was in favor of increasing salaries al­
ready large, $4,000 a year, 33! per cent. or any other per cent.? 

Mr. BINGILUL The justification of this measure is the common­
sense proposition that when a man handles from five to ten million dol­
lars of the public money every year he ought to have some recognition 
for that great and se1ious responsibility. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That "seriousresponsibility," whensouniversally 
have you relieved these officers from all responsibility whatever that 
you have even passed during the present Congress a general law author­
izing the Postmaster-General~ without the poor formality of coming to 
Congress, to relieve these officers from all responsibility whatever for 
losses sustained in all cases where there has been a moderate exercise 
of care upon the part of the official. 

Mr. BINGHAM:. The gentleman refers to the bill which is limited 
to cases where not more than $2,000 has been lost by burglary, fire, or 
other unavoidable accident. That bill does not exte11.d to all cases. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It does with rare exceptions. · I have heard here­
tofore the argument for enlarged pay on the ground of the responsibility 
resting upon public officials, and have been compelled to yield to it; 
but under the present state of the law that argument is gone. 

I repeat, does my friend discover any drift of public opinion that 
those public officers or any other public officers of this Government are 
too poorly paid? 

1\Ir. ~ROWNE. I can tell my colleague of some officers who are too 
poorly paid. I refer to the fourth-class postmasters. 

·Mr. HOLMAN. Now, as to fourth-class postmasters, does my friend 
:find that there is any difficulty in filling those offices with competent 
men in any section of this country? 

Mr. ALDRICH. We do. . 
Mr. BROWNE. We do. Nearly one-half of these officers in my 

district have resigned because the compensation is wholly inadequate. 
:Mr. HOLMAN. It is truly refreshing to hear that any office under this 

Gonrnment, from fourth-class postmasters through all the grades of 
official service, is going begging. Such a fact has n.ever yet come to my 
knowledge. Yet in the expiring hours of this session, without any pos­
sibility of any serious injustice being done to a single postmaRter by the 
reduction of postage on the 1st of next Oct-ober, the fact of that reduc­
tion is seized upon to increase some 60,000 salaries and to increase the 
salaries of some of the best paid officers in this great army of public 
officials. I trust this bill will be defeated. The people demand reform, 
and will you in defiance of that demand increase the public burdens? 
The country demands reform in the civil service. Will you still fur­
ther corrupt the civil service by increasing the motive for corrupt prac­
tices in securing public office? A reduction of salary is the only true 
method of civil-service reform. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of lfississippi. Does not the gentleman know 
that many of these fourth-class postmasters have great labor and re­
sponsibility, without any allowance for office-rent or anything of that 
kind, and yet receive only from $40 to $100 a year, and that the reduc­
tion of postage from 3 to 2 cents cuts down this meager compensation 
exactly one-third? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does it cut those 8al:uies down one-third? 
1\lr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. It does. 
Mr. HOL~IAN. 'Vhy, sir, the argument on which the reduction in 

the rate of postage was carried through was that the increased amount 
of correspondence, enlarging the demand for postage-stamps and stamped 
envelopes, would prevent deficiency in the reveBues of the Post-Office 
Department. But does my friend wish to increase the salaries of the 
more highly paid postmasters, officers who now receive from $2,500 to 
$4,000 a year, for the purpose of correcting any falling off of the salaries 
of the fourth-c~LS8 postmasters which can be done })rompt.ly next ses­
sion if an actual falling off of salaries is found? 

The SPEAKER. Thetimefordebate on this motion has expired. 
The question being taken on the motion of l\Ir. BINGHAM to suspend 

the rules and pass the bill, tnerc were-ayes 9V, noes 21. 
Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BIX01IA:)1 nnd l\[r. HoLl\IAX were 

appointed. 
The House again divided; and the tellers reporred-ayes 152, noes :!1. 
l\Ir. HOLU.AN. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered, there being ayes 13, noes 103-

leRS than one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 
Mr. HOLl\IAN. I make the point that the last vote fails to disclose 

the presence of a quorum. 
The SPEAKER. That ·is not required on this count. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 1 think that whenever the point is made that the 

vote just taken does not show the presence of a quorum--
The SPEAKER. But t,he requirement of the Constitution--
Mr. HOLliAN. I make the poiht that thet·e is no quorum in the 

House, as indicated by the last vote. . 
.u~e SPEAKER. The point is overruled. There is a quorum as 
~osed. by the last vote; · 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not by the vote just taken. 

The SPEAKER. The last vote as reported by the tellers on agree­
ing to the proposition to suspend the rules was in the aggregate 173-­
more than a quorum. The motion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill is agreed to. 

AMEXDl\IENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 

TheSPEAKER. ThegentlemanfromNewYork [Mr. FLOWER] on 
. the last suspension day had the floor and moved that the rules be sus­
pended and joint resolution (H. Res. 267) to amend the Constitution 
of the United States be discharged from the Committee on the Judiciary 
and passed. 

:Mr. FLOWER. I now call up that motion, and ask for the reading 
of the joint resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 

in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House cor•eurring therein), That the follow­
ing article of amendment to the Constitution of the United States be, and the 
same is hereby, submitted to the several States for their ratification or rejection, 
and the same,wben ratifiedjbytbeLegislaturesof three-fourtbsoftbe several 
States, shall be valid to all intents and purposes as part of the Constitution, 
namely: 

ARTICLE XVI. 
Every .bill, resolution, or vote containing several it-ems of appropriation of 

money to which the concurrence of the Senate and House of Representatives 
may be necessary, shall be presented to the President of the United States, who 
may object to one or more of such items while approving of the other parts of 
the bill, resolution, or vote. In such case be shall append to the bill, resolution, 
or vote a statement of the items to which he objects, and the appropriations so 
object-ed to shall not take effect unless reconsidered and passed by two-thirds of 
each House, as provided in section 7 of article 1 of the Constitution. The items 
objected to shall be separately reconsidered in each House, and if on such recon­
sideration one or more· of them shall be approved by two-thirds of each House, 
~~We:t~hall become part of the law, notwithstanding the objection of the 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion tosuspend the rules 
and pass the resolution. 

The House divided; and there were-ayes 66, noes 40. 
1\Ir. PAGE. I demand the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays are refused. 
1\Ir. FLOWER and ~Ir. CAMP. Tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and 1\fr. FLOWER and 1\lr. P AG~ were ap­

pointed. 
The House divided; and the tellers reported-ayes 101, noes 58. 
So the rules were not suspended (two-thirds not voting in favor 

thereof), and the joint resolution waa not passed. 
Mr. BAYNE. I rise t.o a parliamentary inquiry. The tellers, I 

understood, were demanded on the yeas and nays. · 
Mr. FLOWER. My demand for tellers was on the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman misunderstood it, that is all. The 

yeas and nays were not ordered. 
Mr. BAYNE. I rise to demand the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER. They have been refused. 
1\lr. BAYNE. We did not 150 understand. 
The SPEAKER. By the House itself. 
~lr. BLACKBURN. That was the vote. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair so announced. 
~Ir. BAYNE. The RECORD will show we demanded tellers on the 

yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER. The question has been disposed o~ and the Chair 

recognizes the gentleman from Ohio. 
PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

~Ir. BUTTERWORTH. I move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill I send to the Clerk's desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill to a?thorize.the Southern _Pacific Railroad Company and other railroad 

comparues to urute and consolidate so as to form a. continuous line of railroad 
between the tidal waters of the Atlantic a.nd Pacific Oceans. 

Be i! en~ted by the Senat~ and Hou~e of Representatives of the United Statp of 
Amenca 1.n Conuress assemllled, Tba.t It shall be lawful for the Southern Pti.ciflc 
Railroad Company (being the same corporation mentioned in section 23 of an 
act of Con.~ess ~pproved l\Iarch 3, 1871, entitled "An act to incorporate the 
Texa.-, Pacific Railroad Company, and to aid in the ronstruction of its road, a.nd 
for other purposes," and the same corporation mentioned in section 18 of an act 
of Cong~ess approv~d July 27, 1866, authorizing the construction oftbe Atlantic 
a.nd Pacifi<_J ~ilroa4) to consolidate and merge its corpora~ powers, franchis-es, 
an? <?rgnmzation With the following-named companies, whether organized and 
e~trng under the laws of any State or Territory, or under the laws of the 
Uruted ~tates, namely: Southern Pacific Railroad Company (of Arizona), South­
ern Pacific Railroad Company (of New Mexico), Galveston, Harrisburgh, and 
Sa.n Antonio Railway Company (of Texas), Texas and New Orleans Rail war 
Company(ofTexas), Louisiana Western Extension Company (of Texas), Louisi­
ana 'Vestern Extension Company (of Louisiana), Louisiana Central Railroad 
Company (of Louisiana), :Morgan's Louisiana and Texas Railroad Company (of 
Louisiana), for the purpose of formin~ a. continuous through line of roilrowl 
between the city and ba.y of San Franc1sro, in California, and other J;>Orts of the 
Pacific Ocean southward from San Francisco, or on the navigable tidal waters 
a_djo~i?g thereto, and such ports and places as may he selected on the Missis­
Sippi R1ver southward from the mouth of the Arkansas River, Gulf of :Mexico

1 and the navigable tidal waters adjoining thereto; and it shall be lawful nnu 
competent for said companies whose lines would form such continuous through 
line aforesaid to unite, merge, a.nd consolidate their respectiV"e railroad~, tele· 
graph lines, capital stock, rights, privileges, franchises, property, and dehl~ with 
the said Sout-hern Pacific Railroad Company, and it and they are hereby author­
ized so to unite, confederate, and consolidate, upon snch terms as the so.id compa­
nies may resp-ectively agree upon, and may operate the same as one continuous 
and connected system of railroad and telegraph lines; and said company so formei:J 
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by such consolidation shall be a bodypoliticand corporate, by such name, style, 
and title as they may select~, and by such name shall have perpetual successiOn, 
and shall be able to sue and oe sued, defend and be defended, in all courts ofla.w 
and equity within the United States, and may make and use a. common seal, 
and succeed to and have and enjoy all the powers, privileges, and immunities 
necessary to carry into eflect the purposes of this act. 

SEc. 2. That articles of union, confederation, or consolidation of said Southern 
Pacific Railroad Company and other railroad companies so uniting shall be de­
posited in the office of the Secretary of the Interior in the manner prescribed 
in section 12 of said act of July Zl,-1866. · 

Sxc. 3. That from and after the date of the deposit of said articles of consoli­
dation, the said railroad, or so much thereof as shall be from time to time con­
structed, shall be a po t-route for national purposes, subject to the use of the 
United SW.tes for po~l, military, naval, and other Government services, as 
provided in section 19 of said act of l\Iarch 3, 1871: Prot'ided, That nothing in 
this act shall be held or construed to authorize or permit the consolidation of 
parallel or competing lines of railroads or to authorize the consolidated road to 
lease or purchase such lines between the said ports on the Pacific Ocean and the 
ports on the Gulf of Mexico or on the Mississippi River; but this section shall 
in no wise cut off or impair any lawful and now exi ting right of said companies 
ronferred by or derived under any act of Congress: .And provided jUlther t That 
the assent of not le than three-fourths in amount of the capital stock ox each 
company shall first be had and obtained to such proposed consolidation. 

Sxc. 4. That the right to fix from time to time, as the public interest may re­
quire, the rates for carrying p engcrs and freight on tlle consolidated road, is 
hereby reserved to Congress. 

Sxc. 5. That nothing in this act shall be held or con trued in any manner to 
relieve the companies consolidated of the consequences of any failure by either 
of such companies to perform any act or acts required of them by any law or 
any provision in either of their charters; nor shall said consolidated company, 
or e1ther of them, be relieved of any obligation to do or perform any act re­
quired by their respective charters or by any law or any contract with tlle United 
States, or any State or Territory, nor shall anything in this act be held or so 
construed as in any manner to revise or confirm any land grant to any railroad 
company, whether made by the United States, or by any State, nor shall said 
consolidation work a forfeiture of any legal right wbioll either of said companies 
hereby consolidated now has under existing law, nor impair any contract of any 
such companies. 

Sxo. 6. That the rights of creditors of such companies so eow;oliuating or unit­
ing shall not be affected by such consolidation or union, and all such rights may 
be enforced against uch consolidated or united company or otherwise, as may 
be lawful; nor shall anything in this act, nor any consolidution thereunder, in­
terfere with or impair the right of any State or Territory tllrough which either 
of said railroads pa or may pass, to regulate the right l privileges, and re­
sponsibilities of such railway company within its territoria limits as fully and 
absolutely as it could do the same previous to said consolidation; nor hall any­
thin~ in this act be ronstrued in any manner to legalize or give validity to any 
Territorial or State laws in relation to any interests of any of the railroad com­
panies herein authorized to con~lidate; nor Mhall this act, or any provision 
thereof, be so construed as to deprh·e the courts of the several States or Terri­
tories, through which either oranyoftlle roads herein named may pass, of juris­
diction over controversies between sa.idcomp:111ies and the citizens of such States 
or Territories; nor shall this act, or any provision thereof, be so construed as to 
extend the jurisdiction of the eourLs of the Unite<l~lates over such contro,•ersies. 

SEC. 7. That the powerisherebyreserved to alter, amend, or repeal this act as, 
in the judgment of Congress, the public good may from time to time require. 

Mr. HOL~IA...~. I demand a second. 
:Mr. CALKINS. After this is disposed of I hall call up the contested­

election cases. 
:\IESS.A.GE FRO"'! THE ~EX.A.TE. 

A message from the Senate, Ly Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, an­
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment IIouse bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 1443) granting a pension to Eugar D. Lamphier; 
A bill~II. R. 1860) granting a pen ion to Daniel M. ~Iorley; 
A bill H. R. 3743) granting a pension to Uiss Amanda Stokes; 
A bill H. R. 5103) granting a pension to l\Iargcry Nightengale; 
A bill (H. R. 5558) granting a pension to l\1rs. Susan Bayaru; and 
A bill (H. R. 6923) granting a pension to l\Irs. Helen l\I. Thayer. 
The message also announced that the Senate had rejected the bill 

(H. R. 6501) granting a pension to Patrick Horan. 
The message further announced that the Senate had passed a bill 

(S. 2263) to amend the pension laws, and for other purposes; in which 
the concurrence of the House of Representatives wru requested. 

P .A.CIFIC RAILROAD. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio to suspend the rules and pass the bill j u tread. 

Mr. HOL?tiAN. I demand a second on that motion. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection a econd will be considered as 

ordered. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now, Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. Without objection the gentleman from Ohio ·will be 

considered as controlling the time in favor of and the gentleman from 
Indiana in opposition to this proposition. 

?ttr. BUTTERWORTH. I hope I will have the attention of the 
House while I explain the provisions of this bill. I will do it Tery 
briefly, but I think very fully. The bill, as stated in the title, is for 
the purpose of authorizing the consolidation of nine companies which 
form a continuous line of railway from the Pacific Ocean to the Gulf 
of Mexico or the Lower Mississippi. 

There was some objection to the bill as originally presented, and 
these objections, I will say, have all been considered and fully met by 
the amendments which have been prepared after consultation with gen­
tlemen an all sides, who have scanned all the provisions ofthe bill with 
a view to removing all just ground for criticism. 

I believe that in this bill we have been able to remove every well­
fm;mded objection, as I think gentlemen will discov-er upon examining 
its provisions. 

1t1r. WILSON. State the general objects of the bill. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ihavealreadystated thatthegeneralobject 

is to authorize the consolidation of nine companies whose several roads 
form a continuous line from the Pacific coast to the Gulf of Mexico or 
Lower l\Iississippi. 

It was objected originally, when this bill was first presented to this 
!louse, tha.t the names of the companies had not been specified, and 
thatpossiblysome other line of road, not contemplated by the bill, might 
be consolidated with them. Hence in the bill as amended the name of 
each of the companies, and only those forming the continuous through 
line, is specified. In the original bill authority was also giv-en to ope­
rate branches and spurs. At the suggestion and in accordance with 
the wish of my distinguished and honorable friend from Texas [1t1r. 
REAGAN] that was stricken out, so that neither a branch nor a spur 
under the present bill can be operated as a part of the consolidation. 
Others suggested that possibly they might control or operate parallel or 
competing lines. We have answered that objection by inserting a pro­
vision which prohibits absolutely the consolidation of any parallel or 
competing line, or the operation of any parallel.or competing line by 
this consolidated company. It was also suggested that it might possi­
bly interfere with the duties imposed upon some companies by the States 
or Territories or by the United States: Hence a provision was drawn 
which places that beyond any possible peradventure in the following 
language: 

That nothing in this act shall be held or construed in any manner to relieve 
the companies consolidated of the consequences of any failure by either of such 
companies to perform any act or acts required by them by any law or any pro­
vision in either of their charters; nor shall said consolidated companies oretther 
of them be relieved of any obligation to do or perform any act required by their 
respective clla.rters, or by any law or contract with the United States or with 
any State or Territory. 

Then some gentlemen say, still this may tend to revive some forfeited 
land grant. At the suggestion of certain gentlemen familiar with the 
subject, who have scanned the bill carefully, this is placed beyond per­
adv-enture by the further clause: 

Nor shall anything in this act be held or so construed as in any manner tore­
vive or confirm any land grant to any railroad companr, whether made by the 
United States or by any State, nor shall said con olidatlon work a. forfeiture of 
any legal right which either of said companies hereby consolidated now ha)l 
under existing law-

N ow observe this provision-
nor impair any contract of any such company. And that the rights of cred­
itors of said companies consolidating or uniting shall not be affected by such 
consolidation or union; and all such rights may be enforced against such con­
solidated or united company or otherwise as may be lawful. 

Now, in order to meet every conceivable objection and provide an 
amendment that would do everything except to permit the cowboys to 
ditch the train and rob the p engers, we, at the uggestion of the 
learned gentlemen, my friends from Texas and California and others, 
inserted the following clause to protect fully the States and citizens of· 
States in all controversies that can arise with this consolidated com­
pany or either of them--

Mr. BERRY. To what gentleman from California do you refer? 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I refer to the gentleman's colleague [Mr. 

ROSECRANS]. 
1t1r. BERRY. Because I oppose that. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I thought you were one and inseparable . . 
Mr. BERRY. Not by a good deal. I object to the whole thing. 
1t1r. BUTTERWORTH. It is in response to the resolution of your 

Legislature that the following amendment was prepared. 
Mr. BERRY. The Legislature of California is opposed to it. 
~Ir. BUTTERWORTH. Now obserYe: 

Nor shall anything in this act nor any consolidation thereunder interfere with 
or impair the rights of any State or Territory through whicll either of said rail­
roads passes or may pass to regulate the rightsi privilege!'!, and responsibilitie~; 
of such rail way company within its territorial imits as fully and as absolutely 
as it could do the same previous to said consolidation; nor shall anything in 
this act be construed in o.ny manner to legalize or give validity to any Terri­
torial or State laws in relat-ion to any intereRts of any of the railroad companies 
herein authorized to consolidate. 

And beyond that, in response to my honorable friend from Texas, whose 
legal ability will not be called into question, and so as to place this en­
tirely beyond all possible peradventure, tl1ere has been added the fol­
lowing. Now observe: 

Nor shall this act or any provi ion thereof be so construed as to deprive the 
courts of the several States or Territories through which either or any of the roads 
herein named may pass, of jurisdiction over controversie between said com­
panies and the citizens of such States or Territories. Nor shall this act or any 
pro,·i>~ion thereof be so construed as to extend the jurisdiction of the courts of 
the United States over such controversies. · 

Further-
That the power is hereby reRerved to alter/ amend, or repeal this act, as in the 

judgment of Congress the public good may ·rom time to time require. 

There is also inAerted here a provision which wa.<~ entirely satisfactory 
to all friends and foes of the bill, ginp.g Congress the right to regulate 
in its discretion the rates for carrying passengers and freight on that 
road. 

Mr. SPARKS. Will the gentleman read that provision? 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will: 

That the right to fix from time to .time, as the public interest may require, the 
rates for carrying passenger>~ and freigllt on the consolidated road it~ hereuy 
reserved to Congress. 
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!Iy friend will obserre tha,t as to interstate oommerce, as to freights 

!!itarting from the Pacific to the city of New Orleans, the General Gov­
ernment will claim the right to regulate that through freight. But 
within "the territorial limits of the States, as to their own commerce, as 
to their own carriage of passengers and freight, the bill expressly re­
serves to the States and Territories the right to do that thing. 

Mr. SPARKS. Is there not a conflict here? That power seems to be 
reserved 0:1 seems to be conferred by the bill on Congress. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No, sir. 
Mr. SPARKS. Now, if it belongs to the Stateson any ofthese roads 

does not this take it away from them and give it to Con:;ress? 
llr. BUTTERWORTH. No, sir. My friend will observe it does not. 

One relates to the interstate commerce and the other in express terms 
rescrYes the jurisdiction over the local rates and commerce to the States 
ttml Territories themselves. 

Now, let me say that in all these matters.! have consulted with the 
men on this floor who I knew had intelligent convictions touching the 
provisions of this bill in order that every objection might be removed 
which could suggest itself to their minds as being in any degree an in­
fringement on the rights of any State or of any citizen of a State. 

Mr. SP.ARKS. If the gentleman does want to remove objectioni'!--
1\Ir. BUTTERWORTH. I do. 
l\Ir. SPARKS. I wish to suggest to him that I do not understand 

that clause. I believe it is the fourth section of the bill. I do not un­
derstand that cla~ relates exclusively to interstate commerce. I do 
understand it would confer the power upon Congress and take it nwlty 
from the States. I so understand it. 

?t-11·. BUTTERWORTH. My friend from Illinois . [l\Ir. Sr.AnKs] is 
a good lawyer, and he knows that in com;·truing the law you construe 
it with reference to the entire context, consiflering all the parts of 
the law together. Now, these two provisions can stand together, the 
Government regulat.ing 1 he through transcontinental freight bouml to 
New Orleans and to the Enst or Europe, while the other provision of 
the bill expressly reserves to the States and Territoric~ the riO'ht to 
regulate the rates for the local freight and passenger traffic. Hence 
it is clear that theo;;e two powers Atand together, hoth being effectiYc, the 
regulation of tl1e interstate and transcontinental traffic being resernxl 
to the Geneml Government, leaving to the States and Territ01·ies nJl · 
the power and authority they now have over local business. 

:1\Ir. SPARKS. I understand that. But I say the langnage of yonr 
bill, in my judgment, does not make it so. Your fourth section does 
not confine this power in Cong~·ess to through freight or intCI'state com­
merce. 

l\.Ir. BUTTERWORTH. It does fi'C and determine the jurisdiction 
of the States and of the General Government, and limits the authority 
of the latter in that behalf. And it does this by expres.<:;ly r~ening to 
the States and Territ01ies control o>er local rates, while it confers or 
rather recognizes the authority of the United States o>cr through traffic. 

Now, :1\Ir. Speaker, I will wa.it to he.'tr .from those who have objec­
tions to the bill. 

Mr. KING. I wish to ask the gentleman is there any land grant in 
this bill? · 

~Ir. BUTTERWORTH. No, si.r. On the contrary it e~'J>re&;ly pro­
hibits and prevents any possible revinl of a land grant to any company 
whether from a State or the United State~. ' 

~Ir. ANDERSON. "\Vill my friend from Ohio allow me to a.-;k a C)_nes­
tion? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Incliana [l\Ir. HoL~IAX] is 
recognized as in opposition to the bill. 

l\1r. HOLl\.IA...~. I yield three minutes t.o the gentleman from Geor­
gia [!Ir. lli]D!O~m, 

l\11·. HAMMOND, of Georgia. The fa.ct of the gentlem..:'tn from Ohio 
having taken so long a. time only to remove so many objections to his 
bill,"is a very suspicious circumstance. I propose to present anotheT 
objection, which strikes at its very root. As I understand, ever since 
McCullough t·s. !.Iaryland w:lB decided, in 4 Wheaton, it has never been 
doubted that Congress has no authority to roake any charter axcept for 
United States governmental purposes, or to carry out some United States 
governmental power. 

This bill is simply to grant conveniences to certain railroad compa­
nies for their purposes and for their benefit only. That is all the report 
in its favor claims. The Government has no interest in it whatever. 
It is for private persons, private stockholders who realize the impor­
tance of getting a charter here to make their transportation easier and 
c.heaper. 

.Again, the bill covers three railroads of the State of Texa·. That 
State has a constitution which declares: 

No ?"ail road con;tpany organized wader the laws of ~his State shallconsoli~ate, 
by pnvate or judicial sale or otherwise, with any railroad company organiZed 
under the laws of any other State or of the United States. 

_A.nd in disregard of that the bill undertakes t,o consolidate it three 
With other railroads of other States. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
.Mr. HOL!IAN. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 

Arkansas [Mr. DUNN]. 
1\fr. PUNN. This bill is the latest evolution from a broth that has 

been brewing here in committee and elsewhere for two years. In its 
present form it has never before been introduced in this House or con­
sidered by any committee. . A large portion of it is in manuscript. It 
has never been printed, and none of us have ever had an opportunity 
to read or consider what is in it. It hns appeared in several phases be­
fore the Committee on Pa~iflc Railways, of which I have the honor to 
be a member, but never jnst in this form. It is immense in its scope, 
and needs long, careful, and the most painstaking investigation. In,_ 
stead of that it is now, for the first time, brought before the House, and 
under the gag of the preYiou.s question, in the expiringhoursoftheses­
sion and t.he Congress. 

I deliberately state to the House and the country that I believe itto 
be full of unseen results, pitfalls, and snares. No man can say here 
to-day what is in the hill or what progeny it will bring forth; no man 
dare say. The gentleman attempts to quiet apprehension by assuring 
the House that there is an all-saving ''proviso'' in the bill to the effect 
that nothing therein shall extend or confirm any land grant, &c., to 
any one of these roads, or to this consolidn.tcd concern; but he hurried 
over that other little innocent-looking ''proviso" within his all-saving 
proviso. That inner proYi.so turns upon and swallows up its parent 
proviso and completely destroys it. It is to this effect: "Nor shall any­
thing herein contained be construed to impair, annul~ or in any man­
ner affect any rights tl1at any or eitl1e1· of these roads may have ac­
quired hy law or by virtue of any contract or otherwise." Here one of 
its c1oYen fl'et peeps out; and a11 of its feet are cloven. 

What tloes that-little innocent-looking inner proviso mean? Congress 
hcretofhre granted to t.he Texas Pacific J{aih-oad Company about 15,-
000,000 ncres of 1and in New :Mexico and Arizona, with the right of way 
through thopubliclamlt:~ of those Territories and a charter carrying all the 
TL'mal fra-nchise . That company failed to C.'lrn that grant ofland by com­
pliance with the terms and conditions ofthelaw. But C. P. Hunting­
tou,theownc.roftheSouthernPacificRailroadofCalifomia,antlinfa.ctof 
all the Ca.lii'ornia. railroads, did lmiltl his road through those Territories 
within the time allowed to t.ho Texas Pacific Railroad Company, and 
OYer the line of their right of way. IIe met the Texas Pacific east of 
El Pa o antl gave it battle at law and in all other possible ways to pre­
·vent its construction :further toward the Pacific coast. He wanted no 
competition there, noriml. In the mean time Jay Gould had possessed 
himself of the Texas Pacific, nml now crossed swords with his great 
riYaL 

ThiR forced a. compromi~e, and it was made in November, 1881, as 
the junction of the Texas Pacific aml Son t-hem Pacific at Sierra Blanco 
h:tu seemed a continuous line from Marshall, Texas, to the Pacific be­
fore the time expireu for the completion of the Texas Pacific; the land 
gra.nt made to it was trnnsferred to the Southern Pacific, though the 
T ·as Pacific had not earned an a-cre of it. But the terms of that com­
promise can hcst be seen by tlJe following article from the New York 
\Vorld ofNovember27, 1881, a paper belonging to Gould and speaking 
by authority: 

The agreemcut which hus been in preparation for some days and was signed 
yesterllay in regard to the settlement of the di8putes between t-he Texas and 
Pacific and Ronthern Pacific Railroad Companies, and for an interchange of 
traffic and facilities, is very comprehen.sive and important. It is made between 
C. P. Hnnting1:ou on one shlo, representing the Southern Pacific, and the Ga.l­
~eston, HurriRhurgh, aud San Antouio Roads and their connections eru<tward as 
fat· us New Orleans. anrl Jay Gould on the other side, representing the Texas 
and Pacific, including its New Orlean.s connection, the Iron Mountain, the In­
ternational, .Missouri, Kansas and Texas, nnd l\[L'!SOuri Pacific Companies. It 
provides that the tracks of the two systems shall be joined when they meet one 
hw1dred miles or thereabouts cast of El Paso, nnd both parties are to use •he 
portion bet-;veen the junction ancl El Paso on equal terms, the Texas and Pacific 
reserving the right to run its own u~ins into El Paso on paying half cost of 
maintenance1 taxes, aud interest ou half cost of construction, $1.0,000 per mile. 
Through busmess iR to be none on a. pro rata basis by both companies, and this 
stands all U1e way to San Diego, Los Angelos, and San Francisco, alt-hough the 
francllh1e of the Texas and Pacific was by its charter limited to San Diego; and 
rates are to be as low behyeen competitive points as by any other transconti­
nental route::;. 

Xo discrimination is to ue lllutle l•y t-he Gould roa<ls for or agaillBt any of the 
termini on the l\Ii. ,.issippi or Gulf, either as to rates, time, or otherwise, or 
among the railJ·oailliHe.'leastwnrd thereof, but east-bound unconsigned busineft~ 
for points r~ached by tbem in Xorthern Texas, Arkansas, and Missouri, is to be 
delh•ered to them at El Paso or the Junction, as the ca..«e may be. The agree­
ment does not prevent or l.ntcrfere with the completion of the Hunt-ington 
road thr_ough Texas ·da. San Antonio and Houston, but provides that af~e?' il'l 
completion the New Orleans and seaboard business t-he.rt>.of shall be dinded 
equally between tl:te two lines and their connections, the Huntington road from 
Houston to New Orlea.ns bein~;accorded theprivilegeof using one hundred mll.es 
of the Texas nnd Pacific nearest to .r~ew Orleans. when necessary, on the above 
terruR. The two systems of roadJOJ intro·sect and cross each other at Houston, 
and uetween this point and Gal\eston they use the Galveston road, running 
through t-rains if neeessary. The through business to and from El Paso and the 
Pacific -uill bo divided on the basis of one-third to the '.rexas and Pacific and 
its connections and two-thirds to t11e line -via San Antonio, that being the short­
est line. 

In consideration of the prhileges of us:iug jointly the road into El Paso, and 
of a perpetual privilege in Los Angeles a-nd San Francisco as well as San Diego, 
equal to the most favored, the Texas and Pacific has relinquished its claim to 
the land grant ril:(htof way, and franchises west of El Paso to the Southern Pa­
cific companie's. The Texas and Pacific engages not to extend its road west of 
El Paso so long 88 the covenants with the Southern Pacific are observed~,..,.and 
the Southern Pacific agrees not to pru:allel the Texas and Pacific east of El.raso 
or either of the roads mentioned rn Texas, Arkansas, or :Missouri. The usual 
provisjon is made for arbitration between any of the parties for the settlement 
of disputes, and the respective superintendents are to can-y out the details of t-he 
arrangements as to interchange of traffic and the rntes of compensation. 
T~ junction with the Texas and Pacific will take place about December 1, at 

Sierra Blanca Springs, in Western Texas. The lower line across Texas will not 

• 
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be opened before June or Julv next. Through trains will commence running 
hetween New Orleans and El Pat;O and Saint Louis and El Pru~o about January 
I. The disfancefrom New Orleans by either line toElPaso isnearly1,200miles; 
to Memphis about the same. From Saint LouiR to El Paso 150 miles further; 
from El Paso to San FrancL"KJJ 1,285 milcs.-New York Worlcl, Novemhcr z:;, 1881, 
page 3, column 1. 

Now look at that mup. [Pointing to a map suspended in front of the 
Clerk's desk.] Observe the red lines in California centering at Ban 
Francisco. They show the lluntin.,nton railroad system and monopoly 
in that State. It may be likened to a huge devil-:Lish, whose capacious 
maw has clo ed upon the great port and city of S..w Francisco, with all 
its >ast wculth and commerce, and who e all-grruq>ing tentacles reach 
north into Oregon, out overt.he ocean on the west, to Mexico and Texas 
on the south, and upon and over the Rocky Mountains on the eaRt, 
hugging half a continent in it.s grasp and taxing its commerce at will, 
with none to compete with or muke it afraid. No other railroad com­
lJany has ever yet been able to reach California. lluntington is '' mon­
arch of all he surveys,'' and meets all others who approach hi'3 empire 
beyond hh; trontiers and gives them battle, >anquishes them, and im­
poses terms upon them. Gould is monarch of all that lies to the east 
of Huntington's empire. 

Now, this treaty between these two great powers ]:Jrovides for the 
Mle, tran fer, and delivery to Huntington of all the land grant, tight of 
way, and francliises of the Texas Pacific Railroad west of El Paso; that 
the Tex.a8 Pacific shall never extend its road west of El Paso; and these 
monarchs each engage and covenant never to parallel each other. In 
other words, theJ."e Rhill be no more competition. That is the con­
tract, and these are the great rights that are not to be ''impaired '' by 
this lJill. The purchased right to 15,000,000 of acres of unea.rned pub­
lic land is not to be impaired. The peaceable enjoyment of the Cali­
fornia monopoly that revels in its unrestrained power of taxation is not 
to be impaired. And to all this, and much more that is unseen, the 
Government is by the terms of this bill to give its sanction and ap­
proYal. A continent, with all its 1i ves and hopes and fortunes, is par­
celed out between these two haughty autocrats, and none of the im3.r:,!Yffi.­
ary rights, powers, and privileges that they may have acquired from each 
other are to be impaired by this bill. 

What is the consequence to the people? Take as an illustration 
sugar, which to-day comes into California free of import duty. No 
sooner does the Government take off the duty of 70 per cent. than 
Huntington puts it on for himself, and to-day sugar costs the people of 
California as much as it costs in New York, where ib pays a duty of 70 
per cent. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Three cents a pound higher. 
1\fr. DUNN. Because of the monopoly which is not to be impaired 

by this bill. 
.Are the members of this House ready to vote for a measure which 

they have never read; to vote for a bill that has never been considered, 
with all these monstrosities an<i enormities in it? Who knows what 
they would sanction by voting for such a bill? They would sanction 
all the extraordinary powers which may have been derived from the 
States and Territories that granted their charters. This Government 
may be committed to a sanction of all of them by this measure. 

Worse than that; it would be committed to the contract which pro­
hibits competition by transcontinental roods across this continent. Is 
this House prepared to do that? 

The gentleman says that the distinguished gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. CULBERSON] prepared an amendment to this bill. He did so by 
request, in order to make this bill less vicious than it is; a;R.d yet he 
will not give his sanction to it. 

).Ir. CULBERSON. I ask the gentleman to yield to me. 
Mr. DUNN. I will yield whatever time I have left. 

· The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
l\Ir. DUNN. I will ask consent to print with my remarks some doc­

uments which I ha>e here. 
There was no objection, and leave was granted. [See .Appendix.] 
Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I recognize the value of railways and 

railway corporations as leading factors in the de>elopment of our ma­
teruu resources and of civiliza.tion. I am disposed to deal with f:hem 
in a spirit of fuirness. But, sir, I can not conceal from myself the fact 
ht they represent op.e of the most interesting questions of the day, as 
the embodiment of corporate powers, in respect of their right and fran­
chises and as public carriers, both toward the people and the Govern­
ment. I feel that fu a matter of such gravity as is here presented we 
should have time to scrutinize closely eYery feature of the measure be­
fore us. We have not had such an opportunity. While, therefore, ex­
llressing my profound respect for the gentlemen ad vacating this bill, 
and my regret to differ from them, I am constrained under the circum­
Htances to cast my vote in the negative. 

lli. HO!illiAN. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas [Ur. C"GLBERSON]. 

lir. CULBERSON. Tile gentleman'.from Ohio [Mr. BUTI'ERWORTH], 
understanding that I was opposed to this measure, submitted the bill 
to me and asked me to suggest some amendment to it that would tend 
to destroy a part of its alleged viciousness. 

I suggested that the whole tenor and object of the bill was to create 
out of eight local State and Territorial corporations a national federal 

corporation; that the effect of the bill would be to ta,ke from the States 
their jnrisc:liction O\er the question of freights and fares over those com­
panies, and to deprive the State courts of jurisdiction over con troversie.c~ 
between tlle citizens of tho ·e State<~ and TeiTitories and these railroad 
COIJ>Orations. I said to him that if he would put a clause in the bill 
which would prevent that, it might give to his bill more strength than 
it now had, but that I should still oppose it. 

This measure, Ur. Hpeaker, is contrary to the policy of tlie State of 
Texa . There is n. provision in tl1e constitution of Texas which forbids 
the con'30lidation of any railroad chartered under the laws of that 
State with any railroad chartered by any other State or Territory or 
by Congress. 'Now, if you pass this bill you will override and nulli1)· 
and destroy that provision of the constitution of the State of Texas, 
or provoke a serious conflict between the authority of the General Gov­
ernment and the State. By this bill it is proposed to take from that 
State jurisdiction over its !peal roads, which by the very terlllS of their 
charters are under special obligations to the State. 

If Congress possesses the power to grant charters for the purpose of 
building railroads through ihe States without the consent of such 
Stn,tes, which I deny, it certainly bas no right to usurp the jurisdiction 
of a State over roads already huilt and in operation in the State, and 
over the operations of which the State has reserved the right of super­
vision and control. Texas now has the right to regulate the rate of 
freight and fares over the three roads within its borders which by the 
terms of this bill are to be merged in this grand national corporation. 
These companies are amenable to the citizens of that State in the courts 
of that State for wrongs done them or for rights withheld. 

If this measure becomes a law, notwithstanding the safeguard pro­
posed by me, and which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BurrER WORTH] 
has incorporated in the bill, the legal effect of its provisions will be to 
>est in Congress the supervision and control of these roads and extend 
the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States over controversies 
between the citizens of that State and these corporations. While the 
bill ostensibly provides against this result it is not improbable that the 
courts will hold that if Congress creates a federal '' corporation citi­
zen" that such citizen shall be entitled to all the rights of any other 
citizen, and that provisions abridging such rights are inoperative and 
void. Such is the tendency of decisions now in respect of the rights of 
corporations. Besides all this, if I had time I could demonstrate to 
the satisfaction ofthe House that the object of this bill, of which I do 
not believethegentlemanfromOhio [Mr. BuT.rERWORTII] is cognizant, 
is to strengthen the claim of the Southern Pacific Company to the land 
grant of18, 000,000 acres of land heretofore granted the Texas tmd Pacific 
Railway Company, to which I do not belie•e the Southern Pacific Com­
pany has the shadow of a right. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
~Ir. HOL~fAN. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Massar­

chusetts [.Mr. ROBINSON). 
1tir. ROBINSON, of1t1assachnsetts. l\Ir. Speaker, I am not disposed 

to vote for a bill of this character submitted to the House in this way. 
The bill is not in print; it is submitted mainly in manuscript. It is a 
bill afi'ecting, as I believe, in the future a land grant of millions of 
aeres. I think the Honse should pause before it consents in this hasty 
manner to the consolidation of all these roads. I hope the motion to 
suspend the rules will not pre>ail. 

Mr. HOL1tLL~. I think Congress, in view of the growing power of 
the great railroad corporations of the country, may well hesitate to con­
solidate these corporations now under local control into one powerful 
corporation, extending from the l\fississippi River to the Pacific Ocean. 
Congress has already O!branized enough of these corporations, with vast 
and perpetual powers, to lb"'t in the early future the strength of this 
Government. 

The most fatal objection to this measure, beyond the consolidation 
of power, is that in spite ofthe·limitation songht to be provided ii\ he 
bill this corporation, with perpetual powers, will be placed beyond and 
above the jurisdiction of the States through which the consolidated road 
shall pass; for although there is a provision in the bill proposing tore­
serve to the States through which this consolidated road will pass the 
jurisdiction of questions arising between the corporation and citizens 
of the State, it is questionable whether that important result can be 
secured. 

I ask the illwyers of this House whether the Federal Government can 
in this way, under the Constitution, surrender its juc:licial power to a 
State? The Supreme Court has held in effect that Congress can not 
surrender to the States the power of taxation of the Federal securities; 
and there have been other decisions of that court bearing upon this ques­
tion which in my judgment renders it questionable whether the pro­
vision tow hich I refer will be of any effect whatever. If it should prove 
ineffectual, as I believe it will, these eight corporations now or soon to 
be under State control and subject to the jurisdiction of State tribunals 
an(lsubordinate to public interests will be o~~~~ into one gr~tcor­
poration, extending in its power from the Mississ1pp1 to the Pacific, de­
fying the legal courts and driving the citizen into remote Federal tri­
bunals, whichtothe poor and the feeble is a denial of justice. Besides, 
sir, no other than a positive declaration of forfeiture can prevent this 
corporation, rendered })Owerful by t1us cOnsolidation, from asserting a 
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claim to the land grant of 18,000,000 acres to the Texas Pacific, which 
though long since forfeited is still, under the extraordinary decision of 
the Supreme Court, in force. I hope the House will not by passing 
this bill create this great corpora1o power to override States and still 
more imperil the monopoly of this great land grant of lR, 000,000 acres. 

[Here the hammer fell. j 
i\Ir. BUTTERWORTH. ~b:. Speaker, one of the prime factors in a 

fair di"!Cns..c;imi i::; to state the facts as they are. ::\Iy friend from Arkan­
sas [1\Ir. DtmN] knows very well that this bill, when introduced last 
HeSSion, was considered by our committee and amendments made which 
u.re all in the direction of what he and his friend desired. (Ur. Dtm:N' 
rose.] I can not yield; the gentleman would not let me interrupt him. 
These amendments, as appears by the report lying upon the table, are 
in furtherance of every suggestion Jll3,de by gentlemen who have op­
posed the bill, the object of these amendments being to meet fu1ly those 
objections. 

One thing more: my friend ~:~tands before the Ho~e and says in n, lou1l 
voice that the bill confums all the rights, grants, and pritilegcs con­
Jerred by the Territories upon these companies, and thls, although he 
heard me read the clause in the bill which especially provide~ again~t 
the >ery thing that the gentleman mentions. 

1\lr. DUNN. I understood thiRto be anew billa.ndnotthe committee 
bill. 

~lr .. npTTEl~WORTH. The gentleman stated that the tendency of 
th1s bill IS to reVl>e a land grant, when he knows that omnisdence could 
not frame or nse language which would or could more clearly and abso­
lutely prohibit the revi>al of L.'l.n<l grants, or any land grant. 

Now, I like to see firir pl1.y and perfect candor in dealing with pub­
lic questions. It is the easiest thing in the world to put up a mnn of 
l:ltraw, and then exhibit rare skill in knockinO' him down. I undertake 
to say that thls bill confers no power upon these companies except to 
form a continuou."3 through line from the Pacific to the Gulf, and this 
in fnrtherd.Dce of a project in support of which gentlemen on both sides 
of the. Chamber have talked themselves hoarse-the project of forming 
n.. continuous through line, thereby cheapening the cob't of auministr-J.­
tion and cheapening rates. Reserving to Congres the power which 
my friend from Texas (1\Ir. REAGAN] ha.s at all times ineisted that 
the G;eneral Governme~t should have to regulate interstate commerce, 
the bill at the same time secures to the States fully and amply the 
power to regulate the rates within their own tenitory. 

If my friend had stated the several propositions of the bill fairly I 
would not complain; but he has not done so. It is proper that I sho~d 
say that my friend from Texas [Mr. CL"LBERSO.N] did not say he would 
~:~upport the bill; but his main objec-tion (except that he questioned the 
wisdom of a consolidation at all: whatever its influenro upon rates) 
wa.s that it placed within the jurisdiction of the Feder-al courts contro­
versies between this consolidated company and dtizons of the several 
States or Territories. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That was one objection. 
~lr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly; and I asked my honor-able friend 

to pre:pnre an amendment which would meet that objection, a provil:lion 
reservmg to the se>eral States all rights in this respect and abridginO' 
to that extent the Federal jurisdiction. That was d011e. o 

Mr. HOOKER. I wish to ask my friend from Ohio whether this 
bill gives~ these companies when consolidated any })()Wer in addition 
to that which they now separately hold under the action of the re.cpect­
i>e States and Territories? 

~Ir. BUTTERWORTH. It docs not. On the contrary, it abridges 
and restricts the power of these companies; it denies them privileges 
which they haTe now. 

There is not in this bill a suggestion of a revival of any grant or any 
contract; and I think the allusion which has been made to contraet.s 
between Jay Gould and Huntington, . touching some great interest be­
longing to the Texas Pacific Railroad, is just as foreign from this bill 
as a verse selected at random from the Koran. 

It is complained that the bill hn8 not been printed with the amend­
D?ents; but, sir, it ;uas not been changed in any substantial particular 
smce 1t was reported favorably to the House, except to abridge the 
rights of these companies and to enlarge the rights of all who may trans­
act business with them. It reserves to the States the right to supervise 
these corporations within their limits and to :fix rates, and it secures to 
the State courts the jurisdiction of all controversies between the com­
pany and the citizens of the State . 

.Mr. CULBERSON. Allow me to ask the gentleman a question. 
)!r. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 
~fr. CULBERSON. Suppose we pass the House bill and the Senate 

strikes off those safeguards he suggests ? 
Mr. BUTTERWOH.Tll. Then I will oppose the bill. 
Several l\lEMnEBS. That is enough. 
~fr: BU'ITERWORTH. I stated to this House, when I introduced 

the bill, ~t I would see that its provisions were such as would fully 
protoct.tbe mterests of the citizen of every State through which the 
road m1ght pass. While accomplishing all that the company desires, I 
would n?t conf~r upon this C8mpany the power or authority to trench 
upon a amgle nght of any St:ilte or anv citizen. I shall adhere to that 
to the end. , ~ 

Mr. BERRY. I only wish to say that if I had. the opportunity I 

would enter the solemn protest of California against the passage of this 
bill. I do that now on the po.rt of the State and her people. 

1\Ir. BUTTERWORTH. The objections to the bill expressed in the 
l'esolutionsoftheCalifornin.Legislaturehave been removed byanamend­
ment that secures to that State and its citizens all they ask or claim. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's time has expired. 
l\Ir. HO~!AN. I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative-yeas 

87, nRys 128, not >oting 76; as follows: 
YltlS-87. 

Aiken, Ellis, 
Aldrich, Errett 

Kasson, 
Ketcham, 
King, 
Lord, 
l\IcCoid, 

Barbour, Farwe~l, Chas. B. 
Barr I<'arwell, Sewell 
Bingham, l<'isher, 
Rliss, Ford, ~Iiller, 

1\Ioney, 
1\:loore, 

Brewer, Garrison, 
Buckner, George, 
Burrows, Julinl4 C. Harmer, 
Burrows, Jos. H. Harris1 Benj . \\'. 
Butterworth , HaseUmt-, 

Morey, 
1\Iutchler, 
Nolan. 

Caldwell , • Hazelton, O'Neill, 
Pacheco, 
Page, 
Paul. 
Payson, 
Phelps, 
Pound, 
Prescott, 

Camp, Hepburn, 
Carpenter, Hoge, 
Ca. sidy, Hooker, 
Crapo, Horr, 
Crowle~· , IIouk, 
Darrnll, Hubbell, 
Deering. HubbR 
De ~!ott.... Jlumphrey, Rice, Theron M. 

Rich, 
Richard!lon, D. P. 

Dt>zcnrlorf. llutchinR, 
Dunnell, Jorgensen, 

Anderson, 
Arrnticld, 
Atherton, 
Atkins, 
Bayne, 
Beach, 
Bt!lmont, 
Hcltzhoon~r 
Berry, ' 
Blanchard. 
niand, 
Blount., 
Bragg, 
Briggs, 
Brow-ne, 
Brumm, 
lluchanau, 
Cabell, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, 
Carlisle, 
Cha ce, 
Chapn1n u, 
Clardy, 
Cobb, 
Col crick 
Conve~ , 
Cook, 
Covington, 
Cox, Stunucl S. 
Cox, William U.. 
Cra-vens, 

);AYi-128. 

( 'ulbt:rson, Holman, 
Cullen, .Jadwin 
Curtin, Jones, Geo. W. 
Cutts. .Jones, James K. 
Da.vi<L!on, .Tones, PhineM 
Davis, George R . Klotz, 
DavisiiLowndes H. Knott, 
Dibre , Ln.cey, 
Doxey, Latham, 
Dunn, I.e Fene, 
Dwight, Lewis, 
Ermeutrout, Lynch, 
Evins, 1\Ia.nniug, 
l<'orney, l\Iarsh, 
Fulkerson, l\fartin, 
Geddes, ~Iatson, 
Gibson, l\IcCook, 
Godshalk, McLane,Robt.)L 
Grout, l\Ic:Millin, 
Ha.ll, l\1iles, 
Hammond, Johu l\Iills1 Hammond, N.J. Mornson, 
1furdenbergh, l\Iuldrow, 
Hardy, Murch, 
Harris, HenryS. Parker, 
Hatch, Peelle, 
Heilman, Pe~ ... 
Herbert, Ranaa..u, 
llewitt, G. W. Ranney, 
Hill, Ray, 
Hiscock, Reese, 
Hitt, Richardson, J. S. 

.NOT VOTING-76. 

Robinson, Jas. B. 
Shelley, 
Shultz, 
Simonton, 
Singletondas. W. 
Smith, J. Hyatt 
Strait, 
Talbott, 
Townsend, Amos 
Tucker, 
Valentine, 
VanHorn 
Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait. 
Ward 
Whittborne, 
Wilson, 
Wise 1\Iorgan R. 
W~, Walter.&. 
Young. 

Ritchie, 
Robertson, 
Robinson, Geo. D. 
Rosecrans, 
Ross, 
Scales, 
Scranton, 
Shallenberger, 
Sin,;leton, Otho R. 
SIDlth, A. Herr 
Smith, Dietrich C. 
Spooner, 
Steele, 
StockBlager, 
Stone, 
Taylor, Joseph D. 
Thompson, P. B. 
Townshend. R. W. 
Turner, Henry G. 
Turner, Oscar, 
Tyler, 
Updegraff, 
Upson, 
Vance, 
Walker, 
Warner, 
Washburn, 
'Vatson, 
Wellborn, 
Wheeler, 
Williams, Chas. G. 
WilliA. 

Belford, Guenther, 1\IcKinley, Sherwin, 
Bisbee, Gunter, 1\IcLean,Jas.IT. Skinner, 
Blo.ck Haskell, 1\Iorse, Smalls, 
Blackburn, Henderson, 1\Iosgrove, Spar~1 BoWDUln, Herndon 1\!oulton, Spaulrung, 
Buck, llewitt, AbramS. Neal, Speer, 
Crukins, Hoblitzell, :Norcross, Springer, 
Candler, House, Oates, Taylor, Ezra D., 
Caswell , Jacobs, Pettibone, Thomas, 
Clark, Joyce, Phister, · Thompson, Wm. G. 
Clements, Kelley, Reagan, Urner, 
Cornell, KemUJ., Reed, Van Aernam, 
Dawes, Ladd, Rice, Johu B. 'Vebber, 
Deuster, Leedom, Rice, Wm. W. West, 
Dingley, Lindsey, Robeson, White, 
Dowd, Mackey, Robinson, Wm. E. Williruns, Thomas 
Dugro, Mason, Russell, Willits 
Flower, McClure, Ryan, Wise.J. Geor~ D. 
Frost, )lcKenzie, Scoville, Woou. BeDJa.min. 

So (two-thirds not ha>ingvotedin the affirmative) the ruleswerenot 
suspended, and the bill was not passed. · 

During the roll-roll the following additional pairs were announced 
from the Clerk's desk: 

Ur. SKTh""NER with ::\Ir. HEWI'IT of New York. 
Mr. WEBBER with l\Ir. LEEDOM. 
Mr. lrENNA with l\Ir. TuCKER. 
Mr. ROBESON with l\Ir. BLACKBURN. 
Mr. NOR CROSS v.'ith Mr. WILLIAMS of Alabama. 
Ur. REED with ~Ir. McKENZIE, on this vote. 
Mr. RAXNEY with Mr. CLARK. 
l\b:. 'VHITE with Mr. FLoWER. 
l\b:. GUE~THER with ~fr. DEUSTER. 
l\fr. TUCKER. Ifl\Ir. KEN.N.A were here I should >ote "no." 
1\fr. SPARKS. l\Ir. Speaker, I desire towithdrnw my>ote. I voted 

in the negative, butihadpa.ired with my colleague [Mr. H.EXDERSO-~J. 
The vote was then announced as above recorded. 
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~Ir. BUTTERWORTH. Let the bill be printed in the RECORD. 
The SPEAKER. It will bo printed in the RECORD as a matter of 

course. 
.Al\lEXDIIIENT OF PEXSIOK L.A WS. 

Mr. CURTIN. 11Ir. Speaker, I move to Sv.sJ>end the rules mtd take 
from the Speaker's table House bill No. 1410 to amend the pension laws 
by increasing the pensions of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm 
or a leg in the SC7vice, and agree to the amendments of the Senate 
thereto. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate amendments will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

l:itrike out all afle..r the word "duty," in line 5, down to and including lines; 
and insert: 

"Shall have lORt one haud or one foot or been totally orpenuanenUy disabled 
in the same, or otherwise so disabled as to render their inropacit,y to perform 
manual -labor equivalent to the loss of a hand or a foot, shall receive a pension 
of $21lu~r ruonth. 

"That all pen;ons now on tb pew!!ion-rolls, aHd all perl:!ons hereafte1:granted a 
pcn~;ion who in like manner shallha\·e lost either an arm at or above the elbow, 
or a leg at or above the knee, or shall have been otherwise so disabled as to be 
incapacitated for performing any manual labor in so much as to require re~­
lar personal aid and attendaY.ce, shall receive a pension of $30 )Jer month: l'ro­
dded, That nothiug contained in this act shall be construed to rep~l section 
46i!> of the Revised Statutes of the United States, or to change the rat€ of $18per 
month tl.Jcrein mentioned to be proportionately divided for any degree of dis­
ability establil;hed for which section 4695 makes no provision." 

Amend the title by adding thereto tho wonls "and for other purposes." 

~Ir. CURTIN. I apprehend that this bill needs no explanation, Ur. 
Spe.:tker. The bill which passed the House ga-ve $40 per month; the 
amendments of the Senate ~e snfficiently explicit. I hope there will 
be no ohjection to the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the mot.iou to sus­
pend the rules and concur in the- Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to (two-thirds Toting in tln·or thereof). 
E~'"ROLLED lULLS SIG~LD. 

~!1·. SPAULDll"'fG, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found dnly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; -when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. It 7682) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the 1\-lissouri River at some accessible point within ten miles below and 
five miles above the city of Kansas City, ~Iissouri; anrl 

A bill (H. R. 7115) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Thames River, near New London, in the State of Connecticut, and 
declare it a post-route. 

YORKTOWN CEXTE:NKIAL. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House, pursuant to law, 

the following concurrent resolution of the Senate, which the Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
• L~ THE SENATE OF THE UYITED STATES, Murch 2, 18S3. 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of .Representatives concurring), That 10,000 ad<li­

t.ional copies of the proceedings of the Yorktown centennial celebration be 
printed; of which 6,000 shall be for the use of the House and 4,000for the rure of 
the Senate. 

Tlie resolution was referred to the Committee on Printing. 
SORGIIUM SUGAR. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the Honse the following concurrent 
resolution of the Senate; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 

L'< THE SENATE OF THE U~i'ITED STATES, March 2, 1883. 
Resolved by tho Sennte (the House of Representatives concurrina), That the repm-t 

of the National Academy of Sciences on the sorghum-sugar industry be printed, 
with such portions of the appendix and accompanying exhibits as may be He­
lecft>d by the .Toint Committee on Puhlio Printing; and thnt there be printed 
6,500 copies, of which 2,000 copies shn.ll be for t.ll.e use of the l:ienate, 8,000 copies 
for the use of the House of" Representative!'!, 1,000 copies for the use of the De­
partment of Agriculture, and 500 copies for the use of the said National Acaucmy 
of Sciences. 

CO:!l.L'ESTED-ELECTIO.~:~ CASE OF SESSIXGHAlJS VS. FICO 'T. 

Mr. CALKINS. I now call u_p the contested-election case of Sess­
inghaus against Frost, and ask the Clerk to read the accompanying res­
olutions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
1. Resolved, That R. Graham Frost was not elected as a Representative to the 

Forty-seventh Cong1·ess of the United States from the third Congressional dis­
trict ofl\lissouri, and h! not entitled to occupy a sen.t in this House as such. 

2. Resolved, That Gustavus Sessinghaus was duly elected as a Representative 
from the third Congressional district of Missouri to the Forty-seventh Congress 
of the United States, and is entitled to his seat as such. 

Mr. CLARDY. On that I raise the question of consideration. 
The SPEAKER. The question is: ·will the Honse proceed to con-

!:!ider the contested-election case named. 
The House diviue~ and there were-ayes 56, noes 60. 
.~Ir. CALKINS. Tellers. There is no quorum voting. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands tellers. 
Mr. 'VILLIS. It is too late to make the point of a quorum. 
~Ir. CALKINS. I think I made it in time. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will order tellers. 
~Ir. CALK.DI'S and ~Ir. CLARDY were appointed tellers. 
The House divided; and the tellers reported-ayes 109, noes 70. 

So the House decided to proceed with the cont~idemtion of the con­
tested-election ca ·o. 

Ur. CL.A .. HDY. I call ior the y eas and ua,ys on thi!5 vote.. 
The SPEAKER. Jt. is too late; some time has elap:scd since U1c an­

nouncement of the vote. The gentleman from Indiana is recognized. 
Mr. CALKIKS. I now yield the floor to my colleague on the com­

mittee [Mr. Mn~LER]. 
Mr. MILLER. 1\lr. Speaker-
.Mr. CALKINS. May I ask the other side how much time is rlesired 

for ru·gument, that we may have some arrangement? 
1\lr. HATCH. We do not want any limit fixed. 
~Ir. CALKINS. I wonldlike to hear from the gentleman from Illinois 

[l\Ir. MoLLTON]. How would an hour on each side do? 
1\Ir. MOULTON. I am willing. 
Mr. CALKINS. Then it is understood that an hour on each sicle is 

to be taken in the discussion, after which I will call t.bc previous ques­
tion. 

J\Ir. MILLER. It appears from the returru; of the election held in 
the third Congressional district of Missouri on the 2d day of November, 
1880, that R. Graham Frost, the contestee in this case, received 9,487 
vote.<J; Gnsta.Tns Sessinghaus, the contestant, received 9,290 votes, and 
D. 0. O'Connell received 266 Totes. 

1\Ir. Frost having a plurality of 197 votes on the face of the returns 
was awarded the certificate of election. 

At the time of the above election the city of Saint Louis was pal·­
tially divided into three Congressional districts. The third district 
was composed of one township in Saint Louis County and of the north­
ern part of the city of Saint Louis. 

The constitution of the State, adopted in 1875, in prescribing the 
qualifications of Toters, reads as follmYs: 

Every male citizen of the United States, and evory male person of foreign 
hirth who may have declared his intention to become a citizen of the United 
StateR, according to law, not less than one ycaJPnor morE) than five ye:ws before 
he oflers to vote, who is over the age of2l years, possessing the following qual­
ilications, shall be entitled to vote at all elections of the people: 

First. He shall have resided in the State one year immediately preceding the 
election at which he offers to vote. 

Second. He shall have resided in ihecounty1 city,ortown wherehc1:1hall offer 
t.o vote at least si:xty days immediately precedmg the election. 

By this same constitution, article 9, sections 20 et seq., power was given 
the citizens of Saint Louis to frame a chn.rter not inconsistent with any 
provision of the said constitution for the government of that city 

Article 8, section 5, and article 9, section 7, of said constitution are 
as follows, namely: 

ART. 8, SEc. 5. The General Assemhly ~;hall provide by law for the regi>;t.mt.iou 
of all voters in cities and counties having a populn.tion of more than 100,000 ill­
habitants, and may provide for such regis~ration in cities having a population 
exceeding 2:>,000 inhabitants and not exceeding 100,(){1(), but not otherwi>;e. 

ART. 9, SEC. 7. The General .A.ssembly shall provide by general laws for the 
organization and clas.-;ifi.cation of cities and towns. The number of >~uch clnE~Se~ 
s hall not exceed four, and the power of each class shall be dei1ne1l by general 
lawR, so that all such municipal corporations of the SRme class shall pol'sess t.he 
same powers aud bo subject to the same restrictions. The General Assembly shall 
also make provision by general law whereby any city, town, or village e:xiRtinp; 
by virtuo of any special or local law may elect to become Rubject to and be goY· 
erned by thc .generalln.ws relating to such corporations. 

In pursuance of article 9, section 20 et seq., the city of Saint Louis in 
1876 adopted a scheme and charter, one part of said charter providing 
for registration. This scheme and charter was never ratified subse­
c1nently by the LcgiHlatnre of Missouri, but a\} subsequent election~:~.. 
in Saint Louis were helu under this charter and Its provisions until 
1878. In 18i8 tho mnnici}:>al assembly of Saint Lo~ passed a cii.y 
ordinance regulating elections and providing for a complete system of 
registration in said cit.y, by which and nuder which a large number of 
names were stricken from the registration list-enough, the Committee 
on Elections find, to govern anu decide this case. If they are counted, 
the contestant lli elected; if they are not counted, the contestee should 
retain his sea.t. Section 11 of said ordinance, as amended by the city 
assembly on Augll8t 20, 1878, i'3 as follows: 

SEC. 11. The mayor sholl appoint a board of revi<~ion, cousisting of one repu­
table citizen from each ward in the city who shall posseRS the qualifications of 
a meml>er of the hou!ie of delegates, whose duty it shall be to meet with there­
corder of voters, at Ius office, twenty days before each general, !;tate, or munici­
pal election, for the purpose of examining the registration, and making ami 
noting corrections therein as may be rendered necessary by their knowledge 
of errors committed, or by competent testimony het1>rd before the board; · a ma­
jority of su.irl hoard shall be nece.-;sary to do bu~;iness and the mayor shall be 
ex officio president thereof. They Shti.ll strike from the registration, by a ma­
jority vote, names of persons who have removed from the election district for 
which they registered, or who have died, and shall note the fact opposite UIC 
name of any person charged with having registered in a wrong name, or who 
for any reason is not entitled to registration under the provisions of Uti~; ordi­
nance, which person sl.Jall be challenged by the judges of election wh n pre­
senting himself to vote, and rejected uuless he sn.tisfy said judges that he waH 
entitled to register, and said board shall also place on said books the names of 
such persons as in their jurlgment have been improperly rejected by the re­
corder of voters. They shall sit from day to day, not exceediug ten da-y!:!, uuW 
they have completed their labors, and their proceedings shall be printed daily 
in the paper doing the city printing. They shall each be allowed tho 1:mm of $3 
per day for their services. 

It is true that the State Legislature of Missouri in 1877 enacted a 
general election law, three sections of which are as follows: 

SEC. 4380. All cities and towns in this State containing 100,000 inhabitants or 
more shall be cities of the first class. 

SEC. 4385. Any city or town in this State exi~:~ting b;Yvirtue of the present gen­
eral law, or by any local or speeialliJ.w, may elect to bec?mc a city of the class 
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to which its population would entitle It under the provisions of this article hy 
pa. sing un ordinance or proposi~ion and submitting the same to the legal voters 
of such city or town at a.n election to be held for tllat purpo~, not less than 
tw<'nty n or more than thirty days after llle passage of such ordmanee or propo-
6ition; and if a. majority of such vote s, voting at suchE.'lection, .shall ratify such 
ordinance or propo:sitiou, tbe.rua.yor or chief officer of. sucll cit.y or town shall 
issue his proclrunation dcclarrng the result of Much elect10u, nnd thereafter such 
city or town shall, by virtue of such vote, be incoil>orutcd under th.e provisi~ns 
of the general law provided for the government of the class to which uch city 
belongs, which clki.SS shall be determined hy the last census taken, whether8tate 
0~~~:i~~~· .Any city of the fir!'ltclu in thlsStatemay become a uouy-corporute, 
under the pronsions of tills artick, in the manner provided by law, &c. 

Then follow the provisions for governing citie~ of the first class and 
for registr.ilion and elections therein. 

It i1:! proper to s1atc, however, that it has never been claimed by the 
conte ·tee that 'aint Louis ever elected to accept the provisions of this law 
or electeu to become a dty of the tirst class, or in any way designated its 
wllih uesire, or intention to accept these provisionR. It became a boUy­
co~rate Ly virtue of its scheme and charter adopted in 1876, and has 
r.ontinueu so to act to this day. · 

Neither was it claimed that the provi.;;;ions of the act of the Legislature 
of 1877 governCU. or cont1·olled the election of 18 0; nor were these pro­
visions of the act of 1877, re'3pecting registration, of any force or effect in 
&thl city. Thelastcityordinancewasadopteusub equcntlytoanyadof 
the General Assembly. It contains forty and odd sections and prescribed 
an entire scheme regulating elections and providing for registration in 
the city , anu wa."> the only law by which registration was had in that 
c.ity. 

These views are supported Ly Mr. Bell, the city counselor, a man who 
is admitted to be of eminent legal ability. His views will Le found on 
page 1814 of the record. . . 

The Constitution of the United States, article 1, 18 as follows: 
The times placeR and manner of holding elections for Senaton~ a.ud Represent­

atives bnll 'be p~ribed in each State by the Legislature thereof; but the ()on­
gress mny at any time, by lo.w make or alter such regulations except as to the 
places of choosing Seua.tors. 

The question ra.ist...U, thereiore, in this case is: Wag the registration law 
ofSaintLouis, unucrwhich theelectionofl880washeld, legallyeuaded; 
anu were its provisions applicable to the election of a Representn.tive in 
Cont,rre:s.s? Coulu the people of Missouri by a constitutional provision 
delegatetothedtyof Saint Louis the authoritytopassn.registration law 
applicable to that city only? The Constitution of the United States hav­
ing expressly declared that the manner of holding elections for Repre­
·enta.ti>t:a shall be prescri.Led in each State by the Legislature thc.rrof: 
could the State Legislature or the constitution of 1\fissouri delegate its 
authority to any other power, to any other body? 

That the election was held under the provisions of the charter was 
not denied. That the registration law by which a large number of 
voters were deprived of their right to exercise their franchise was 
enacted in 1878 was not disputed. That enough legal voters w_ere thus 
stricken off to change the result is not in doubt .. The. commtttee b~­
lieve that so much of the ordinance as made regiStrabou a prereqm­
site to voting wa.~ illegal, was tmconstitutional, had no binding power, 
and that all legal votes rejected by virtue of this ordinance should 
be counted. 

That there may Le no mil take in regard to the e:xad situation of 
affairs, I shall run over in a half dozen sentences the exact situation, 
and shall leave it to any gentleman upon that side of the House who 
tiees fit to examine the question whether or not the city of Saint Louis 
could by a. city ordinance provide that registration should be a pre­
requisite to voting, w~en there w~ no law u~n the .statute-book pro-
'·iding such a regulation and applicaL~e to Sa~nt LoulS. . 

The constitution provid~ t.~t res1de~1ee 1~ the S~ate for.~ g:tsen 
time an1l re. idence in the distrtct for a g:tven time entitles a mt1zcn to 
Yote and not a word ahout registration, nothing except residence. 
The 'dty of Saint Louis, under the constitntiona! prov~ion au~horizi~g 
it to enact a scheme and charter, passed a registry law making regiS­
tration a prorequi ite for voting. 

It is true that that ·heme and charter has been published in the laws 
of the tate as eompiled by a joint committee; but it was compiled by 
tha.t committe-e without any authority of law. They placed the chart~r 
there not uy direction of the Legll;lature, but because they thought It 
ouO'ht to go tilere; and the registration law, as passed by the city of 
&fnt Louis under the scheme and charter, was never ratified by any 
legislative hody other than by the munidpallegislature of the city of 
Raint Louis. 

But we are told that the State in 1877passed a registration law, and 
that it pa~ eu one applicable to cities of the first cia..~, and cities of 
1 on 000 inha.hitants were cities of the first class, and we are asked to 
tak~ notice of the 11tt-t because Saint Louis has more than 100,000 in­
hahitunt therefore she falls within the provisions of the general law. 

But it i~ to he mn.rked that the same enactment of the Legislature 
provide~ that a city must, in orcler to become a city of ·the first class, 
wTcpt the pronsio)1s of ilie law providing for cities of the first class. 
~int Louis i not a bouy corporate by virtue of that enactment, b~t 
it LolUs it.<~ charter by virtue of the constitutional provi ion pcrmtt­
ting it to u.dopt t.Le scheme and ch.!lrter under which it llil..~ existed 
ince 187G. 
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And a.<~ I remarked a moment ago, Mr. Bell, a man of eminent legal 
ability who had been dty counselor for two years prior to 1880, tes­
tified ~nder oath that the election in the city in 1880 was held, not 
unucr any bw of the State, but by virtue of the charter and of the 
amended ordinances passed in July and August, 1878. 

Let me ask any Democrat, is it J>?SSibl.e that a city ~f. any class. can 
pass n rc!ristration law making regtatratiOn a prereqUISlte o.f voting? 
\Vhen th~ Constitution of the United States says that the Legtalature of 
a State shall prescribe the ~~er of holdin~ elections for Representa­
th·es and when the Constitution of the Uruted States delegated that 
powdr to the Legislatures, did it mean that the Legis~ature or the peo­
ple of any State might redelegate that power to any City, to any town, 
or to any municipality? . . 

I think there is no man upon the other 8lde of the House who ~ 
go the length of saying that any city, by virtue of any Sta~ co~­
tution or any legislative ena~tment can adopt a sy~tem of regtstratlon 
impo in<J' upon voters reaulations other than those rmposed upon them 
by the ~nstitution of their State or ~y the Legi~e thereof. 

The committee believe that the regiStry clause was illegal, was uncon­
stitutional, had no binding effect, and that all legal votes rejected by 
virtue of the provisions of this clan.~ should be counted. 

But we hold that these names thus stricken off should be counted, even 
if the L.1.w was held to be constitutional anu binding, for the further~ 
son: At the first meeting of the board of revision it adopted the follow­
ing resolution: 

Resol't•ed That when a. member of the board of revision presents~ list of per­
sons found on the list furnished him by the recorder of voters Wlth dead,_ r~ 
moved, not founc.l, vacant house, duplicate, not a citizen, o.r a.ny otbe.r wora or 
phrase to indicate t.bat the person is not entitled to vote, his name bemg on the 
books of tbe recorder, the board of revision shall take immediate action on su?h 
names and instruct the recorder of voters to erase such names. from the regu~­
tere<l list of voters in his office. 

By this resolution that board delegated its exclusive power to each 
of it~ members and in advance agreed that whatsoever names any of 
its members p~nted to be stricken off should be stricken off witho~t 
any knowledge or testimony. The recorder of voters, who was ex ojJi.cio 
clerk of the board, swears that the business was done as follows, 
namely: 

The rlerk called ward 1. When the reviser from that ward sent up 
a list of names which was not e>en read, the clerk merely stated the 
number ofna~es on the list, when, by virtue of the. above resolution 
and withoutfurtheraction by the boaru, they were stricken off, no other 
member of the board but he from the first wardeverheari.ngthenames 
read or knowing what names had been stricken off. The same action 
wa, had when ward 2 was called, and so on through the whole twenty­
eight ward · (recortl, page 131). This was also pr?ved by ~ear~y all the 
members of the board called by the contestee as Witnesses m his behalf. 
( ee record pages 1792, 1824, 18'>....5, and 1844). It is undisputed. The 
board sat from one to two hours each of the eight days, and in that time 
struck off over 12,000 names from a registration of about 60,000. . . 

The fuct also appears that the reviser for th~ fourth _ward of thil? dis­
iJict that ward in which most of the above disfranchised. voters hved, 
left hls entire work of revision to irresponsible deputies, whose work 
was sent in, and the names reported b~ them were stricken from the 
liRt of voters in the manner above descnbed. 

The t timony of one Michael Burke shows that he was one of these 
unsworn deputies, and rev~ the frauds by which llepll:bli~ we~ 
intentionally stricken off the hsts. He also swears--and his eVIdence Is 
wholly uncontradicted-that there was an understanding ~d agreel?~t 
between all these deputies tha.t they should act together m practicmg 
these frauds. (See record, page 71 and following.) . 

It will Le borne in mind that the law not only does not recogruze 
the c deputies, but specifically provides that this wor~ of de~r:mJning 
the qualifications of voters should be done by th~ reV18ers, Sitting as a 
court and actingjudiciallyon "actual knowledge" or "competent tes­
timony, and by a majority vote." 

The testimony shows that one hundred and fifty-one of the men 
stricken off were legal and qualified voters, many of them being old res­
ident~! aml that they did all in their power to entitle them to vote. The 
c~nnttee hold that their votes should be counted. by the House. The 
said voters had done e""erything the law required of them; they had 
exhausted their remedy; they had registered an~ gone to the polls and 
offered to vote, but their names having been stricken off they were not 
allowed to vote. 

The principle is well established, and was adopted by thi& com~ttee 
in the case of Bisbee vs. Finley (present Congress), that where Judges 
of election improperly refuse a qu~lified voter the right to vote,. his vote 
will be counted here.. We subnnt the reason of that rule Wlll apply 
as well to this case where the voter has done e>erything in his power 
and the primary wn',ngful act was committed by the registration offi­
cers. 

-:\IcCmry on Elections, sections 10, 11, and 383, fully b'USta.ins this 
view in the tollowing language: 

A OOSCIIUlyoccurwberea.portlonofthelegal vo.tershave,:w!thouttheir.faultand 
in spite of uue diligence on their part, been denied the pnvilege of registration.. 
In such a case il the voter was otherwise qualified and is clearly shown to have 
p~rform u all the acts required of him by the law, and to have been dented regia-
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tmtion by the wrongful A.Ct of the registering officer, it would seem a very un­
just thing to deny him the right to vote. In elections for State officers, however, 
under 1t constitution or statute which imperatively requires registration as a 
qualification for vqting, it may be that the voter's only remedy would be found 
in ltD action against the registration officer for damages. (See, also, sections 11 
and 883.) 

It will be observed that Judge McCrary, after stating the general doc­
trine, says that-

In elections for State officers, however, under a. constitution or statute which 
imperatively requires registration as a qualification for vot.ing, it may be that 
the voter's only remedy would be found in an action against the registration 
officer. 

This refers exclusively to State officers, while the office for which it 
is intended to count these votes is not a State office-that the United 
States Constitution has given this body full control over the question 
as to who are ita members; and in the State of :Missouri neither the 
constitution nor any statute in force in Saint Louis makes registration an 
imperative prerequisite or qualification. (See constitution 1875, here­
tofore cited.) 

The Constitution of the United States having declared that the Leg~ 
islatures of the several States shall provide for choosing members of 
Congress, and the constitution of Missouri having authorized the Gen­
eral Assembly, and that alone, to enact a registration law, we hold that 
so much of the ordinance as made registration prerequisite to voting 
has no binding force or effect, and is invalid. 

We therefore rely upon the language of McCrary, section 11, that-
In the absence of any positive law making registration impemtive a.s a quali­

fication for voting, it is avery plain proposition that the wrongful refusal of a 
registering officer to register a legal voter who has complied with the law and 
applies for registration ought not to disfmnchise such voter. The offer to reg­
ister in such a case is equivalent to registration. This would be held to be the 
law upon the well-settled principle that the offer to perform an act which de­
pends for its performance upon the action of A.nother person, who wrongfully 
refuses to act, is equivalent to its performance. 

Furthermore these votes (151) thus illegally stricken off should be 
counted upon another ground, following a well-established principle of 
law. 

The proof in this case shows that the board of revision by whom the 
above voters were disfranchised acted at the outset and throughout their 
entire proceedings in absolute violation of not only the spirit but the 
letter of the law which gave them authority. The ordinance explicitly 
says that this board shall meet-

For the purpose of examining the registration and making and noting correc­
tions therein as may be rendered necessary by either their knowledge of errors 
committed or by competent testimony heard before the board, a majority of said 
board shall be necessary to do business. 

By a resolution adopted at the beginning (heretofore cited) they de­
clared they would neither hear testimony nor act upon the knowledge 
of the board. Thereafter names of voters were stricken off the list with~ 
out even being read to the board, and merely upon the recommendation 
of an individual member who, in many cases, as the proof shows, adopted 
without question, knowledge, or examination the reports of his unsworn 
and unauthorized deputies. 

When it is borne in mind that no actual notice was given to the voter 
thus stricken from the list, and that even if he had such notice there 
existed no remedy or law by which he could be reinstated, the necessity 
of holding this board to a strict execution of its powers will be ap­
parent. 

It will be observed. that the ordinance conferred upon the board of 
revision the power to examine and revise the registration list prepared 
by the recorder of voters and making and noting corrections therein, 
to correct his errors or omissions, but the law nowhere empowered them 
to correct or revise their own. 

It is a well-settled doctrine of law that as to courts not of record and 
other bodies having judicial functions no presumptions arise as to juris­
diction, or the regularity of their proceedings, and that any judgment 
rendered by such court or body not in strict conformity with the law 
is void. 

This board of revision, as shown by the record, acted from the begin­
ning to the end in utter disregard and violation of the law. 

This ordinance gives the board power to strike from the registry tl'sta, 
by a majority vote and either on the knowledge of the board officially 
or by competent testimony heard before the board, the names of those 
only "who have removed from the election district for which they reg­
istered or who have died." The resolution divested the board of all 
its functions; it gave each member individually the right to ·not only 
strike off the dead and removed, but it gave him the right to strike off 
those not found; it gave him the right to write ''vacant house" against 
a man's name, and that man was disfranchised; it gave him the right 
to strike off duplicate names i it gave him the right to strike off all who 
were in his judgment not citizens; and, lastly, it gave him the right to 
strike off any one whom he thought for any reason ought not to vote­
and to do all this without any testimony, without any knowledge as to 
whether it was right, and without any notice to him whose name he 
struck off. And then the board beforehand sanctioned all this; told 
each reviser to do whatever he would; it, as a board, would stamp it a8 
the act of the board. 

Jt will be seen by this or~nce that this b,oard, besiqes stPk:ing off 

the names of those who had removed out of the precinct where they 
lived when they registered, and the names ofthosewhohaddied, were 
required '' to note the fact opposite the name of any person charged with 
having registered in a wrong name, or who for any reason is not enti~ 
tled to registration under the provisions of this ordinance, which per­
son shall be challenged by the judges of election when presenting him~ 
self to vote, and rejected unless he satisfy said judges that he was enti­
tled to register." This board was precluded from striking off the names 
of these persons. Ita only duty was to make note against them, and 
then the judges of election were to judicially examine into the quali­
fications of these voters. So t;he board not only vioL'tted and defied the . 
law, but by ita acts it prevente<l the judges of election from examin­
ing and determining the questions which the ordinance explicitly re­
ferred to them. If this board had been a court of general jurisdiction, 
even then ita acta would have been absolutely void because of ita failure 
to proceed in accordance with law. 

·we therefore hold that the action of this board in striking off the 
names of the above voters was illegal and absolutely void and of the 
same effect as if done by any unauthorized party. 

Again, the proof shows that the action of the board of revision from 
its inception operatetl as a fraud upon all who were improperly stricken 
off by them, and that there was actual fraud on the part of some of 
those to whom were improperly delegated the duties and functions of 
the wbole board, which fraud resulted in striking off and disfranchise­
ment of these voters. 

This opportunity for fraud is evidenced by the illcgu.l :resolution 
adopted, the manner in which the board did its work, and by the em­
ployment of unauthqrized and unsworn deputies. 

The actual fraud is shown in the uncontradicted testimony of Michael 
Burke, one of the above deputies in the fourth ward of this Congres­
sional district, who unblushingly tells how he struck off of the list Repub­
lican voters; of his understanding that he was hired for that purpose, 
and agreement with other deputies to do the same work in theirward'l; 
in the fact that of the 12,000 names stricken off-the contestee after 
keeping in a conspicuous place in theleadingDemocrnticpaperofSaint 
Louis an advertisement for all Democrats who had been wrongfully 
stricken from the registration list to appear and give their testimony­
only obtained three who were qualified voters; in the fact that in nu­
merous instances, as shown by the testimony, some membelli of a family 
were stricken off said list and members of the same family left on, anrl 
in each of such instances the Republicans were stricken off and the Dem­
ocrats left on; in the fuct that five months after the election herein, as 
i'l shown by the testimony, another election was held in Saint Loui!:l, 
before which a presumably fair registration was had, and at which every 
Republican candidate was elected by a very large majority, whereas at 
this election the Democratic candidates for President and governor each 
received a majority. 

We therefore hold that, as fraud vitiates all things, the frauds above 
enumerated vitiated the action of said board of revisers. 

For each and all these l'e..<tsons, and because it seems just and right 
that where a legally-qualified voter has done all that the law requires 
of him in order to vote, but he has been deprived of the privilege by 
the default, neglect, or fraud of any officer of election, his vote should 
be counted, and because it seems to us that these voters were, in the 
eyes of the law, on the list of voters furnished the judges of election 
(having been stricken off by illegality and fraud), we hold that these 
votes should now be counted for contestant. 

In addition the committee held that 35 other votes should be counted. 
If valid they had complied with the registration law of said city, having 
previous to the election registered their names before the proper officer; 
that on the day of election they offered their ballots at their r(ll3pective 
and proper polling precincts in Mid city, all said ballots being for con­
testant; that their names were, each and every one of _them, found on 
the poll-list at the precincts where they offered to vote, but for various 
trivial and insignificant reasons, such as, for instance, the misspelling 
of names or the incorrectness of numbers, and, in some instances, for no 
reasons whatever, the judges refused to receive their votes, and they 
were not received or counted. 

The committee also counted 8 votes as follows: That they had never 
registered and. voted in the city of Saint Louis; that on the day of election 
they were registered at the polls of their respective and proper precincts 
by the registering officer duly appointed for that purpose; that they of­
fered their ballots for contestant for Representative in Congress from 
the third Congressional district of l\fissouri, but the judges refused to 
receive and count t,heir Yotes, and they never have been counted. 

The committee also count~d 86 votes, as follows: 
The Legislature of k.fusouri in 1877 adopted the following act, which 

both parties to this contest state was in force in Saint Louis in 1880, 
and so conceded by all parties: 
An act to provide for the exercU!e of the right of ~otiug by persons who have 

failed to regU!ter. 
Be it enacted by the General At;sembly of the State of 1\Iissouri, as follows: 
SEcTIO::-< 1. In a"ll State, county, and municipal elections hereafter held in any 

city of this State having a population of 100,000 inhstbitants or more no person 
sb.all be deprived of tho right of voting at such election by reaso~ of having 
f!liled to reg:is.ter: Pr01:ided, That, in all cities where registration is required ·by 
ln. w, the p~trty offering to vote, but who from any cause has failed to register be­
fore ~e ojfers f.<> vote, shall be, on the day of such elec~ion, registered by a special 
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registrar of election, appointed by the judges of election for that purpose at each 
precinct, as a. qualified voter, in a book to be kept for that purpose; and the bal­
lot of such voter shall be received and counted at such election; and such regis­
trnr shnll return to the register of voters of such city the list of such voters so 
registered within ten days after such election, provided the said registrars shall 
be sworn as provided for the recorrler of voters and the books shall contain the 
written or printed oath as required in the regular regi:str!l.l:ion books. 

Approved l\Iarch 30, 1877. 

The evidence shows that eighty -six citizens of Saint Louis were at the 
date of the election legal and qualified voters of the State of Missouri 
and city of Saint Louis and said third Congressional district; that they 
never had registered or voted in the city of Saint Louis; that on the day 
of election they offered at their respective and proper polling precincts, 
and before the officers appointed to register voters and receive and count 
the vote , to register under the above law and vote for the contestant, but 
the officers whose duty it was failed and refused to register them or to 

. receive and count their ballots, and their ballots were not received and 
counted by the judges of election, and they never have 'been counted. 

There were also 23 ballots cast for contestants, but not counted, hav­
ing this caption, namely, "Chronicle Selected Ticket," a ticket made 
up of names of persons on both the Republican and Democratic regular 
tickets. The election officers threw these 23 votes out on the ground 
that the ticket was designed to deceive the voter, and in doing so 
claim to have acted in accordance and within the letterandspiritofthe 
following law in force in 1\.Iissouri: 

Each ballot may bear a plain written or printed caption thereon, composed of 
not more than three words, expressing its political character_, but on all such bal­
lota the said caption or headlines, shall not in any manner oe designed to mis­
lead the voter as to the name or names thereunder. Any ballot not conforming 
to the provisions of this act shall be considered fraudulent, and the same shall 
not be counted. 

The committee held that the words used in the caption were in no 
way calculated to mislead or deceive a voter, and accordingly counted 
the same. 

Evidence on pages 952 and 897 of the record, which is uncontra­
dicted, will be tound, showing that 10 votes cast for conte tant were 
thrown out and not counted by the judges, merely upon the ground 
that the contestant's given name was not on the ballots. The proof 
shows that no other man by the name of Sessinghaus was a candidate 
at that election in that district for any office. 

Hence we follow the unbroken chain of authorities as cited by Mc­
Crary, and hold that these 10 votes should be counted for contestant. 

At one precinct in the said district, it appears from the evidence 
(page 612 of record) there were cast by legally qualified voters :fifteen 
ballots having the caption "Greenback Labor Ticket," but with the 
nominee of that party for Congress scratched out in pencil and the name 
of contestant inserted, none of which ballots were counted by the judges 
of election. 

The evidence is wholly uncontradicted. We think the above votes 
~hould be counted for contestant, the intention of the voters being plain 
and the ballots being legal. . 

In precinct 148 the testimony shows that the board organized under 
the law to foot up returns made by the judges of election counted for 
contestant 141 and contestee 58, that appearing to be the :figures on the 
poll-book of that precinct. 

The undisputed positive testimony of a majority of the officers of elec­
tion at that precinct is that contestant received 149 votes and contestee 
32, and that those were the :figures certified to and returned by the 
judges. The contestee called no witnesses to disprove this testimony, 
and if it had been false it could easily have been shown. We therefore 
conclude either that a mistake was made or the :figures were intention­
ally chan~ed after leaving the hands of the judges, and that in either 
event it should be corrected. This adds 8 votes to contestant and takes 
6 from contestee. (See record, pages 1748, 674-'5, 823, and 668-'9.) 

There was also voted at that election a ticket headed ''Hancock In­
dependent Ticket," upon which the name of contestee was printed but 
scratched out, and contestant's name inserted in pencil. This ticket 
was thrown out by the judges. (See pages 779 and 791.) It seems 
plain that it hould be counted for contestant. 

At precinct number 74 a ballot was cast (as shown by the evidence, 
page 98.3) which was made up of the tickets of the two parties, cut in 
the middle and pasted together, thus making a complete ticket with 
only one narue thereon for each office. It had on it the name of con­
testant for Congress. This ballot was thrown out and not counted by 
the judges. We think it should be counted for him. The voter evi­
dently knew what he was about, and it was his privilege to vote for 
whom he pleased. . . 

As to precinct No. 39, the contestant urged per81Stently, and mtro­
ducf!d much testimonv to support his position, that this precinct should 
he thrown out; but we are ccinstrained to differ with him. We :find 
n.wt the evidence of intimidation hardly comes up to the standard pro­
~,ded by the pre<:edents cited by McCrary, and hence we conclude that 
1t. must s~nd. \Ve find, however, that twenty men (all colored) who 
were quahfioo and legal voters, and duly registered, and who had done 
all that the law required of them, who were entitled to vote at that 
T'oll, went there and offered to >ote, but were refuRed for >111·ious trivial 
reasons, many of them being frightened hy abuse and driven from the 
poll. 

It is admitted by contestee, and the proof is positive and uncontra­
dicted, that a minor, Louis Hain, cast hisvote for contestee, and thatit 
was so counted. We therefore take one vote from contestee. (See rec­
ord, pages 1232 and 1754.) 

In conclusion, therefore, the committee found, and so reported, t~t 
these 358 votes should be added to those reported for contestant and '7 
deducted from those returned for contestee, which leaves the net result 
as follows: 
Votes as returned for con~t---------------------------- 9, 290 
Add----------------------------------------------------- 358 

Total---------------------------------------------- 9,648 
Votes as returned for contestee ________________________ 9, 487 

])educt--~------------------------------------------ 7 
Total------------------------------ ·----------- 9, 480 

~Iajority for contestant------------------------------------ 168 
In arriving at this conclusion the committee gave the benefit of every 

doubt to contestee and arrived at the conclusion that the contestant 
should be seated. 

I would inquire how much time I have remaining? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has forty-five minutes. 
l\Ir. MILLER. I will reserve the remainder of my time till later. 
Mr. MOULTON. · I now yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from 

Missouri [Mr. CLARDY]. 
l\Ir. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, before attempting a reply to the speech 

of the gentleman fromPennsylvania[Mr. MILLER], Iwill, ifthellouse 
will indulge me, very briefly state the facts in the case now pending 
before us, as I understand them. 

At an election held in the third Congressional district of Missouri 
in November, 1880, R. Graham Frost, the contestee, received for the 
office of Congressman 9,487 votes, Gustavus Sessinghaus, the contest­
ant, received 9,290 votes, and Daniel O'Connell obtained 266 votes, 
1\.fr. Frost having on the face of the returns a plurality of 197 votes. 
Within the time prescribed by statute Mr. Sessinghaus gave notice to 1tfr. 
Fro t of his intention to contest the latter's right to a seat in this Con­
gre , and he put his contest on the ground that certain qualified voters 
of the district, who had been duly registered and who offered to vote 
for him, were deprived by the judges of election of their franchise for 
the alleged reason that their names had been stricken from the registry 
lists uy the board of revisers of the city of Saint Louis, within whose 
limits the third district is located, and on the further ground that cer­
tain other persons entitled to register and vote applied for registration 
at their respective voting precincts with the intention of voting for Mr. 
Sessingha .. us, and were refused registration and not allowed to vote. 
There were other grounds stated in the notice of contest, but as they 
have been practically abandoned by the contestant, it is not necessary 
to state or to discuss them. 

The contestee answered, putting in issue these allegations, after 
which te timony was taken by the parties in support of their respective 
right to a eat in this House, and these three volumes [holding them 
up], constituting a monument to their industry if not to their genius, 
are the result of their labors. 

According to an assertion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
l\lrLLER], uttered to-day on this floor, the right of the contestant in 
this case to a seat in this body is dependent upon the invalidity of the 
election laws of the city of Saint Louis. In other words, it is conceded 
by him that if in 1880 there was a valid registration law in the city of 
Saint Louis, the contestee has an unquestionable right to his seat. If I 
can get the attention of the members of this House, I believe myself able 
to satisfy them that there was at that time a law requiring registration 
in the city of Saint Louis as a prerequisite to voting-a law as valid as 
any law which can be found upon the statute-books of the State of Mis­
souri or of any other State in the Union; and if I am able to do this, I 
shall confidently expect the gentleman from Pennsylvania and his asso­
ciates on the Committee on Elections to unite with us in defeating the 
recommendation of the committee, and in thus con:finning Mr. Frost's 
title to an office to which he was fairly and honestly elected. 

The report presented by the majority of the Committee on Elections 
in this case is so replete with misstatements of fuct and misrepresenta­
tions of the law that I am sure I shall be unable in the time allotted 
to me by the House to call attention to all of its most glaring decep­
tions. In some instances, I regret to say, the committee has actually 
misquoted the statutes of ~ouri, and in the attempt to arrive at a 
conclusion in this case it is evident that it has been grossly misled, as 
in one part of its report it says that the revisers of election in the city 
of Saint Louis were imposed upon by the agents employed by them. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [1tlr. 1tin.LER] says that the city 
of • aint Louis had no right to enact an ordinance prescribing registration 
as n. prerequisite of voting. Independently of any provision in the 
State constitution authorizing it, I agree with him. But that is a 
question we need not discuss here, because the State law in regard to 
registration for cities of the :first class applied to the city of Saint Louis. 

In 1875 there was a new constitution framed by a convention of the 
~tate of Missouri and adopted by its people. Thatconstitutionamong 

• 
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other things provided that within a certain time after its adoption the 
qualified voters of the city a.nd of the county of Saint Louis should 
elect thirteen freeholders, at an election to be -called by the council 
of the city and the county court of the county of Saint Louis, upon 
whom should devolve the duty of prep::tring a scheme for the enlarge­
ment and definition of the boundaries of the city, the reorganization 
of the government of the county, and the a~justment of the relations 
of the city thus enlarged and the residue of Saint Louis County, and 
of drafting for the city of aint Louis a charter which should be in har­
mony with and subject to the constitution and laws of M:is..c;ouri. 

And it further provided that such scheme should be submitted to the 
people of the whole county of Saint Louis, and that the proposed char­
ter should equally be submitted to the qualified voters of the city so 
enlarged; and upon the rat.ification by the people of this Acheme and 
charter, the said scheme should bee.ome the organic law of said city 
and county, while the charter should exclusively become the organic 
law of said city. 

The election thus provided for was held in conformity to the consti­
tution, and the scheme aml charter were ratified. About this there is 
no dispute. 

The charter, adopted as it was by the qualified voters of the city of 
Saint Louis, provided a syRtemof registration, which the committee in­
forms us wo.s of no binding force, lmt was invalid. Under this charter 
the election of 1878 took place, as well as the election of 1 0 at which 
Mr. Frost and ~Ir. e..<~Singhaus were oppo ing candidates. 

I can not understand why themnjorityofthe Committee on ElP.ctions 
has laboredinits reportto howthatthecharterofthecityof aintLouis 
has been improperly and without authority given a place in the revi~e<l 
statutes of Missouri, for its validity is certainly not dependent upon it'l 
being found in the statutes. If the constitution of the State of Missouri 
delegated to the framers of the charter of the city of Saint Louis the 
power to ena.ct registration 11.ws, and if such laws nre in harmony with 
the State constitution and the State bw~, then without regard to their 
presence in or n.b. ence from the statutes they are valid. 

:Mr. HA.l.~NEY. The gentleman will allow me to ask whether the 
provision for the revision of the Missouri stn.tutffi did not declare ex­
pressly that the revi ers hould only codify, not change the 11.w. 

Mr. CLARDY. The revision of the l\I' ouri statutes referred to by 
the gentleman was made by a committee appointed by the Legislature 
in 1 79, in pursuance of 3 provision in the constitution of the State re­
quiring the Legislature to revise, digest, and promulgate all laws in 
force in the State within fiv:e yea.rs after it.'l adoption. The committee 
was not authorized to make or amend laws, and in no instance did it 
do either, o.s it has been intimated by t.he gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
But the Legis11.ture at i t:.s session in 1879 amended section 23 of a former 
net so as to read as follows: 

All elections in the city of S:\lnt Louis shall be conducted, in all respects, a.q 
provided by the la.w. now in force regulating elections in id city. 

Mr. MILLER. ·wm the gentlemnn st..'lte when ·that law was passed? 
Mr. CLARDY. The law was amended in 1879; or, anyhow, it is in 

the revi ·cd statutes of 1879. 
~1r. ~[ILLER. Amended by whom? 
Mr. CLARDY. By the Legislature of Missouri. 
l\Ir. MILLER. The gentlem..'Ul is utterly mistaken. I have ex­

amined the statutes of 1879, and I defy any man to find that amend­
ment. It was put there by the reYisers under their assumed authority 
to amend the law. 

Mr. CLARDY. Therevisersas.cmmednosuchauthority. Theamend­
mcnt WM adopted by the Legislature. 

1\lr. ~ANN.EY. I have not yet beard the answer of tho gentleman 
from ~ Ivsoun to my question whether there wo.s not in the law author­
izing the revision an express provision that it should not change the 
law'! 

1\fr. ~LA~DY. Tflere WM such a provision. I do not claim that 
the leg1 latt ve comnuttee alluded to by the gentleman had the right to 
make new Jaw. 

:Mr . .!~:ILLER. That i'3 just what it did. 
Mr. CLARDY. The gentlem..'Ul is miRtakcn. The ele.ction of 1878 

was held under the new ch::trter of the city of Saint Louis and the Lc~s­
lature, iu or:lerthat the electi?n 1. ws of the city might not be question~l, 
adopted the amendment which I have. above .qnote<l. Will any gen­
tleman now say that we have no bws ill the Clty of amt Louis for the 
go>ernment of elections? 

The validity of the charter has hecn affirmed by all the courts of ow 
State whenever que tions have arisen re11uiring them to pas upon its 
provisions. I have hero a case decided by tbe supreme court, the 
opinion in which isdeliYerc<l by Jnd"e Norton, whose distinguished serv­
ice in this House and still more di~tinguished service on the upreme 
bc?ch.has made hi'3 name familiar to the people of the '_"hole .conntry, 
aftirmmg that under the constitution of the Sta.tc of ~11 soun the city 
of Saint Louis had the ri~bt to emhrace in its charter such provi.~onsof 
law ru; do not conllict with the fundamental law and thestntutesofthe 
State. 

The Supreme Court of the United StateR would holll such a. decision 
oblig-..ttory upon itself. The decisions of the tribunal of a State relative 
to its constitution or laws, unless they contravene some provision of 

the Constitution of the United States or some act of Congress, are con­
sidered by the Supreme Court as absolutely binding; and yet with a. 
Republican Committee on Elections such a decision has not even the 
weight of persuasive authority. 

Mr. RANNEY. Does that decision refer to elections at all? 
Ur. CLARDY. I do not say, nor do I wish to be understood as saying, 

that there wo.s any election ca.c:;e decided by the supreme court of Mis­
souri in which the charter wM passed upon. I could say, however, 
that recently there lu:l.s been an election cnse passed upon by that court 
in which a member of this House was interested, and none of' the judges 
called into question the election law ofthe city of Saint Louis. 

But, Mr. Speaker, let me now direct the attention of the Committee 
on Elections to another principle of law bearing on this contest. 

It is an old maxim that a statute can only be repealed by a statute. 
This mrutim has, however, been qualified, and it is al~:K~ held that a 
statute can be repealed by non-user. But it is claimed in this case 
that the provisions of the charter relating to registmtion have been en­
forced, and most rigorously so, and hence the doctrine of pon-nser is not 
invoked. And while it is held in this country that a ~tatute may be 
repealed by being omitted from authorized revisions, yet if the assertion 
be true that the Legislature of lt.Iissouri did not intend that the charter 
of the city of Saint Louis should be placed in the revised statutes of the 
State, I am unable to understand bow its absence from them can affl--ct 
its validity. Bat the truth is that the committee appointed by the Gen­
eral As embly had the express authority of the Legi-;lature for colloc-t­
i ng and publi~hing in tbe appendix to the revi ed statutes of l\Iissouri 
all laws specially applica.ble to the city of Saint Louis, anll in this ap­
l>E'odix IIL.'\Y be found the charter of that city and its systemofregistm­
t.ion. It ho.s been stated, however, that this charter ho.s never bad the 
sanction of the l\Iissouri Legislature. In answer to that. a ertion I can 
only appeal to the constitution of Missouri, which, o.s I haYe before in­
dicated, authorized the city of Saint Louis to adopt a charter containing 
the fnndamenta.llaws necessary for its own government, anll ur..h other 
lawR o.s may be in harmony with the constitution and laws of the State, 
and I can not but inHist t.bat no legislative adoption wru ne es::;ary to 
the valitlity of the charter beyond the action taken by tl!c LcgiJ'la.ture 
in directing the committee of revision to collate and publish the same 
in the appendix to the statutes, and, indeed, it wa..c;; not even necessary 
that this publication should be made. 

But! de ire besides to direct the attention of the Honse to a. provi8ion 
of the constitution of Mis..<Wuri (and I wish that the membern of the 
Committee on Election would give me their attention) which declares 
that the LegiRlature shn.ll make provision for the regi.~tion of all the 
voters of citie. having more than 100,000 inhabitants. That proTIAion 
is referred to in the report of the Committee on Election.'3, and in thh; 
report it is argued that the law which the Legislature enacted in pur­
suance of the mandate of the constitution of Yis.'IOnri can not pew ibly 
have anything to do with thic;; case. It is evident, however thn.t if the 
charter of the city of Saint Louis was invalid, the law of the State of 
llisonri, enacted in pursuance of a con.c;;titutional provision, was then 
in force, nncl upon examination it will be found that th..1.t law was com­
plied with in every particular by the city of Saint Loni'3 in the election 
of 1880. 

The consti tnt ion of l\1i.'l.<Wnri provides that the General AA.-;cm b1y shall 
enact a registmtion law for all cities having over 100,000 inhabitants. 
Of course the Legislature can not be coerced into the enaetment of 
such a regiRtr:\tion law, but the framers of the constitution intlicatcd 
the wish of the people to have the voters in citi containing 100,000 
or more inhabitants pr<n.ided with the safeguard of a rcgistmtion law. 
When the Legislature met in 1877, a{rer the adoption of this consti­
tution, what did it do? Undertheprovisionoftheconstitntiondirect­
ina it to <:L'l.SSify cities into fourclas.c:es, it provided that all Cities of over 
100,000 inhabitants hould be denominated cities of the first clns.~, and 
that those of a l~s number of inhabitants should respectively belong 
to the second, third, or fourth class. But the Committee on Eledions 
has been mi le<l by a subsequent. ection of the above-mentioned statute 
which declares that any city or town of the tate of ~fi uri existing 
by virtue or the gencrnl law, or by any local or special law, may elect 
to become a city of the class to which its population ent.itles it by suh­
mitting a. charter to the appro a l of the qualifiell voters, and which fur­
ther provides that in the ca._~ of the adoptionoft-~uchcharterthe mayor 
should issue a proclamation declarin~;? such city or town a city of the 
class to which its population entitles 1t. . 

And what was dono in the ca'le of the ~ity of Saint Louis? The 
men1bers of the Committee on Elections entirely overlooked the statutes. 
What was done? Thi charter was submitted to the qualified voter 
of the city of Saint Louis in pun:unnc~ of~ cxpr~~ cons_titution?'l pro-

ision and wa: adopted hy tho ctty of ~mnt Loms, ~d 1t coutam, the 
identical provision whkh this ~:~tatute m another Rect10n declares shall 
he in the ordinance which is to be submitted for ratification under tlris 
ta.tute to the otcrn of dties when they elect to become cities of a par-

ticular class. 
Mr. MILLER. What is the date? 
Mr. CLARDY. Ejghteen hundred and seventy-seven. 
Mr. MOULTON. Before this election. 
~Ir. MILLER. What year? 
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.Mr. CLARDY. In 1877 this law was passed. 
.Mr. MILLER. When was this charter adopted? 
!Ir. CLARDY. In 1876. 
Ur. JIULLER. One year before the law was passed. 
l!r. CLARDY. But if it is found tha.t there has been a literal com­

pliance with the law, as it appears upon the statute-books, can it be 
said that, because there was upon the statute-books before that time a 
law which was of no binding force and validity this law is not to be re­
garded? But I have shown, aud I think to the satisfaction of any law­
yer, that there has been a literal compliance with the statutes of Mis­
souri to say nothing ahout this charter, in the election in which the 
con~ and the contestant appeared as candidates. Regarding the 
v}llidity of the charter, I hold that it matters little what we think about 
the powers of a mnnici pall ty in the city of Saint Louis if we find a consti­
tntional provision delegating such powers. It matters little whether 
tbe charter was valid or invalid, astherewas alawon thestatnte-books 
relative to re,ai:strntion, a law which the Committee on Elections under­
takes to skim over, and which was of binding force and validity. 

l\lr. BUCKNER. Let me ask my colleague a question. 
1\Ir. CLARDY. Certainly. 
.M:r. BUCKNER. I ask my colleague whether the election of last 

year in the city of Saint Louis was not conducted under the same law? 
Mr. CL.A.RDY. No; the law has been changed. Bntletme call the 

attention of the members of the majority of the Committee on Elections 
to another of their inconsistencies in this case. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. MILLER] has stated to the House, and in its report the 
majoritv of the Committee on Elections expresses this view, that there 
was no ·law upon the statute-books whiuh required the registration of 
Yoters in the city of Saint Louis. And yet the Legislature of the Sta.te of 
Missouri, j ru;t anterior to this contested election, in the spring, I believe, 
of 1880, enacted what w1s known as the O'Neill act. Under the regis­
tration law as it existed up to that time voters were re.q nired to regis­
ter previous to the election a.nd at the office of the recorder of voters. 
They could not regiswr at the polls. By this registration law enacted 
in 1880 it was provided, however, that per.sons who ha.d failed to register 
could avail themselves of that privil~e on election day at the polls; and 
the majority of the Committee on Elections, in order to get in some 
voters, undertakes in one case to avail itself of that law. It admits 
that that law applies to the city of Saint Louis and to all cities where 
registration is required. The city of Saint Louis must ha.ve possessed 
a valid registration law, else how could the O'Neill act, heing an 
amendatory act, apply to it? Here is an enabling act. Here is a 
remedial statute. Hore is a statute enacted to remedy defects in an 
exh;ting law. But the Committee on Elections says that there is no 
exi"'ting law. Well, if there b~ no existing la.w, to what law does the 
O'N~ill act apply? 

That, Mr. Speaker, is one of the inconsistencies of the gentleman who 
framed the report of the mn.jority of the committee. But the gentleman 
from Penlli!ylvania [Mr. MILLER] says that the registration law under 
which the Congre&)ioual election of 1880 was held is unconstitutional. 
I do not know whether he means the law which is to be found on the 
statnW-books of the State of Missouri, or whet.her he refers to what is 
known as the sc.heme a.nd charter. 

Mr. l'!llLLER I referred to the registration act passed in 1878. 
Mr. CLARDY. Passed by the Legislature of the State of Missouri, 

do yonmean? 
~1r. MILLER. By the city of Saint Louis. 
Mr. CLARDY. The act the gentleman talks about is a copy of the 

re-gistration la.w which is tolbe found upon the statute-books of Missouri. 
ThecityofSaintLouisatthattimeenactedanordinanceinharmonywith 
thh; statute. 

The majority of the Committee on Elections in its report further 
quotes the registration ordinance of the city of Sa~t Louis, the eleventh 
section of which it invokes in this case in mder to exclude one humlred 
.and fifty-five voters. It quotes that statute and dwells upon its incon­
gruity with the Lnv. But it misquotes tne statute. 

Mr. MILLER. Wha.t statute? 
Mr. CLARDY. It misquotes the eleventhsection oftheregistra.tion 

ordinance of the city of Saint Louis. It recites here tha..t the board of 
revisers must meet twenty days before the day of election, and it ~ays 
that the law requires thirty days and that the charter al:::;o requires thiit_y 
days, but t;ha.t the ordinance calls only for twenty da,ys R.nd it holds It 
invalid. on that account. The regist.ration ordinance ofl'cred in evidence 
on page Hi 4 is in the pr<X!ise language of the law as it ex.i.Sts upon ~he 
statute-hooks, und i:'l in eonformi t.y with the ch:Lrter of the city of Smnt 
~uL'3. I know that the gentlemen of the committee did not inten­
tionally misquote thL"' ordirutnce; but it is misquoted nevertheless~ and 
it is adduced as one of the grounds why they are to turn out a man from 
this House who Willi hon~tly elected by the people and to put in here a 
~an ~:ho was never elected.. Here we have an ordinance, changed not 
mtenhonally by the committee, I am 8ure, hccause I find this change 
in _tJ1e. hrief of COun8el for contestant, and I presume, of course, that the 
oommtU~e relied upon that brief; but it was nevertheless a mistake, 
and a mliltake against the interests of the contestee in thL<; caso. 

J3nt, Mr. Speaker, the majority of the committee has not only been 
miStaken as to the lu.w governing elections in the city of Saint Louis, 

but mistaken as well in r~ooard to the general election law of this conn-
try. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's time has expired. 
1!Ir. HOOKER. I will take the floor, and yield my time to the gen­

tleman from M:issomi. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not now be recognized, as de­

bate has been limited. 
M:r. M:OULTON. I will yield five minutes more of my time to the 

gentleman. 
Mr. CLARDY. 1!1r. Speaker, the committeeinitsreportqnotesfrom 

McCrary on Elections this sentence: 
.A. case may occur where a. portion of the legal voters have, withouttheirfault 

and in spite of due dili~ence on t.heir part, been denie1l the privilege of registra­
tion. In such a. case, if the voter was otherwise qualified and is clcarly sllown 
to have performed all the acts required of him by the lo.w, o.ud to have been denied 
registration by tlle -wrongful net of the registering officer, it would seem o. very 
unjwst thing to deny him the right to vote. In elections for State ofllcers, how­
ever, under a constitution or statute which imperatively requires registration a.s 
n. qualification for voting, it may be tllat the voter's only remedy would be found 
in an action against the registmtion officer for damages. 

The Committee on Elections admits the validity of this doctrine, but 
it says that it does not apply to the election of a Representative in Con­
gress. 

When Mr. McCrary laid down the above proposition he supposed, as 
is shown by the first edition of his work on the American law of elec­
tions, that ·the statute enacted in ]\by, 1870, ret0'1llating Congressional 
elections '"{Onld be held by the courts of th1s country to be applicable 
to the voters of all the States in this Union. But he also a-ffirms that 
if Congress does not pass en.a.dments for the regulation of Congressional 
elections, they are governed by the laws prevailing in the different States 
relative to elections. 

The Supreme Court decided in the case of the United States t~s. Cruik­
shank, and in the case of the United St&tes vs. Reese, that the third sec­
tion of that statute, quoted in the brief of counsel, and upon which the 
argument turne<.l.-the identical argument rua.de here by the Committee 
on Elect.ions-the Supreme Court said in. those two cases that that 
statute was unconstitutional. The court said that it should at least pro­
vide for nothing further than what was contemplated by the fifteenth 
amendment. And yet the Committee on Elections insists upon the va­
lidity of that statute in th.U; case, and talks about the prerequisites of 
the voter and the right of Congress to interfere in elections and to con­
trol them. 

In. the absence of any Congressional statute relative to the election of 
members of Congress, the exercise of the franchise is dependent upon 
State regulation; and if there were such a statute containing provisions 
other than those contained in the fifteenth amendment I think the clear 
int.imu.tions in the ca.se of Ex part-e Seebold are that it would be heltl un­
constitutional. The right to vote in this country is derived from laws. 
The right to vote is not a natural right; it is not a right which inheres 
in ann attaches to the person; but it is a purely political right, and it 
owes its existence to positive law. · 

The St:l.tes of this Uni.on confer the elective franchise u_pQn the citi­
zens an<l under a constitutional provision prescribe the qualifications of 
voters as well for electors for President and Vice-President and Repre­
sentatives in Congress as for the officers necessary to their own govern­
ment. Whtttever privilege a sovereignty may grant, it can prescribe 
the terms upon which it shall vest in the grantee. 

The Supreme Court says, in the case to which I have referred, that 
except as limited by the fifteenth amendment of the Constitution the 
right of the States to prescribe the qualifications of voters is absolute. 
But, Mr. Speaker, who ever heard before of registration being a quali­
fication? Mr. McCrary, in his work on the law of elections, expressly 
declares that it is not a qualific.'ltion. 

Mr. MILLER. 'Ye do not. claim that it is. 
l\Ir. CLARDY. The ma.iority of the Committee on Elections talks 

~out registration a.~ a q~ali.fic.'ltiou for voting, and argues that as such 
It added to the qualificatiOns of Yoters as they are prescribed by the con­
stitution of Missouri, aml thn.t hence it was unconstitutionaL There 
is no proposition of election la.w better settled than that registration is 
not a qualification, but a regulation. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
.1\Ir. l\IILLER. Now, let me t..'lke the floor in my own right while 

I ask the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY] a question, in order 
that. we may have a .clear understanding about th~ cas~. We have 
quoted in the majority report section 11 of the. ret.rist~~on law, and 
stat..e that it was pa •. ''-.~ by a city ordinance of Samt Louis m 1878. Do 
I understand the gentleman to deny that? 

Mr. CLARDY. Did you say 1878? 
Mr. MILLER. Yes, sir. 
1\h. CLARDY. It was pa.sscd prior to that year. 
Mr. 1\liLLER. And does not that law require that the bollfd of 

revisers shall meet twenty days before the election? 
l\lr. CLARDY. .~:,.o, sir. 
Mr. 1\IILLER. I 1efer you to pages 1701 and 1702 of the testimony. 
l\Ir. CLARDY. Very well. 
Mr. MILLER. And they show that the ordinance was amended-­
Mr. CLARDY. What is the page? 
Mr. MILLER. Pages 1701 and 1702. They show that the ordi.-
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nance was amended on the 2oth day of August, 1878, and that it pro­
vided that the revisers should meet twenty days before election, while 
the scheme and charter and the act of 1877 which the gentleman from 
Missouri [Itlr. CLARDY] has spoken of provide that they shall meet 
thirty days before the election. So that there is a marked difference 
between the ordinance of 1878 and the statute of 1877 and the city ordi­
nance oJ 1876. Now, does the gentleman say that ord.inance was not 
passed? 

Mr. CLARDY. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is quoting a law 
which was passed subsequent to this election. I say, however, that in 
the city of Saint Louis, at the November election of 1880, under a pro­
vision of the law of the State the revisers met thirty days before the 
election. 

1t1r. MILLER. Now, the evidence shows that they met twenty days 
before. And the law is the same. 

Mr. CLARDY. The law will be found on page 1684 of the record in 
this case. It was introduced by the counsel for Mr. Sessingha.us. It 
says that the board of revisers should meet thirty days before the elec­
tion, and it is introduced in evidence by the contestant as the law gov­
erning that election; and I never heard it disputed in the State of :Mis­
souri. 

Mr. 1tiTLLER. Do you deny that the ordinance printed on pages 
1701 and 1702 is the city ordinance? 

1t1r. CLARDY. Of' course I do. It is only an amendatory section. 
lli. MILLER. Do you deny that it was adopted in 1878? 
1t1r. CLARDY. I do. .. 
Mr. MILLER. Did it not fix the time at twenty days? 
Mr. CLARDY. It did. 
lli. MILLER. Then the law was twenty days. 
Mr. CLARDY. No; the law was thirty days. I speak of the law 

which was in force at the election when Sessinghaus and Frost were the 
candidates. 

Mr. MILLER. I speak of that also. Now, in addition to that I 
call the attention of the gentleman to the evidence of 1t1r. Bell, the city 
solicitor of Saint Louis, on page 1814. · 

Mr. CLARDY. I have read that evidence. At the time when 111r. 
Bell was testifYing, an amendatory ordinance had been passed. This 
ordinance conformed with a State statute on the subject of registration, 
and both were passed after this election had been held. 

:Mr. 1\IILLER. Yes; the charter provided thirty days; but on page 
1702 of this record there is an amendment to that. What do you do 
about that? 

Mr. CLARDY. The law which the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
quotes was passed after the election of 1880. 

lli. MILLER. I will retain the balance of my time. How much 
time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has forty minutes. 
111r. CLARDY. The House can judge o(the magnitude of this case 

from the fact that the entire ninety days provided by law for the taking 
of testimony were consumed by both the contestant and the contestee. 
Three' thousand pages of testimony have been printed for the perusal of 
the Committee on Elections and of the House, and in this testimony 
the contestant's counsel attempt invaii:l. to substantiatetheclaimoftheir 
client to a seat in this House. In vain do we look for evidence which 
would be deemed sufficient by a judicial tribunal for the un.<~eating of 
the contestee. No facts are brought forth which could invalidate the 
election of Mr. Frost, and in order that that end may be accomplished 
the election laws of the city of Saint Louis are now to be declared un­
constitutional. The majority of this House is ever ready to cover its 
disrCouard of justice and right by constitutional quibbles and petty sub­
terfuges. 

Within the space of an kour the contestant will be awarded on the 
floor of this House a seat to which he was never elected and to which he 
has signally failed to establish a claim. The emoluments attached 
to a seat here will, however, thus come within his reach, and while he 
may probably in no manner be able to catch the Speaker's eye during 
the expiring hours of the Forty-seventh Congress, he will on the con­
trary, and oddly enough, succeed in-obtaining the eye of the Sergeant­
at-Arms with regard to the question of compensation for senices which 
he has never had an opportunity nor right to render. And. succeeding 
in this latter undertaking, he will no doubt be content. But the party 
to whose votes he will owe his seat will by its arbitrary decision of 
this case establish a further instance of its rabid partisanship and of its 
reckless abuse of power and utter disregard of justice, and thus it will 
fitly close in this House a supremacy which has been replete with profli­
gacy and recklessness. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
111r. FROST. I do not desire-or rather I would prefer not to ad­

dress the House at this time. I trust that before this case comes to its 
final adjudication the House will be willing to listen to me for a few 
moments. I will not trespass very far upon its patience; but I hope I 
will not be condemned without having had some brief opportunity for 
a hearing. 

As my colleague [1\-Ir. CL.ARDY] remarks, this caseisone of great mag­
nitude, as shown by the 3, 000 pages of recorded testimony and the three 
or fourpointsoflawupon which wehavenotyettouched. Thatwould 

indicate that we should have some reasonable time for its discussion. 
I ask for very little time, in order that the case may be presented fairly 
before members of this House; but I do not wish to be heard now. 

Mr. 1t10ULTON. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Ur. WHEELER]. 

Mr. WHEELER addressed the House. [See Appendix.] 
Mr. MOULTON. Mr. Speaker, it would be impossible to discuss 

even a single phase of this question in t.he short time for this debate 
limited by order of the House. And I look upon an argument or an 
attempt at an argument under the circumstances that surround us as 
almost if not quite futile. The temper of the House and t.he hurry 
of the busines~ in these closing da~·s disqualify memhers for impar­
tial and calm consideration of questions of thi" kind. 

I desire to can the attention of gentlemen for a few moments to 
a phase of the question that bas heen discussed. It is claimed by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. l'4ILLER] that the only ques­
tion they propose to consider in this caRe iA in regard to 155 votes. 
Here are Hi5 voters who, as is claimed. by the contestant, were enti­
tled t-o vote and. have been improperly deprived of their right by reason 
of having been improperly stricken from the registration list. He 
admitted that if these 155 votes are not counted for contestant then 
be fails in his contest. 

'!'he returns of the election give Mr. Frost 197 votes majority, and 
he has the certificate of election and the seat. 

These 197 votes must be overcome by legitimate proof. 
The burden of proof is upon the contestant. He claims that he 

is entitled to the seat; and be is to make out his case by a clear pre­
ponderance of testimony. Nobody is to be deprived of his seat 
upon mere guesses or surmises. If a man is to be turned out of this 
House, the evidence ought to be clear and conclusive, such as to 
satisfy the mind. of any reasonable man. · · 

Let us look at this question. The main point, the gravamen of 
the argument of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. MILLER,] is · 
simply that the city of Saint Louis made a registration law whereby 
it was provided that before a man should be entitled to vote his 
name should appear upon the registration list; and the conclusion 
of the gentleman is that Saint Louis possessed no power, no authority . 
to prescribe that condition to a ma.n's vote. Now, I want to call 
your attention to this controlling and significant fact. Here in this 
case before the Committee on Elections was the ablest attorney in 
t.he city of Saint Louis, and an ex-member of Congress, appearing 
for Mr. Sessinghaus. This case was argued at extraordinary length 
before the committee; every question in the case was evolved; and 
Mr. Pollard, who argued the case on behalf of the contestant before 
the Committee on Elections, never raised that question; never pre­
tended for a moment that the city of Saint Louis had not the right 
to pass this registration law. Eleotious for members of CongresA 
and State office1·s for years have been held under that Sjime scbeme 
and charter, yet no lawyer, high or low, ever questioned the validity 
of that registration law. I repeat that the counsel of the contestant 
never made tbe point. It came out in this way: It wa-s casually 
suggested by one of the members of the committee during the very 
last stages of the hearing that perhaps Saint Lon is had not tlle right 
to pass a registration law. That suggestion was at once seized upon, 
and is now made the turning point in this case. 

The contestant had failed in every other part of hls case, but like 
a drowning man lle seized upon this straw to save his case. 

I want to state another fact. Almost every provision in tho cha.r­
ter of Saint Louis, under the constitution of lcl75, has. been before 
the highest tribunal, the supreme court of the State of Missouri, 
and. in more t,han twenty-fi\e cases, involving the liberty of the 
citizen, right to office, personal property, and. almost every ather 
right, the validity of that charter has been sustained.. 

The authority to frame this" schem~ and charter" is derived not from the 
Legislature, but from the constitution of the State of Missomi, adopted by the 
people of that State in tlte year 1875. (See Constitution of Missouri, Revised 
Statutes of Missouri, 1879l'section 20, .Article IX. 

SAl~T J.OUIS. 

SEc. 20. The city of Saint Louis may extend its limits * * * and frame a 
charter for the City thus enlarged. * * * Such scheme shall become the or­
ganic law of the county and city, and such charter the organic law of tlte city. 

Thirts en freeholder s were to frame this charter, and tbc only lim.itation made 
by the constitution as to wlut.t provisions it should contain is to be found in the 
follow in~ Rection : 

ART. IX, SEC. 23: " SuchcltarlersandamenW:nontsshallalwaysboinharm.ony · 
with, aml subject to, the constitution and laws of MiRsouri." * * * 

If the registration law above quoted anu embraced in tlte cbax-ter thus author. 
ized is iu harmony with the const.itutiou and laws of MisRouri, wherein can snell 
law be unconstittitionnl1 

If there is any want of harmony it can be readily poiuteu out. It is certainl.v 
not in conflict with any registration law pasRed by the General Assembly of Mis· 
so uri. Compare the sectious of the charter above qnotcll with sect.ions 43!>1, 4393, 
43!>9, 4401 of the general regiskation law passed by the General ARsem bly of M is­
so uri {or all cities of over 100,000 inhauitantR, and the most perfect harmony is 
apparent. In fact, t.hey are olmost identical in phraseology. 

The city of Saint Louis also adopted an ordinance which contains the same pro­
visions embraced in t.be chR.rter. 

See page 1681 and following of the Record. 
The ordinance. the charter, and the law passed by the General Assembly ar~& 

substantially co_{lies of each other. 
U then, there1s no want ofharmony, wha.t other reason can be urged to declare 

the law invalid W 

We find it on page 6 of the ma,jority reportofthe tmb-committee: . . 
"True it is the ordinance of 8aint Louis provides tha.t a voter 'shall not vot.e 

elsewhere than in the district where his name ie registered and whereof he 1• 
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registered as a resident;' but it is to be remembeTod that this ordinance wa.~ neveT 
passed, accepted or adopted by the Legislature of Missouri, and that the consti­
tution of 1875, whlch authorized the city of Saint Louis to adopt a charter, also, 
in another provision, authorized the General Assembly to pass a law for the regis­
tration of voters in cities baring over 100,000 inhabitants. The power under the 
constitution to pass such a law was vested exclusively in the Geneml Assembly. 
An attempt on the part of any other bod:v to make such a law, ordinance, or 
charter, is, to sa:v the least, of very questionable authority. " 

The section referred to is as follows : 
''ART. VIII, Sxc. 6. The Gen('lral Assembly shall provide by law for the registration 

of all voters in cities a,nd counties having a population of more than 100,000 inhabit­
ants, and may provide for such registtation in cities having a population exceed­
ing ~5,000 inbauitants, and not exceeding 100,000, but not otherwise." 
If ~on will oi.Jflerve, the constitution, in thus providing for "citJ.es and counties, 11 

does not inclurle or refer to the city of Saint Louis. Saint Louis is made an ex­
cention froru all other cities; and in' Article IX, which refers to "coniJties, cities, 
and towns," special sections are adopted for the "city of Saint Louis. • 

In t)le case of the City of Saint Louis ts. Sternberg, 69 Missouri Reports, on page 
297, JndgH Norton says: 

" It will be observed that in Article IX of the constitution, under the head of 
' counties, cities, and towns,' Saint Louis is singled out from all other cities and 
towns in the State, and sections 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, and 25 of the article contain pro­
visions relating exclusively to it." 

The fact that the G-eneral Assembly waR ordered to frame a registration law for 
" cities and coUilf.iCR 11 of over 100,UOO inhabitants was clearly not intended as a 
restriction of the full power given to Saint Louis to also frame a registration law, 
prmitle.d it was not in conflict with State legislat,ion. 

In the same case Judge Norton continnes: "The general purpose that t.he city 
mi"'ht have the power to enlarge its limits and separate itself in a governmental 
po~t, of view from the county, and have the right as a municipality to govern itself, 
provided its government should be in subordination to and consistent with the 
constitution and laws of the State of Missouri, is manifested throughout the above 
sections." * * * . 

"It is clear, we think, frem these sections, that it was the intention of the 
ft-.uners of the constitution that the ci~y of Saint Louis might adopt ll·S its organic 
law a charte r containing any and all the provisions then m its charter, and such 
other provisions as would not be ir&eonsistent with the constitution and laws of the 
State." 

In. re CharieR D=, volnme 9, Missouri .Appeal Reports, page 255, the court 
sass: 

" .An ordinance passed under authority of such a charter must of course be 
equally in harmony with the constitution and laws of the State ; otherwise it will, 
in so far as it fails of such harmony, be invalid. 

''By the word har II'Wr&y in this connection is not to btl understood an exact coin­
cidmce in all possible points of comparison. 

' ' Its meaning ,is clearly that no rt~gulation establiHhed by the charter, nor any 
made by its authority, shall do violence either to the declared laws or to the policy 
or manifest governmental purposes of the State, as shown in her constitution and 
statutory enactments." 
. .As has been ~?bserv~ instead o~ there being any want of harmony, any inoon­

!'llStenoy, any VIOlence to statutory enactments, the charter ordinance and statu­
tory en.'lctments are in perfect accord. · 

lle11ides the regiRtration law embraced in the chart-er of Saint Louis is by spe­
cial enaetment of the General Assembly adopted and recognized as the law gov­
erning elections in tha.t city. 

Revise<l Statutes of Missouri, 1879, volume 11, page 1082. 
' ' SEc. 5503. Elections in !:laint Louis-conducted liow. All elections in the city 

of Saint Louis shall be conducted in all respects as provided by the laws now in 
foree regulating elections in said city." 

\Vbat does the General.A.ssem bly mean by "the laws now in force governing elec­
tions in said city1" and "?'~Y does the statute single out Saint Louis, and as to it 
make suth a ~'~1•ec1al prov1s10n 1 . 

Saint Lonis had a registration law of its own; that was in its charter; other 
cities did not have regiiitration laws of their own, and hence it was necessary to 
single out t:)aint Louis. 
If there is anv further doubt that the registration laws of Saint Louis is what is 

meant by the ''laws now in force regulating electiOJ.J.S in said city," it is but neces­
~ry to turn to the .Revised Statutes of MiSsouri, wheTe the charter of the city of 
Sn.int Lonis is puulishfld with the State laws. 

P..eviscd gtatutes of Missouri, volume 11, page 1575. 
This publication was ,incorporated in the revised statutes of th~ State of Mis­

souri not by chance, but by direction of the General Assembly. 
R evisl'd statutes, vol. 1, title "Laws," section 3158. 
There can be no question that when they use the languape, "laws now in force " 

in section 5504, and ''except as otlterwise provided by Uiw,' in section 5563, the reg­
istr9tion laws of Saint Louis as contained in the cha.rter and printed with there­
vi Pd lawt! of the State, were rt>ferted to as existing laws. 

This being the case, instMd of there ueing want of harmony, there is not 
only perfect harmony, but a le~islative adoption of these very laws in question. 

\Ve must, therefore, conclude that these registration laws are valid. 

My friend from Pennsylvania says, at the time of the election . in 
1.1380, there was no law prescribing registration, and the city of Saint 
Louis prescribed registration which was a qualificat.ion not required 
by the constitution. To this point I reply that the charter of Saint 
Louis requiring registration of a voter is not considered in a cousti­
tutionnlsenAe as adding any qualification at all. It has been decided 
n.ot only in Pennsylvania, but in every State of the Union, that the 
nght to vote is not a natural right, but is a right which depends 
upon law. Mr. McCrary and all the other writers on this subject say 
that requiring registrlttion on the part of the yot.er is nothing more 
than adopting a rule or regulation. That is the decision in all the 
States. 

McCrary, in his Law of Eleotions: 
"The right of sufuRj!e is not a natural right, nor is it an absolute unqualified 

personal r:fght. It is a right derived in this country from constitutions and stat­
~tr .. R •• It 1s regulated by the States, and their power to fix qualifications of voters 
t.B {Jm1ted only by the provisions of the fifteenth amendment to the Constitution, 
:erJ~~t;,hids any ditltinction on account of race, color, or previO'UB condition of 

ll
41 Mo., Frank P. Blair vs. Ridgley, page-. 

}Iller 1:8. Reilly, 53 Penn. State R., 116. 
R1dley vs. Sherbrook, 3 Cold., 669. 
Anderson vs. Baker 23 Md., 63L 
Brightly Election Cases, 27. 
See al~o sec. 3, page 9. 

And agam: 
"Subject to the limitation contained in the fifteenth amendment to the Consti-

tution of the United States, the power to fix the qualifications of voters is vested 
in the States. Each State fixes for itself these qnaJ.ificatious, and the United 
States adopts the State law upon the subject as the rule in Federal elections." 

Seo. 1, chap. lip age 7. · 
It was strong y urged in his behalf that the law requiring re~tration was in 

violation of the constitution of the State of Missouri, because 1t was adding an 
additional qualification. 

In Capen vs. Foster, 12 Pick,485, andBrigalley'sEleotionCases, 51, and :McCrary, 
sec. 7, page 11, in discussing the power to provide for the orderly exercise of the right 
of suffrage, and the power to enact registry laws, and to prohibit those not regis­
tered from voting, it is decided that such laws do not add to qualifications of voters ; 
they are simply rules regulating voters. 

And McCrary says, sec. 7, page 11: "It is now!eneraUy admitted that those laws 
do not add to the constitutional qualifications o voters, and are therefore not in­
valid." 

It was also urged that the law r~g registration was not "imperative 11 or 
positive, within the meaning of the rule laid down in McCrary. · 

The language of the law could not be more positive. It reads thus: 
'' Bnt shaU not vote elsewhere than in the district where his name is registered and 

whereof he is registered as a resident." 
Revised Statutes, voL 11, page 1576. 
Now, here is the constitution of .Missouri conferring on cities of the 

first class having over one hundred thousand inhabitants the right 
to govern themselves in everything not in conflict with the constitu­
tion of the State. I ask gentlemen upon the other side to show me 
how the requirement of registration is in contravention of that con­
stitution, when registration is not regarded as a qualification at all, 
any more than the requirement in the charter that a man shall re­
side in his precinct 10 or 20 days before the election is a qualifica­
tion. It is a rule or reg~lation, simply, and not a qualification. 

These 155 men lived in the city of Saint Louis, and had no right ta vote 
there, except by complying with the provision of law regulating that 
matter. It is admitted that they did not do so. Here was a board 
of registration, whose duty was to examine the registration lists and 
correct them, and their action was judicial, and these 155 names were 
st.ruck off. There was no fraud in this respect. The men never used 
the means provided by law for replacing their names upon the list. 
Therefore they had no right to vote. This alone should end this 
case. 

.M:r. BRUMM. Does the gentleman contend that a city council can 
by its ordinance regulate the mode of election of State officers as 
against a State law conflicting with such ordinance 7 

.M:r. MOULTON. Nobody claims any such thing, or has said any 
such thing. My proposition is ihat the constitution of Missouri 
granted to the city of Saint Louis ample and complete power to re­
quire registration. That is the point I make. The city derived its 
full power from the constitution of the State. 

:Mr. BRU~Ul. Does it grant power to pass an ordinance in con­
flict with a State law with regard to the election of State officers Y 
Does it go that far Y 

Mr. MOULTON. It does not. I wish to say, .Mr. Speaker, that 
the charter and law of the State.are in absolute harmony. So much 
for that. Now it remains alone for the Elections Committee of this 
House t.o say to the able judges and lawyers of the State of Missouri 
that they did not know their own law. This charter is published 
in the authorized edition of the laws of 1!-Iissouri. It is recogni7.ed 
as law, ~bsol.utely and completely as any statute of the Legislature, 
not havmg 1ts power from an act of the Legislature, but from the 
very higtlest source, the Constitution itself. It never has been ques­
tioned till now. 

I desire now to call the attention of this House to another great 
fact developed in this case. The only value that a deposition has as 
~vi~ence .is its inte~rity. If its integrity is destroyed no court of 
JUStice wtll regard 1t as evidence. Now look R.t the testimony and 
facts concerning this case. Here are 3,000 pages of testimony t-aken 
by the notary public, and it has been shown by the affidavits of par­
ties, and not denied, that after it was transcribed the whole of that 
evidence went into the hands of Sessinghaus'~:~ attorney. The notary 
public swears, in his affidavit appended here to the minority report, 
(and he also appeared before the committee,) that the papers showed 
on the.ir return to hiru that various and sundry changes had been 
ru~de m. names, dates, numbers, and the like. The gentleman from 
1\hssonn, [1\lr. DAT'IS,] a member of the committee, pointed out to 
the c:>mmittee and made a memorandum of over one hundred changes 
in the handwriting of Sessiughaus's attorney. My friend from Ohio 
[1\lr. RICHEY] on the committee, also showed on a partial examina­
tion, forty or fifty changes in the spelling of n~mes and places and in 
dates. 
~ow, this whole case turned on na.mes, dates, numbers, ltlld streets. 

Did such a man live in such a house at such a time in such a street 
an~ such a number. I wish to direct your attention particularly to 
t.his fact. The notary public was called and requested to bring his 
original stenogra.phic not.es, so as to compare the evidence. That 
notary public swore that, notwithstanding he kneiW this case was 
being considered by the House and undetermined, and that the integ­
rity of the depositions were in question, nevertheless he absolutely 
destroyed every particle of the original stenographic notes. His 
not.es were a part of that testimony, and yet every single particle 
of It he destroyed. 

:Mr. HOOKER. I should like to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
a question. · 

Mr. MOULTON. Certainly. 
1\Ir. HOOKER. Do I understand that the testimony taken in th.ia 
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case was in the custody of the representative of the contestant after 
it was taken f 

:Mr. MOULTON. Yes; every word of"it was in his custody. 
Mr. HOOKER. Aml altered by him f 
Mr. MOULTON. Yes; altered in hundreds of places in the hand­

writing of Sessinghaus's attorney.. 'Vhen the notary public was 
called before the committee he was asked t.g bring his original mem­
orandum. He came before the committee and swore that he had 
burned the whole of it. This evidence appears in our report. He 
burned it so that we could not examine it, and determine what was 
true and what was false. Yet upon that testimony you are called 
upon to tu·rn out Mr. Frost, who has 197 majority, by reason, as you 
say, that these 155 were improperly deprived of their votes. !low do 
you know f The integrity of this evidence has been disputed, and no 
oourt, not even a justice of the peace, would, in the trial of the small­
est and most trivial case in the world, allow it to come in. Here 
this notary public swears that the opposite party hacl the record in 
his possession and made these changes in it, and, furthermore, that 
he himself destroyed his original memorandum, and yet you are called 
upon to vote Mr. Frost out and Mr. Sessinghaus in for the purpose 
of giving the latter $10,000 salary and $1,000 mileage. 

Now, one word as to the law bearing on the question of tampering 
with the deposition o.r evidence. 

It is quite clear that the law is scrupulously particular in demanding that the 
spotless integrity of depositions shall be preserved. It 18 sensitive to the highest 
degree in conttidering a complaint snob aa we find here. Even in mere mattets of 
form it demands the most exact compliance with snob formalities aa the vanous 
statutes may require. 

'Ve cite a few cases in which motions to suppress depositions were sustained 
where mere formal rules were disobeyed: 

"2 W aahin;;ton Circuit Court Report, p. 356: 'A commission which had been 
executed and returned was set asi<.le becauHO it had been opened by one of the 
officers of tho r.overnment bt!fore it came into the hands of the clerk.' (United 
States -vB. Prices Administrator.) 

"Shankwiker VR. A. Reading (4McLean's Reports, p. 240): 'Thelawroquiresthe 
deposition taken under act of Congress to be retained by the olficer until he de­
liver tbe same into court, or shall, together with a certificate of the real!Ons for 
taking it,' &o. 

"Uead vs. Thompson (8 Cranch, 70-J. Story) : • Independently of all other 
grounds, the court are of tho opinion that the fact of the depositions not having 
been opened in court is a fatal ol>jection.'" 

lllrown's Admiralty Reports, p. 60: "Thou,l!h a deposition be taken under a 
stipulation, wairing all objections as to the form and manner of taking, it must 
still be returned to com·t in all respects as required by law." 

The chargfi of tb.e motion, h•1wever, goes not only to form lmt to snbstanoe, anrl 
claims that the worst of bad faith was exhibited by the attorney of the party in 
whose interest the depositions wore taken. The court in Bevel'ly vs. Burke (14 
Georgi~ 70), says: 

•• In uecicling as we do, we establish no new rule. We hold t.hat the caRe pre­
sented 10 us falls ~thin a rule alreooy 'Yell settled, and that rule simply is that 
thf'x·e must bono Circumstances of unfa1r atlvantn.ge obtaine<l by one party over 
the other in having testimony taken by depositions. * * * .Manv written 
cases may be found m which it has been held that such depositions shotild always 
be taken in good fuith . I content myself with referring to but .one. In Bonn t•s. 
Quinby, 5 New llampshlro., 98, the court says: 'The invariable rule by which this 
court is go>erned in the admission of depositions is not to reooive any which have 
not been taken fairly and with the utmost ~ood faith.'" 

The law does not permit depositions to be drawn by any attorney interested in 
a cause. The reason of the rule is wellstateU in these oases following a special 
statnte: 

• • llurst & Co. vs. Larpim (21 Iowa, p. 484, Lowe, C. J.). Appeal from the order 
of the court suppreS!Ung certain depositions for the reason t.hnt they had been 
wrilten by the counsel for the party in whose favor they were to he read a.s testi­
mony, instead of its I.Jei.n,l! done by the commisRioner designated in the notice. 
The objection was well made and properl.v sustained, and that, too, without the 
slightest imputation on thlil counsel wbo officiated as scriue. It was simply a 
legal impropriety which it was competent for the court to correct ann enforce"by 
rule, if neetl be. Tho notary is sup potted to stand at all times inutfferent to tile 
parties, wbili:!t the lawyer, having made himsPlf a partisan, is sufficient to feel a 
bias in fa>or of his client. Shonlcl he act as scrivener in taking and in after read· 
ing it over himRelfto tbe witness for correction or approval, contmrv, aM we think. 
to tho spirit of the statute, however hont>.stl.v done, it would nel"ertbeless Aubject 
him to criticism and 1mspicion. To relieve him of thiB left-handed compliment, 
we holll the court diu not err in suppressing depositions." 

Ai'!ain in Allen vB. Rand (5 Conu., 522): 
"l'ho law will not trust an agent to draw up a deposition for his principal, as by 

the inRertion of a wort\, the meaning of which is not cot-reotly understood, or by 
the omission of a fact that onghL to be inscribed, the testimony thus garl>led and 
discolored will be false and deceptive. Nor is there a possiule argument in fiJ.vor 
of 11nch a proceeding. 

"The statute, e;en when strictly construed, is sufficientl.v lax, whon e;r; parte 
depositions a re taken at least. not unfrequently to admit of the poisonin,. of justice 
in the very foundaLions, for if the evidence is untrue or partial tbereflult'can never 
be contorrnablo to rirrbt. *. * * As the witness ouj!ht to be disinterested, 
so must the e-ddence be impartial, comprising the whole truth, as well as nothing 
but the truth, and that never can be rationally expected when a deposition is 
drawn up by an attornev or agent. * • * 

" It is much pre1erab)e that. in particular instance!', the party should even be 
deprived of testimony than a princtpleleading to a widespread mit~chief shoulu be 
adopted. It is true that an agent ma:v draw up a. deposition impartially, and there 
is no reason tn doubt tbat the young lady in the case acted with the most delicate 
integrity. But the statute WIUI made iiLcontravention of wrong a.nd intends not in 
any case to place confidence where it may be abused." 

Such are reasons gi>en for the rule in cases where, in the language of the court, 
"there is no reason to doubt that the yonng lady in the case acted with the most 
delicate integrity." 

Dn.t this case is broader, and sho~ that the same disposition and the same deli­
cacy which the court attril>utes to the party in that case, in which the depositions 
were suppressed, cannot, under the nffidav1t of the notary in this case, be given to 
the attorney who wrote the "marginalsnggestions." 

We think that the charter of Saint Louis authorized a registration 
law such as was shown to exist. 

That the 155 names stricken from the registration list wero in ac­
cordance with law, and that the integrity of the deposition in this 

oase has been wholly destroyed, and that Frost is entitled to hie 
seat. 

Mr. FROST. I rise for the purpose of asking, by unanimous consent, 
that the House will hear me tor a few minutes before it shall proceed 
to vote on this case. 

llr. MILLER. How much time does the geiJtleman want? 
Mr. FROST. Half an hour will be sufficient. 
?tlr. ?.tiLLER. If be wants half au hour I prefer be should go on 

now. 
Mr. FROST. For myself, 1\11·. Speaker, as it is now neartbetimefor 

taking s. recess, I should prefer to be heard when we meet again this 
evening. 

Mr. MILLER. The gentleman bas the floor, and let him go on now. 
?tfr. FROST. If it is not obje<.:tionable, I should much prefer to begin 

my remarks after the recess. 
?tfr. PAGE. I hope that will be granted, because it is now so near 

the hour when we are to take the recess the gentleman could not pos­
sibly conclude his remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (?.Ir. HITT in the chair). Ifthere be no 
objection, it will be ordered accordingly. 

M:r. MILLER. I have reserved my time, and do not wish to proceed 
until I have heard from the other side. 

?tfr. PAGE. Let us take a recess now. 
Mr. SPARKS. Mr. Speaker, I hardly think that gentlemen will ob­

ject to allowing the gentleman whose seat is contested the modest length 
of time that he asks, thirty minutes, to explain his own case, and to 
give it to him at the time when be .can have some assurance that the 
gentlemen who are to vote upon and decide his case will be present. 
There is hardly anybody here now; and there is a principle of fairness 
1mderlying this matter which should not be lost sight of. 

Mr. MILLER. I have no objection to the gentleman proceeding, as 
the House bas given him consent, if the time is occupied now. 

:Mr. HOOKER I rise to a question of order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. HOOKER. I think it has been usual in all contested-election 

cases, after the deb-ate has been closed both pro and cqn on the part of 
the Committee on Elections making the report to Jibe House, to then 
allow tho contestant and the contestee to be heard after the conclusion 
of the debate. Therefore, I think the request of my friend Mr. FROST, 
from Missouri, is not at all unusual or out of order, but on the con­
trary it is in perfect conformity with the precedents, all of which es­
tablish the principle that be bas a right to be beard before his case is 
decided in this House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That, of course, can only be done by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOOKER. But it is governed by precedents, let me say to the 
Speaker with all deference, rather tba.n by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But it has been done by consent in each 
case. 

.Mr. HOOKER. The precedents are all in the direction that I have 
cited. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there is no objection, of course the 
gentleman can occupy tho time now. 
· Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I want to inquire if by-unanimous consent 

we can not take a recess now, and give Mr. FROST the time that be asks 
after the recess shall have. expired? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can be done now, if that is the de­
sire of the Horu;e. 

Mr. PEIRCE. I ohject. 
Mr. CALKINS. Then I ask unanimous consent that we take a recess 

now until half past 7 o'clock. 
Mr. BROWNE. Before that is done I desire to make an observation. 

By a special order of the House, Friday eYenings have been set apart 
for the exclusiYe consideration of such business as is reported from the 
Committee on Pensions of tho House. I am willing that this arrange­
ment shall be matle, if by unanimous consent the House may meet to­
night for business generally. 

Mr. Hilll\10£~.-ru, of Georgia. Oh, no. 
Mr. BHOWNE. And with the understanding that the few cases 

pending here for consideration, probably occupying the attention of 
the House not more than thirty minutes, may be taken up and- dis­
posed of at some time during the session. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Would not the gentleman have the time between 
now and 5.30 o'clock, the hour fixed tor the recess, ·to take up and dis­
pose of the pension cases on the docket? 

Mr. CALKINS. If in order, I make the motion for a recess now. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is in order to make that motion. 
1\fr. HISCOCK. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York will 

state it. 
1\I.r. illSCOCK;. Mr. Speaker, if I understand the statement of the 

gentleman from Indiana that the business of the House is limited by the 
·order of the House to pension business, and that no other business can 
be transacted, I certainly hope that order will be vacated, because we 
shall probably desire to present some conference reports this evening 
which will have to be acted upon. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not understand the 
gentleman from Indiana as insisting upon the special order to the ex­
clusion of all other business. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I moTe to suspend the rules and vacate the order 
making this evening a special order for pensions, unless it can be Vllt­

cated by consent. 
l\-fr. HATCH. I demand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the motion for a. 

recess. 
Mr. IIISCOCK. We may desire to present some conference reports. 
M:r. HATCH. The interruption of this case is all out of order. I 

demand the regular order. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I make the motion which I have indicated, that 

we vacate the special qrder for this evening. 
~[r. P .AGE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
(Here the Speaker resumed the chair.) 
~1r. HISCOCK. I have been informed, Mr. Speaker, tha.t there is a 

Hpecial order for this evening limiting the business to be tranSacted to 
that of pensions only. If such is the case, then I desire to move to 
Yacate that special order so fa-r as it is limited to pension cases. I re­
peat it is likely we shall desire to present some conference reports. 

He\eral MEMBERS. .And other business. _ 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to vacating the special order? 
.ch·. W"'HITE. I rise to a question of order. I object to vacating the 

special order to that extent. I object to any other business than con­
ference reports. 

Mr. HATCH. I object to vamting the special order. 
Mr. CLARK. Regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the special order would not 

interfere with the consideration of an election case. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Would it interfere with the considern.tion of con-

ference reports? 
The SPEAKER. It would not. 
Mr. P .AGE. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
~fr. PAGE. I do not know but what it has been already answered 

in response to the suggestion mn.de by the gentleman from New York; 
but I want to know if to-night when the House meets it can not by a. 
·majority vote control the business of this evening's session? 

The SPEAKER. It can. 
1\:Ir. WASHBURN. To any subject? 
!tlr. R.A.Y. I osk unanimous consent to introduce a report from the 

Committee on Cla-ims for reference to the Calendar. 
Mr. CLARK. The regular order, as I understand it, is the motion 

made to take a recess until half past 7 o'clock. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is not advised of that. The Chair will 

recognize the gentleman from New Hampshire i.f.there be no objection. 

ALEXANDER SWIFT & CO. 

Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Claims, by unanimous consent, 
reported back the bill {H. R. 1304) for the relief of .Alexander Swift & 
Co., partners, and .A.lexandeT Swift & Co. and the Niles Works; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri\ate Cal­
endar, and, with the accompanying re1>9rt, ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

:Mr. \V'HITE. I rise now to a question of order. I wish to ask if I 
understood the Chair to say a moment ago that by a majority vote we 
can take up any business this evening? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not say anything of the kind. That 
wa.~ not the question presented to the Chair. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. .A motion had been made to take a recess. 
The SPEAKER. The present occupant of the chair knows nothing 

of that motion. 
Mr. CALKINS. I had submitted the motion. 
.Mr. WHITE. What is the order for this evening's session? 
The SPEAKEr... It will be time enough to determine tha.twhen we 

reach it. The Chair can not undertake to decide all possible and i.m­
agi nary questions before they arise. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol­
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

.A bill (S. 719) for the relief of the representatives of Sterling T . .Aus-
tin, deceased; · 

A bill (S. 826) for the relief of Powers & Newman and D. & B. 
Powers; and 

A bill (S. 1829) to amend an act donating public lands to the several 
Sta~ and Territories which may provide colleges for the benefit of 
ugnculture and the mechanic arts. 

Mr. PE!RCE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported tha-t 
the co_mm1ttee had examined and found duly enrolled a joint resolution 
and ~ills of the. follovo.ing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

.Jomt. rP."lolutwn (H. Res. 359) to print5,000 copies of therepo1-t of the 
houru .on b~ofthe United States Executive Departmentsat the in­
ternn.tional exhibition of 1876; 

.A bill (H. R. 7597) to admit free of duey-- articles intended for tho 
national mining a-nd industriaJ exposition to be held at Den\er, in the 
State of Colorado, during the year 1883; 

.A bill (H. R. 7049) making appropriations for the service of the Post­
Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other 
purposes; 

.A bill (H. R. 7623) relative to the Southern exposition to be held 
in the city of Louisville, State of Kentucky, in the year 1883. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to present a report from the Committee 
on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. Some gentleman moved to take a recess till half 
past 7 o'clock. 

.Mr. CALKINS. I submitted that motion before its present occupant 
resumed the chair. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana insist on his 
motion? 

.M:r. CALKINS. Several gentlemen desire to present reports, &c., 
and if there be no objection to entertaining their requests I will with­
draw the motion. 

FE.I:.'S OF REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS. 

:Mr. STRAIT. I ask u.n.ani.mous consent to take from the Speaker's 
table for present consideration the bill (S. 171) in relation to certain 
fees allowed registers and receivers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enade.d, ((:c., That the fees allowed registers and receivers for testimony 

reduced by them to writing for claimants in establishing pre-emption and home­
stead rights and mineral entries, and in contested cases, shall not be considere-d 
or taken into accotmt in determining the maximum of compensation of said 
officers. 

SEc. 2. That registers and receivers shall, upon application., furnish plats or 
diagrams of townt~hips in their respective districts, showing what lands are va­
cant and what lands are taken, and shall be allowed to receive compensation 
therefor from the party obtaining said plat or diagram, at such rates as may IJe 
prescrihed by the Comm.i"lsioner of the General Land Offire; and said officerM 
shall, upon application by the proper State or Territorial authorities, furnish, for 
the purpose of taxation, a li!!t of all lands sold in their respective districts, to­
gether with the names of the purchasers, and shall be allowed to receive com­
pensation for the same not to exceed 10 cents per entry; and the sums thus re­
ceived for plats and li<>ts shall not be considered or taken into account in deter­
mining the mn.ximum of compensation of said officers. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I object. 
JOHN P. GREGSON. 

Mr. WATSON, by unanimous consent, from the Committ.ee on Naval 
.Affairs, reported ba<.:k with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 
153) for the relief of John P. Gregson; which was laiil. upon the table, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

FEES OF REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I withdraw my objection to the consiueration of 
the bill called up a moment ago by the gentleman from Minnesota [M1·. 
STRAIT]. 

~1r. HOLMAN. I ask whether or not any gentleman is informed how 
much the fees are in the aggregate tha-t the registe:J;S and recei veni un­
der this law would receiv.e which they are not required to ac-count for"? 

.M:r. MAGINNIS. They are required to account for all of them. 
Mr. HOLl\IA.....~. Yes; but by this bill they are released from tlu~t. 
l\1r. STRAIT. Not n.t all. 
M:r. HOLM.A..L~. These :tees do not go into the salaries at all; tlwy 

are that much extra. And my question is, how much will these feei> 
n.mount to for the \arlo us plats they furnish? 

1\fr. STRAIT. The f~ are Tery inconsi.dern.ble. This bill is rec­
ommended by the Committee on Public Land,s and by the Commis­
sioner of the General Land Office. 

Mr. W .A.SHBUUN. Let me say to the gentleman from Indiana that 
it is more in the interest of the general :QUblic than of any individuals . 

Mr. HOLMA ... K It is very desirable to know how that is. This is 
merely an addition to the salaries of the registers and recei.\ers, and I 
think some gentleman would know how much of an addition it 
would be. 

l\.1r. WASHBURN. You can not tell. You do not know what the 
call may be for the copies of these papers. 

l\Ir. HOL!I.Al.Y Oh, yes; inasmuch a.s these fees have been hereto­
fore taken into account and to the extent these officers funllilhed copies. 
If they furnished copies they charged for them, and that charge was 
a part of their salary. 

Mr. STRAIT. I have said this is recommended bythe Commissioner 
of the General Land Office. There cnn be nothing exorbitant in it. 
This is asked in the interest of the settler. 

l\lr. HOLMAN. I apprehend if we abolish the pre-emption laws 
and nobody takes up the public lands except those entitled to them 
under the homestead law, this v.ill be of little conseque:t;~ce. I believe 
the chief benefit will acc:rne to speculators. But I will not urge the 
objection . 

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

Mr. STRAIT mo\'ed to reconsider th~ vote by which the hill wa.s 
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passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I ask unanimous consent to take up for present 
consideration House bill No. 6754. 

Mr. JACOBS. I object. 

WILLIAM ANDERTON. 

:Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 7683) granting a ·pension to William Anderton; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. · 

INDIAN TREATY AT BUFFALO CREEK, NEW YORK. 
Mr. SPAULDING, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 

Indian Affairs, reported back with a favorable recommendation the 
bill (H. R. 7559) providing for a settlement with the Indians who were 
parties to the treaty concluded at Buffalo Creek, in the State of New 
York, on the 15th day of January, 1838, for the unexecuted stipulations 
of that treaty; which was referred to the Honse Calendar, and the ac­
companying report ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To 1\lr. DIBRELL, for the remainder of this day's session, because of 

indisposition. 
To Mr. JOYCE, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 
By unanimous consent, leave was granted as follows: 
To 1\lr. ROSECRANS, to print in the RECORD remarks prepared by him 

upon the Pacific Railroad consolidation bill. [See Appendix. J 
To Mr. CASSIDY, to print in the RECORD remarks upon the Pacific 

Railroad consolidation bill. [See Appendix.] 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
By unanimous consent, leave was granted for the withdrawal of papers, 

as follows: 
To 1\fr. BURROWS, of 1\fissouri, in the case of Abraham Bnckholder, 

now before the Committee of Invalid Pensions· no adverse report. 
Also, in the case of John Dickson, for relief {H. R. 3708) now before 

the Committee on Claims; no unfavorable report. 
To 1\Ir. 1\IURCH, in the case of 1\1. Wilber. 
To 1\Ir. WAIT, in the case of William Carruthers. 
To Mr. HoUK, the commission of Isaac Risenden, as late captain 

United States volunteers. 
JOSEPH C. IRWL.~. 

1\Ir. CLARK. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's 
table and pass at this time Senate bill No. 964 for the relief of Joseph 
C. Irwin. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted &:c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au­
thorized and fuected to pa~ out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to Joseph C. lrwin, of Kansa.s City, Missouri, $8,378.46, in pay­
ment and full satisfaction of all claims nnder contract, and for eighty cavalry 
horses delivered by the said Joseph C. Irwin to Major J. M. l\Ioore, quarter­
master at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, February 2, 1872, upon the contract of 
_-\.ndrew J. Williams, and for which payment in whole or in part has never been 
made. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill which has been read? 

1\Ir. ALDRICH. I desire to reserve the right to object until the 
report has been read. 

The SPEAKER. There will not be time for reading the report 
before the hour for taking the recess. If the reading of the report js 
insisted on the bill had better be withdrawn. 

1\fr. VAN HOR..~. I can explain it in a minute. This man had a 
contract to supply horses, and he supplied eighty of them. The Gov­
ernment has used them; but the man has not been paid becansehedid 
not fulfill his whole contract. This bill has passed both Houses at dif­
ferent times, and is recommended by the committee. 

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

1\Ir. CLARK 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. 

LOSS OF THE JEAI{NETTE. 
The SPEAKER laid before the Honse a letter from the Secretary of 

the Navy, transmitting the record of' the proceedings of the court of 
inquiry in regard to the loss of the Jeannette and the death of Lieuten­
ant-Commander DeLong and others; which was referred to the Com­
mittee on Naval Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

JUDGMENTS OF THE CttURT OF CLAil\IS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the chief 

clerk of the ConrtofClaims, transmittinga statement of the judgments 
rendered by the Court of Claims for the yearendingDecember 3, 1882; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The hour of half-past five having arrived, in pur­
suance of a previous order the Chair declares this Honse in recess until 
half-past 7 o'clock this evening. 

EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired the Honse reassembled at half past 7 o'clock 

p. m., the Speaker in the ch~. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by 1\Ir. SYMPSoN, one of its clerks, in­
formed the Honse that the Senate had passed without amendment a 
joint resolution of the House of the following title: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 324) providing for deficiencies in the ap­
propriations for salaries of officers, clerks, messengers, and others in the 
service of the House of Representatives for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1883. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate disagreed to by the Honse 
to the bill of the Honse of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. · 7077) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending J nne 30, 1~84, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate insisted upon its amend­
ments disagreed to by the House to the bill (H. R. 7595) making ap­
propriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for thefi.scal 
year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes, agreed to the con­
ference asked by the Honse on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate 1\fr. 
ALLISON, 1\Ir. HALE, and 1\Ir. BECK. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a resolu­
tion, in which the concurrence of the Honse was requested, to print the 
report of the Commissioner of Education for the year 1881, 4, 000 copies 
for the use of the Senate, 8, 000 copies for the use of the Honse of Rep­
resentatives, and 20,000 copies for the use of the Commissioner of Edu­
cation. 

OHARLES H. TOMPKINS. 
Mr. D.A.VIS, of Illinois. I askconsenttotakefrom the PrivateCal­

endar and pass at this time Senate bill No. 729 for the relief of Charles 
H. Tompkins, of the United States Army. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 
The bill was read, as_follows: 

Be it enacted, &:c., That the accounting officers of the Treasury be, aud they 
are hereby, authorized and directed to settle the accounts of Charles H. Tomp­
kins a lieutenant-colonel and deputy quartermaster-general in the Army, for 
reimbursement of the moneys actually expended by him in providing himself 
with quarters and fuel while awaiting orders at San Francisco during a part of 
the year 1874; and the necessary amonnt to pay any balance found due to the 
said Charles II. Tom~kins i hereby appropriated out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwiSe appropriated: Provided, That the said Tompkins, in 
the settlement of such accounts, shall not be credited with the amount of any 
actual expenditure in any one montht or part thereof, greater than was then aud 
there expended by the United States m providing quarters and fuel for officer,; 
of like g;rade. · 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to considering the bill which 
has j nst been read? 

Mr. HOLl\fAN. Without waiving objection, I hope the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. DAVIS] will state the reason for this bill. 

1\ir. DAVIS, of Illinois. This bill has passed the Senate, and come;; 
from the Committee on Military Affairs of the Honse with their unani­
mous report in its favor. 

It simply provides for the payment of the actual cost of quarters and 
fuel by General Tompkins, of the United States Army, while awaiting 
orders in San Francisco. The Treasury Department has not paid this 
amount, because at that time o.f¥cers of the Army were not entitled to 
commutation for quarters and fuel, only in kind. General Tompkins 
having been under orders the Department declined to furnish him in 
kind with quarters and fuel. It is understood by the War Department 
and Treasury Department; but there is not any law to pay this money, 
from the fact that at that time quarters and fuel were not allowed 
officers in the service, although they are to-day. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to a third reading; 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DA YIS, of illinois, 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. 
DR. JOHN B. READ. 

1\lr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that the Com­
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar be discharged from the 
further consideration of Honse resolution No. 338, and that it be now 
paam. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution in relation to the claim made by Dr . .John B. Read against the 
United States for the alleged use of projectiles claimed as the invention of said 
Read, and by him alleged to have been used pnrsnanttoa contractor arrange­
ment between him and the W R.r Department, and for which no compensation 
has been made. 
Resolved by the Senate and House of .Representatives of the United States of .America 

i 1t Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby 1 authorized 
and directed to organize a board of officers, of not less than three m number, 
selecting the same from the ordnance and artillery arms of the United States 
service, who shall examine all the facts relative to the s11.id claim of Dr . .J. B. 
Read, and ascertain whether the United States have made any use of any inven­
tion of the said Read in projectiles; whether the same, if so used, were used 
under any contract, express or implied; to what extent, if any1 his invention was 
so used, and whether such usewasvaluabletothe United Stares, and if so, what 
sum, if any under the circumstances of the use, the United States ought in jus­
tice to pay for the same· and that such board do makethe,ir report thereon with 
all convenient speed to 6ongress for its action in the premises; and that such re­
port be accompanied by a atatement of all the proofs submitted to and consid­
ered by them. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar was discharged from the further consideration of the joint 
resolution; which was thereupon ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

1\Ir. HEWITT, of Alabama, 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. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

1\Ir. LYNCH. I move to suspend the rules--
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will not be recognized at this time 

to make a motion to suspend the rules. 
Mr. LYNCH. Then I ask unanimous consent to take from the 

PI'ivate Calendar and put upon its passage Senate bill No. 1939, which 
has been favorably reported from the Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk informs the Chair that the bill is not at 
the desk. 

1\lr. GUENTHER. I ask to have taken up for present consideration 
Senate bill No. 2060. 

111r. COX, of New York. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the further consideration of 

the election case of Sessinghaus vs. Frost. . 
Mr. BELFORD. I desire to make a pailiamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
lli. BELFORD. I understand that under the rule--
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his parliamentary in­

quiry. 
Mr. BELFORD. I want to state it, because I want to understand 

this question. I understand thatundertherulesofthisHouse, restrict­
ive and damnable as they are, any member during the last six ®ys of 
the session, if he can catch the Speaker's eye and receive recognition, hus a 
right to move to pass a bill under a suspension of the rules. Iwantto 
h."Uow whether that rule is in operation now. 

The SPEAKER. It is; but there is now pending before.the House ' 
a question of the highest constitutional privilege, which for the time 
being is entitled to preference. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. MILLER] is entitled to the floor. 

1\ITSSOURI ELECTION CONTEST. · 
The House resumed the consideration of the contested-election case 

of Sessinghaus vs. Frost. 
:J\1r. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentleman from 

1\lissouri [l!Ir. FROST], the contestee in this case, wishes to occupy thirty 
minutes. If he desires that time, I wish him to proceed now. 

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I will proceed at this time to occupy 
my thirty minutes, if that js the understanding; but within my ex­
perience in this House, running over six years, the contestee in all 
cases bas been allowed to have the conclusion of the de baM. As, how­
ever, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [:Mr. MILLER] objects to that 
in this case, I shall have to proceed now, allowing him the advanta.ge 
of both the opening and the closing speech. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Speaker, how long does this debate run f 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know. The gentleman from 

Mi~Ssouri [Mr. FROST] is entitled to the floor for 30 minutes by con­
sont of the House. 

l!Ir. FROST. 1\Ir. Speaker, it mu~t be a gratifying circumstance 
for any lawyer to have an opportunity of discussing during 30 minut-es 
a record covering three volumes of this size [exhibiting a volume]. 
:Further, 1\Ir. Speaker, it is always gratifying to a lawyer t-e address 
a jury that will not give him its attention. Unless I can have the 
attention of this House, I do not propose to speak at all. I have 
something to say and shall say it as briefly as possible; but if mem­
bers of the House do not desire to listen to me, if they do not come 
here with the idea that they are going to allow themselves to at least 
hear the argument which may be brought before ·them, I shall sit 
down ~ow, and allow the edict which has gone forth to be enacted .. 
But, Blr, I know that if this House is appealed to in tbe proper spirit, 
as I propose to appeal to it, I shall at least gain its attention so long 
as I speak to the point. 

AnY: gen~leman who has had the slightest experience of election 
ca~e~ In this House is perfectly aware that for some reason this House 

never does sit upon an election case in the same manner as a court 
sits when it hears the claim of one individual against another. 

Now, sir, I intend no reproach against the maJority of this House. 
I speak gener:Llly with reference to the whole system of the trial of 
election cases as they have been conducted in this House -since the 
initiation of our form of government, and as they have been con­
ducted in the British Parliament, from which we deduce our rules 
and methods of procedure. 

Sir, dnrin~ two or more centuries contested-election cases in the 
British Parliament were decided by the King or his ministers. In a 
contested election from Cornwall, the King or his ministers decided 
upon the returns of the sheriff of that county. Then the House, the 
lower House of the British Parliament, asserting its prerogatives, 
gradually gathered to itself the right of deciding upon the qualifica­
tions and returns of its own members; and after a period of two or 
more hundred years, having gone through the same experience that we 
have gone through, the House of Parliament discovered that there­
turns were always made from the Committee on Elections according 
to the views of the majority in power and the sentiment that was 
controlling at t.he time. Now, sir, when the Honse of Parliament 
had become fully aware of that fact, as we are aware of it to-day, 
they then introduced a new rule, which was, that every election 
case that came before the House should have appointed for its con­
sideration a special committee. And then, under the impression that 
by that means they could get an opportunity to act in a judicial frame 
of mind, they determined to appoint this special committee, brought 
them before the bar of the Houee, and the Speaker administered to 
them a special oath that they would adjudicate in a judicial frame 
of mind upon questions submitted to them. That, as may well be 
imagined, was a failure, as it had been before. 

The Parliament of Great Britain having become satisfied that it 
was not that kind of a tribunal which, by its very nature and qual­
ity could judicially entertain these subjects, it determined by law 
to attempt at least to go down to the constituencies and to ,p.ve 
them a fair opportunity to be heard and to pass upon all questwns 
of fact and law bearing upon the matter of a disputed election, and 
thus the lower house of Parliament decided that two judges should 
go down from Westminster Hall into the constituencies and hear the 
evidence and to decide as they would in any other litigation that 
mi~ht come before them. 

Were I a member of the next House my :first duty, sir, should be, 
and I call attention of gentlemen on this side who may be and will 
be interested in that question, to induce the House to make provision 
for sending all contested-election cases from the House of Representa­
tives to the district courts of the United States for adjudication. 
Let them be tried there where we will have an opportunity to be heard. 
an opportunity to have our evidence presented in a judicial form and 
that evidence passed upon. And I hope that there will be some gen­
tlemen on our side of the Honse who will, iuring 1.he next Congress, 
be willing to take up that question at the very beginning of its ses­
sion, and send it to the courts where there may be a fair, impartial, 
judicial hearing of each election case upon its merits. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, by what I say when I speak of a fair and im­
partial hearing I do not intenu to reflect upon the integrity of the 
members of tbe Committee on Elections of thisHouse. I hav-e no 
such idea. I do not intend to impeach their fairness; but I assert, 
as a matter of fact known to all, that under the system which is now 
in vogue in this Honse with regard to the management of cases of 
contesteu elections, it is impossible for the Committee on Elections 
to fairly adjudic:Lte npon every case that comes before it. Not 
tbrough any fault of the individual members of that committee, uut 
throngh the fault of the necessary circumstances by which they are 
involved and which they are unable to control. 

Let me put the point to the Honse, inasmuch as I am momeutaril v 
unable to secure tb~ ear of the Speaker .. Was there ever a lawye'r 
who, when he found m the course of the tnal of a case before a jury 
that a member of that jury was absent or asleep and had not heard a 
l~ge portion of ~1e testimony-~ ask, was there ever a lawyer who 
failed to file a motwn for a new trml under such circumstances V And 
I assert that the members of the Committee on Elections have never 
board evidence in this case. Nor have they ever read the evidence. 
I assert, furthermore, that not all the members ofthatcommittee ha.ve 
heard fully the argument which has been presented in this case by 
counsel, if a majority of them heard it a.t all. They submit the mat­
t~~ to a subcommittee, and they take the opinion ?f that su~com­
nnttee, and the subcommittee never hears the testimony. S1r, we 
have talked about the questions of law involved in this case to-day, 
and I hesit13.te not to assert that if the testimony had ever been list­
ened to by a jury of twelve men, it would be found that my opponent. 
did not have any ground whatever upon which to stand. But it; never 
has been investigated at all. 

There is not a single member of the Committee on Elections who 
knows anything about the tes1imony taken in this case, excepting so 
far as it was communicated to him by the briefs of counsel. When 
our courts decide cases they write judicial opinions. Let any gentle­
man in this House take np the reports in this case-and I am not 
talking about this case especially, but about all election cases-let 
any gentleman take them up and ask himself if that is the kind of a 
decision that a judge would render. Why, sir, they are but the briefrJ 
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of counsel. They arc not judicial decisions. They do not make any 
pret-ense to be judicial decisions. 

Of course in the time at my command I can have no opportunity 
to rea<l the testimony or to bring it lJefore the attention of this House. 
Bot, sir, I am in a fortunate predicament in my case i I have one 
proposition that I believe will settle this case in the mmd of every 
gentleman upon this floor who has ever read Blackstone. 'Ve can­
not, as a general proposition, go into the discussion of questions of 
fact. We have not the time. We have not the opportunity; it is 
impossi1J1e that gentlemen should attend to their business upon this 
floor and investigate these cases. 

Bot, sir, I have the proposition here which every man who has 
ever read Blackstone most recognize as lJeing perfect.ly impregna.ble. 
It is in evidence that when this case was first tried, after ninety days, 
and I will say ninety nights, of testimony, after several bulky vol­
nlLles of testimony had been taken, t.he notary who had been employed 
in the taking of the devositions handed that tet:~timony over to one 
of the attorneys for my contestant. And here I desire to say that in 
any remarks !"make I do not intend to reflect upon the contestant in 
this ca~. Mr. Sessinghaus. Our relations have been perfectly friendly 
arid amialJle, and will be whatever may be the termination of this 
cause. He is a gentleman. Dut, sir, one of his attorneys, Mr. Lyne 
S. Metcalfe, jr.-I have to mention his na-me; I wish I did not have 
to do it, but the record compels me to uo it-went to the notary, 
asked him to deliver to him the testimony in this cause, had it in his 
possession, and altered it. Two gentlemen who were on the subcom­
mittee having charge of this case, [1lr. RITCHIE and Mr. LOWNDES 
H. DA vrs,) investigated the condition of the record, and thoy re­
ported that they bad not examined everything, but that they had 
found on it two hunc.lred marginal alterations, which had been 
adopteu by the notary. I employed a gentleman in this city who 
found eighteen hundred alterations made by Mr. Metcalfe in this 
testimonv. 

Mr. CLARDY. Changing the numbers of the houses, and thus mak­
ing- or nnmaking- voters. 

Mr. FROST. The ~~uestion in this caMe turned on reA'istration. If 
a man lived, for in.,"Lance, at 1810 Franklin avenue, be was in mv 
district aml entitled to vote. If he lived at 1811, he was across the 
street in another di~trict, and was not entitled to vote. An<l t.he 
alteration from a zero tn 1 made the <liilerence whether he wus a 
voter in my district or had frandnlt>..nt.ly intruded himself. Ei~h­
teen hunored alterations were maue in tlltLt teRtimony lJy Mr. Met­
calfe, and, accoruing to tho sworn testimony of the notary, adopted 
by him as evidence. As to the goo<l faith of thit:~ man .Metealfe I can 
suppose tltat the attorney in the cause might ha\'e had some reason 
t-o get possession of the depositions for perfectly honorable and hon­
est purposes. But sir, in the office of my counsel, I m11t Mr. Met­
calfe, and here is the affidavit which I made, corroborated by the 
affidavit of my counsel, an affidM·it which Mr. Metcalfe has never 
dared to contradict. I will read it to the HollSe. Or I will ask the 
Clerk to read it. 

The CleJ:k read as follows : 

GUSTAVUS SESSIYGHAUS, CO~T~-r,} 
VB. 

R. GRAHAM FnosT, CONTESTEE. 

. In the matter of contest in the third Congressionn.l district of Missouri. 
R. GRAHAM FnosT, being dnly sworn, on his oath states that: 
I was present at the office of Donovan &. Conroy, in the city of Saint Lon.iR, on 

the loth day of Novomller, 1881. 
l'rlr. Donovan informed mo that be bad bearu tbnt all the depositions given on 

l)ehalf of Gustavus SeHsinghans in hiR contest bau, since they were taken by No­
tary Kraft, been in the pnR8ession of his eennsol, Lyne S. M ,tcalfe,jr.; that also 
all depositiou taken on behalf of ruvRolf bad, at t-he request of LyneS. Metcalfe, 
jr .. been delivered to him by _:Notari Kraft. 

'Ve were conver!liug nbout this ext-raordinary proceeding when Lyne S. Met­
calfe, jr., ent.ered. the office. 

Mr. Donovan said to hlm, "Mr. Motcalft~, yon moat have your brief on the con· 
teat nlreallyproparcd, for I untlerstand that you l.tave during the summer read 
over all of the testimonv." 

His reply was, "Oh, n'o! I dlu not have the testimony; I had onl.v my deposi· 
tiona of one day, and that was the cla..v the city ordinances were introduced.. I 
wanted to sec if the ordinances were report11d corrcctJy" 

I made a note of this answer just as it full from Mr~ Met-oa.lfe'slips; and when 
Mr. Dono.-an talked with him again about having understood that he had had t-he 
testimony, he positively denied that auuh was the truth. 

R. GRAHAM FROST. 
Mr. FROST. Now, sir, he denieu l)Ositively to my nttoruey that be 

had had that testimony. And the recoru shows, by the lett-ers writ­
ten by him to the notary, that he had hall all of it. Sit, when he 
told me and my counse-t that he had not had that testimony, he had 
actually had it all in his possession. He hadmutilated it; he bad 
alter~d it. And the notary himself aumits that he bud adopted the 
margmal notes suggested by the counsel for the contestant. And 
further, be had erased in the face of alJsolote objection, made during 
the trial, important te timo.cy in relation to certain witnesses. 

Aft.er we ha<l come het·e and after we had offered here the motion 
to ~:~oppress that evidence, because it was not evidence that any court 
would have entert-ained for a moment; after we had notitied the 
notary tbu t we \Yan ted his original notes, so as to compare them with 
the teRtimony; and when the committee finally subpronaed him, he 
came forward and declared that be bad destroyed his notes in the 

• interim between the time when we had impeached their authenticity 
a.ncl the time when he wa.fi called before yow: committee to substan­
tiate their authenticity. 

Now, sir, do we not then have here the fullest evidence of bad faith f 
Bnt apart from the question of lJad faith, if I bad time t.o talk here 
about questions oflaw I couldquoteanthorit.yafterauthority. The 
reports of the courts of this country, of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and of the courts of the States are full of decisions 
insisting upon the absolute necessity of the integrity of depositions, 
that they shall lJe guarded with the most sedulous care. 

I shoulc.l. like to read some of them, but I have not time. It is un­
neceRsary to take up the time of the Hoose upon an elementary prop­
osition of law like that. 

Easily we may get into a cavil or a dispute about a fact. The gen­
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MILLER] may get up and dispute 
with me as to a qnt:stion of fact, and honestly we may differ. The 
Honse having never heard it, gentlemen may properly vote with 
their respective parties. 

But I bring before you a proposition which no lawyer and which 
no court would fail for a moment to sustain. You hearu to-day the 
eloquent speech of my colleague and friend from Saint Louis [Mr. 
CLARDY], and of my friend from Illinois [.Mr. MoULTONl, upon the 
registration laws. You heard the statement maue lJy them that the 
attorney of the contestant, Mr. Pollard, an ex-member of this House, 
a member of the Forty-fifth Congress, never raised in his brief any 
question upon that point; never thought of it. There is not a law­
~er in the eit.yof Saint Louis to-day~ I undertake to say not a lawyer 
m the State of Missouri, who woulu attempt to attack the valiuity 
of the registration laws ofthatState. 

When the Committee on Elections hau, however, f11iled to sulJ­
stantiate any of tho extravagant declarations contained in the peti­
tion in this case, when the committee had got itself into t.hat condi­
tion that it conlu find no foothold from which to make a favorable 
report in behalf of my friend, Air. Sessinghans, having tied a knot 
so tightly tba.t it could not unloosen it, its majority was mindfu.1, I 
doubt not, of that maxim which you, Mr. Speaker, may rememuer, if 
you are only listening to me, from the .A.rs poetica of Horace-nee in­
tersit deu,s, nisi Bit dignus, vindice nodus-nevt'lr call upon a divinity, 
unless the knot itself requires for its untang-ling eli vine interference. 
In the Latin, Deus meant either a divinity from above or a divinity 
from uelow; and there wat:~ no way of distinguishing between the 
two. I do not know from wbat region this divinity came. But as 
the committee bad got itself t-horoughly entanglell, a divinity wali 
wanting. And the great constitutional lawyer from Pennt:~ylvaoia, 
[Yr. MILLER] arose, anc.l like Alexander, whtm he would not nnt.ic 
the knot, be cnt it with his trenchant sword. 

That great constutional lawyer suggested to Mr. Pollarcl and to 
my contestant a point which they had ne\·er thought of, a point 
which no lawyer in the State of 1\Iissouri had evor thought o1; for 
our supreme conrt and our \Jar have not bad those unique ad\'an­
tages of instruction in constitutional law which are po~:~sesse<l by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
If I were t-,Q attempt to obtain justice in thiti caHe, as I would be­

fore any court in the land, I should require at least two or three 
hours. But I do not propose to detain the Howse any longer; simply 
in closing I wish to sn.y that from my experience, from what I haVll 
seen iu this House, I know the fiat has ~one forth. My hca.d i1:1 in 
the hangman's noose, and the only questwn is, when shall the drop 
fall! 

Several MEMBERS". No. No. 
Mr. FROST. lean congratulatemyse1fupon the fact, however, tbu.t 

my exit from this Hall wiH be a matter which will concern the public 
very little. But you, too, Mr. Speaker, in a few short hours, will qnit 
that chair, and your party will quit this floor, and this to the sati~fac­
tion of all, not by the decision of a malignant partisan trihuual which 
has not hearu your case, or pretended to hear it, but l1y the impartial, 
well consic.lered verdict of the public which has judged you, t:~ir, nntt 
juc.lged your party. A decision has gone forth agaiust you allll your 
party which I hope will keep-not against you per~:"~onally, Mr. 
f:lpeaker, because to you I wish every pros1u~rity in life, ~LDd e\·ery­
t.bing that may be happy and felicitous-but the cuict has gone filrth 
from tho American people that neither you nor your party shall Lo](l 
power iu this country for at least the next two years; and this edict 
is more powerful than any which the majority of thi~:~ Hou.:::~e may yet 
proc lailLl during its short term of power. 
If I have any time to spare I will yield it to my friend from ~li:i:::~is­

sippi, [Mr. HOOKER]. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has two minutes of his time re­

maining. 
Mr. HOOKER. I will not take those two minutes now. I hope to 

get something added to them. If the gentleman from Pennsy 1 vanio.~o 
[Mr. MILLER] will put fifteen minutes more on, I shall then like to 
speak. 

.Mr. 1\IILLER. I have not enough time to do so, or I would. 
~ir. HOOKER. Then put on ten minutes after you speak. 

· M~r. MILLER. If I can I will do so. I will now yield ten minutes 
to the gentleman from Texas. 

11r. JONES, of TeXM. I shall occupy the attention of the House 
but a. few moments, and in that time I will endeavor to call attention 
to the real issue in that case. That issue can be best presented by stat­
ing the facts out of which it arises. 

This contest grows out of the rejection of the ballots of certain ver­
sons who had been duly registered, but whose names had been stricken 
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from the registration-list by the board of revisers in the city of Saint 
Louis a few days before the election took place. 

The question is not whether the parties were registered voters or not. 
They had registered. That fact being kept in mind, this case is re­
lieved of a great deal of unnecessary legaJ learning anrl technical quib­
bles. The ordinance under the authority of which tllese names were 
dropped provided that the board of revision should strike from the li"t 
the names of persons who had died or removed. These names, among 
others, were stricken from the lisb. Bear in mind, the only two cases 
in which names could be thus stricken from the list were r moval and 
de..'lth. 

On the day of the election these persons whose nn.mcs bad l>een 
stricken from the list presented them:::clves at the polls and tendered 
their ballots, having complied fully with all the requiremcntR of the 
law or the ordinance of registmtion, having done everything that the 
law required them to tlo. Bnt on pretlenting thcmsel ves at the polls 
to vote in virtue of their rigbt, they having fully complied with all 
the conditions preeedent to the exercise of that right wulcr the laws 
of the State of Missouri as well as the ordinance of t.he city of Suint 
Louis, they were surprised to find their votes challenged. They pro­
posed then and there to qu:ilify anew under the laws; in othe-r words, 
to comply with the law providing for registration at the l>aJlot-box. 
But they were denied the right to do this upon the grounu that their 
names had been stricken from the list, and therefore, and therefore 
only, they coUld not, as voters might do who lmll never l>een registered, 
qualify then and there anrl vote. 

The ordinance did not provide for cases of this sort. The authority 
given the board of revi'3ion to drop names was to be exercised when a 
man was dead or had removed. If he was not dead, if he hacl not re­
moved, if in fact be was still alive and a re.sident, what was the legal 
effect of the act of the board in striking his name from the re~tration­
list? Is there a. lawyer here or elsewhere who would have the hardi­
hood to deny the proposition that the act of the board of revision was 
simply and absolutely~ull anu void.? If this ac.t was hnsed upon the 
russumpt.ion or hypothesis that the man was dead, when in f::wt he was 
not dead, the legal sequence inevitahly is that he '"'as qualified to 
vote and could not thus be deprived of his right. 

That is all there is in this entire case. Thero i"! no c1ucstion that the 
men were qualified to vote, no question that they had complied with the 
law, had done everything t.hat the law prescribed. They had been 1·eg­
istered and came to the polls to vote. If they had never registered they 
were entit.led to be registered at the polls; but they were solemnly told, 
"You are dead; notwithstanding you are here in person the decree of 
this high tribunal, emanating from that dh·inity below referred to by 
the contestee, has declared you dc.:'td, and us dead you shall he treated. '' 

I understand from this testimony that there were abont 12,000 of the 
GO,OOO registered voters in that city stricken off at that time. Who 
ever heard of such slaughter in ten (lays? It surpasses Samson with 
his bone killing the Philistines. Why, sir~ if this be law, what an easy 
matter to disfranchise whole c.ommunities! Whether the ordina.nee he 
valid or·invalid, it amounts to nothing. There is the nalced question. 
Taking the orcl.in:mce and a&.'mming its validity by the statutes of :h-Iis­
souri, still these men were qualified under the oruinancl.'l and had the 
right to vote. Hence all this discussion of constitutional and other 
questions amounts to nothing in the world. Stripping the m~e of all 
sophistry and coming down to the point, it is just this: Was this extra­
ordinary board of revision endowed with such superhuman power that 
jt could sit in the recesses of dark chambers and kill12,000 freemen at 
a single dash of the pen? [Laughter.] 'Vhy, sir, if such a thing could 
be accomplished there were 12,000 homicides perpetrated-nay, mur­
ders, because the testimony shows it was done deliberately and with 
malice aforethought. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FROST. 'Vill the gentleman allow me a question? 
~fr. JONES, of Texas. Yes, sir. 
11-lr. FH.OST. Is the gentleman aware ofthefuct that since the time 

to which he alludes we have elected my very excellent friend, :Mr. Ew­
ing, Republican mayor of the city of Saint Louiq, who appointed a revis­
ing board, and that in the last election that rcpublicau revisiog board 
struck off 15,000 names? Is the gentleman aware of that? . 

:h-Ir. JONES, of Texas. Well, what does that prove? lf 1t proYti'l 
anything it simply proves that Republicans are sometimes as had as 
Democmts; and so far as I am concerned, the Lord deliver me and mine 
from both. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FROST. No, sir; itprovesthatthegentlemanlives upon a. broad 
prairie country and not in a large city. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
.}.1r. JONES, of Texas. .AI?. I have been interrupted, I would like a 

nnnut-e or two more. 
Mr. MILLER. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 
~Ir. ?qNES, ofTexa.q. Now, l\Ir. Speaker, a.fterauiscussionofthese 

pom.ts 1t lS hardly worth while to take up any other question, because 
I. th~k the points I have presented supersede t,he nec~ity of con-
81denng others. 

I. wan~ to present this point. The statute of l\Illi~:~ouri providing for 
re~stratio~ ';ll its application to cities of the first class, all{l the city ot 
Samt Lows L'3 one ofthem, requires the board ofreYisal to meet thirty 
days before the election, and sit ten days, and ten only. So the term 

fixed by the statnte expires twenty days before the election. By t he 
ordinance of the city the board in that city meets twenty days before, 
sits ten, and then expires. What follows? If the law of !tfissouri is 
paramount to that of the city regulating Federal and State elections the 
time for revision had expired before the city board met, and their pro­
ceedings, to use legal parlance, was coram non judice, and not worth the 
snap of your finger because of want of jurisdiction. That is all I have 
to sa.y. [Laughter a.nd applause.] 

l\'lr. l\llLLER. I now yield for :five-minutes to the gentleman from 
l\Iiggouri [Mr. DAVIS.] 

:Mr. DAVIS, of ~Ii.ssouri. Mr. Speaker, I did not intend to say any­
thing in this case. And why? Because I have argued this matter, I 
thought, once l>ofore this House, and they did not pay any attention to 
it, and therefore I did not propose to· say anything this time. And 
what point did I make then? It was thn.t the man who was interested 
in the case had the testimony in his hands, not only for one da.y and 
one week, but for months, and did juHt as he pleased with it. I said, as 
I understood the Jaw in this country, that any court would suppress 
tl1at te..cmmony and never permit it to be read. But this House decided 
differently. 

Now, every man who is acquainted with the facta in this mse knows 
tlmt this man-I believe his name is Metcalf, or something like tha~ 
had this testimony in his hands not only for one day but for weeks 
and months; and after having testified that he did not have all of it, 
and what he had only for one day, it was proved on him he had all of 
the testimony all the tima 

I say, !t!r. Speaker, I did not intend to say anything about this, but 
if there is one conviction in my mind it is that these election cases 
should be decided according to law. Wbenever we leave that course 
we leave everything to be decided according to political predilectioDR 
aml feelings. · 

llut there is one thing which occurs to me in this matter, and that 
is t.bat this notary public had permitted the attorney on the other side 
to take this testimony, and as a member of the sub-committee which 
e..'illlllined it I found one hundred and eighteen changes made by that 
at.torney, e>ery one of which was adopted by the notary public, as he 
stated, without comparison with his original notes. I said that was 
sufficient for me in this case. 

But what happened after that? On the investigation of this matter 
it came out that he had burned all his originaJ notes-destroyed them­
thereby leaving the committee in doubt as to what should be done in 
the matter. He thereby left us without the means of teMting whether 
he had testified to the truth or not. 

One more point anu I am through. This case has been fought pomt 
after point and day after day, and finally it all settled down to one 
thing, and that is whether the city of Saint Louis had a registration 
Jaw or not. How do they determine that matter? Simply by denyin~ 
they had any registration law. We all know this, that when you cite a 
clccision of the Supreme Court of the United States you take a report of 
the deci'3ions of that court; whenever you cite the law of a State you 
t..1.ke the statutes of that State. Here the statutes of the State of Mis­
souri show that registration was provided by the city of Saint Louis, 
and yet when apprised of that fact they say there was no registration 
provided by the State of ~fissouri, when the statnte itself says there 
was such a. law. 

llut I do not rest this case on that one point. If we have any law 
in this country, if we are to be governed by law~; which guide us in 
other matters, let us not seat a man here on testimony handled by the 
attorney on the opposite side and changed to suit his own purpose. 

(Here the hammer fell.] 
~1r. M:ILLER. How mnch time have I left? 
The SPEAKER. Eighteen minutes. 
::\fr. MILLER. !til. Speaker, I shall spend but. a moment in answer­

ing one or two questions which have been raised by the contestee and 
l'Y the gentleman from Missouri who ha."! just preceded me. 

A_nd tirst, as it has been spoken of by two gent] em en, relative to the 
t&;trmony, let me say .that the committee, in order to a.._o.;sure itself that 
the testimony had not bt>:en tampered with, summoned the stenog­
ra.pher who took all the eviuence in the case trom Suint Louis before it. 
examined him in the committee-room, and he testified that after he had 
gone over his stenographic notes and compared the testimony as t.rnn._­
cribcd by him and his clerks, and sit,med it anrl sealetl it., that it " ·n.s 
never out of his hand· until it came to this House and got into the 
hands of the Clerk of t}le House. He said tha-t naturally in the trans­
cription of the testimony there were some blanks and errors that lmrl 
crept into the stenographic notes of his assistants who had transcribecl 
the copy which hadto be supplied; 1or youmaywellima~ne thatwhcn 
we have this ma..."B of testimony, comprising as it does 3,000 printed 
pages, and which had been dictated from the notes of tbe !Stenographer 
to five clerks or amanuen..--es anu afterwar<l rewritten from their short­
hand notes tha,t some errors would ine itubly creep iu. 

The clerk in taking down in shorthand from dictation and then in 
transcribing their notes made some omissions, according to the stenog­
rapher's testimony, and rnaue mistakes which he di"!coYered and testi­
fietl to, and which he had fouml on comparison with hiR notes han been 
made and which hecorrec.ted. It is truethatthe attorney ingoingover 
thetestimonyma.rkedon themarginofthepaperwhath ethoughtt-heCOl'-
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rections were, but the stenographer swears that he never adopted a sug­
gestion made by the attorney until after he had compared it with his own 
original stenographic notes, and saw that the correction suggested was 
proper. When that suggestion was right the stenographer swears that he 
adopted it. When it was not right he swears that he did not adopt it; 
and after he had done that he corrected it page by page with his original 
stenographic notes. No man tampered with it; no man wrote on it; no 
man inserted anything in it, and the committee found that the facts are 
as I have stated, and his testimony is printed with the record of this case, 
where any man can see it for hlmseU: 

Now they say he destroyed his stenographic notes. Why? Because, 
according to his own testimony he was told that the case was decided. 
lie had gone out of the business, and found, in cleaning up his office, the 
notes in this case, together with all of his work for ten years past, mak­
ing a large mass of papers which was lumbering up his room, and he 
burned not only these notes but everything else of that kind that he 
thought useless, and that, too, six months before he was summoned to 
come before this committee. 

l\1r. WILLIS. As one of the jurymen in this case let me ask-­
l\1r. l\llLLER. I cannot yield for a question. There was not a 

single gentleman who heard the testimony or who knows the facts who 
doubted the veracity of the stenographer. 

1\'lr. WILLIS. I say as one of the jurymen in this case, Why were 
those notes destroyed? They should be produced. 

Mr. 1\ULLER. I must decline to yield the floor. I have given the 
gentleman an answer. I repeat what I was saying, that any man who 
reads his testimony will have no doubt either of the integrity, the in­
telligence, or the veracity of that man to whose testimony I am now 
referring. 

Enough for that. The gentleman from l\fissouri stated that they 
might have acted in revising this list of voters rmder the law of the 
State of 1877. Ah, they might! But the fact is the city of Saint Louis, 
by an ordinance published in this testimony, adopted on the 12th day 
of July, 1878, provided differently. They passed an ordinance, which 
is published in this testimony from page 1681 to 1700, in this volume 
which I hold in my hand, containing a complete system of registra.­
tion, and they amended one section of it afterward, on the 2oth day of 
August, 1878. That ordinance differs from the general law of :Missouri 
a::; applicable to other cities and to other localities in that it requires 
but twenty days before election for the meeting of the revisory board, 
while the general law requires them to meet thirty days before for this 
purpose. And the evidence is, as is shown by the record on page 134, 
that the clerk ofthe board of revisers swearsthattheymettwentydays 
before the election and adjourned ten days before the election, showing 
that they followed letter for letter the ordinance of Saint Louis of July 
and August, 1878. Will some Democrat tell me that a city council can 
pass a law providing a system of registration, providing that regis­
tration shall be a prerequisite to voting, when the Constitution of the 
United States provides that the Legislature of the State, and the Leg­
islature alone, shall determine the manner of holding elections for Rep­
resentatives? It is absurd. 

They might have a-cted under the law of 1877, said the gentleman 
from Missouri Ah, but the clerk of the board of revisers swears that 
they did not. But the attorney for the city of Saint Louis testifies in 
this case that he prepared the rules and regulations which were issued 
to every board of election officers, swears on page 1814 that they fok 
lowed the ordinance, and that he knows of no other law than the or­
dinances of Saint Louis which govern elections in that city. 

I shall not go, Mr. Speaker, jnto the question as to the manner in 
which the names were stricken from the list. Suffice it to say that 
the :first thing they did was to pass a resolution that each member of 
the board should make out a list of names of persons that he thought 
ought to be stricken off, and that baving written them and without 
reading them to the other twenty-seven members, without having sub­
mitted them to the other twenty-seven members of the board at all, 
they were sent up and the clerk was instructed by the board to strike 
t.hem out. 

Mr. HOOKER. If that ordinance is void, how is Mr. Sessinghaus 
elected? 

l\Ir. MILLER. The committee does not claim that the entire m;di­
nance is void; only so much as requires registration as a prerequisite 
to voting. He was elected by virtue of the ordinance, laws, and the 
constitution of the State of Missouri. We countea the vote of every 
man that had been in the State one year and was a native-born or le­
gally naturalized citizen and who had resided in the election district 
the number of days provided by the constitution of Missouri. And 
we cormted no man's name unless we were satisfied that he had the 
constitutional requirements to authorize him to exercise the right of 
franchise. 

But, sir, if the registrylawwaslegal that wasin force then, I charge 
that the board of revisers acted so carelessly, so illegally, so :fraudulently, 
as appearsbythetestimonyinthis case, in striking these names off, that 
those votes should be counted on the principle that parties did all they 
could to qualifY themselves to ca.<Jt their votes at tlle November elec­
tion of 1880. 

Why, sir, I remember one case of a man who was born in Saint 

Louis, who had lived there all his life, who hadlivedinthesamehouse 
for five years. lie had been registered by this board. He had Iiever · 
moved his residence. His name was stricken off. ·He went to the polls 
to vote. The election officer knew that that man had lived in the same 
house for five years; he knew he had lived in the city for twenty years; 
but he could not receive his vote. But that man's son who lived in 
the same house with him and who slept in the same house with b.iln, 
voted the Democratic ticket and his name had not been taken off, and 
he voted. Do you say that the father's vote should not be counted 
when he had done all the law required him to do granting it to be con­
stitutional; when he had gone and registered, when he had lived in 
the same house for five years and~never moved out? Yet his name was 
stricken off, although the section provides that no man's name shall be 
stricken off unless he has moved from the election district or died. 
Had he moved? No. I need not ask if he had died. Was not his 
name illegally stricken off? Had he not done all he could? Ought 
this House not to count that vote? If not, why not? 

Of the one hrmdred and fifty-one names some of the cases are not so 
strong as that. But they are names of men who had lived in the city 
some of them all their lives, some of them for ten years; some for five 
years; all of them citizens; and when they came to vote the only rea­
son their votes were not taken was because this board had illegally, if 
not fraudently, stricken their names from the list. We counted those 
votes. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have said all I desire to say. I have presented 
this case to the House as I found it. I have presented it as it was found 
by eleven membersofthe Committee on Elections. The gentleman from 
Missouri thought I originated this plea. If I did, it was argued before 
the full Committee onElections by two eminentlawyersofSaint Louis, 
each of them being given one hour. The contestee's attorney was given 
an hour to point ou1t wherein that position was wrong, if it was wrong. 
He presented his case to the full committee with eminent ability; and 
after he had presented it, after he had argued t4e legal proposition, then 
other members of that committee, l\1r. Jo:YES of Texas, Mr. RANNEY 
of Massachusetts, l\Ir. CALKINS, the chairman of the committee, Mr. 
PAUL of Virginia, and other members of this committeetothe number 
of eleven, counting myself, agreed that the conclusion was irresistible. 
And it is not my report, it is the report of the eleven members of tho 
Committee on Elections. And if it is something new that tho lawyc1·s 
of Saint Louis never thought of, they can think of it from this time on; 
and if there is anything wrong in it, they can pick it to pieces. 

.Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow me 
to ask on what ground he claims Mr. Sessinghaus is elected if the or­
dinance was void and ~fr. Frost could not be elected ? 

l\1r. MILLER. On the ground that the men who voted for Mr. Ses­
singhaus or offered to vote, making a majority of 168, were legal voters 
of Saint Louis under the constitution oftheState of 1\Iissouri, authorized 
to exercise the elective franchise by virtue oftheconstitutionandlaws 
of that State, and we Lelieve that the Congress of the United States has 
authority and power to inquire into the tact as to what the constitution 
of the State is, astowhatthequalificationsofvotersare, astowhattheir 
conduct was at the-election, and for whom they voted. And I say if 
a IIUl.jority of the legal voters of a district, qualified by the constitu­
tion, cast their votes for a given man, and there was no law to prevent 
them from being cast, their votes ought to be counted. I have never 
claimed th,at the entire ordinance was void; only so much of it as made 
registration a prerequisite for voting. 

Mr. HOOKER. How much time is the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
going to give me? 

l\Ir. l\llLLER. How much time have I left? 
The SPEAKER. Three minutes. ' 
1\Ir. MILLER. I yield the balance of my time to my friend from 

l\Iississippi [Mr. HooKER], all but the last halt minute. I yield him 
two and one-half minutes. 

l\1r. IIQOKER. I have simply to say to the House that if the argu­
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. l\1ILLER] is worth 
anything it knocks tne bottom out of his own case as he has reported 
it to the House; because if he insists that the direction by the city of 
Saint Louis as to the method of registration and revision was wrong, 
then the very man for whom he reports was elected under this same 
system of registration and revision. Is not that so? 

Mr. l\ULLER. Not at all; he was elected by virtue of the constitu­
tion and the laws of Missouri. 

l\Ir. HOOKER. Ah, was he, indeed? But he lived in the city of 
Saint Louis, and his friends voted for him rmder the law of the ciiy of 
Saint Louis precisely as did the friends of my friend from Missouri, 
[Mr. FRosT]. 

But I have one thing to say in reference to this whole matter, that 
upon the very threshold of this case, Mr. Speaker-or gentlemen of t~he 
House, for as I have not the attention of the Speaker, I will address 
myself to you-on the very threshold of this case the honorable gen­
tleman from Pennsylvania [1\ir. 1\fi:LLER], the chairman of the Com­
mittee on Elections [l\1r. CALKINS], and all the other members of the 
committee, came before this House acknowledging the fact that the 
chief witness in this case, as to the merits of this election, as to whether 
it was honestly and fairly conducted or dishonestly and unfairly con,-
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ducted-they came before this House with the a~tted fact that t~e 
chief witness the stenographer who took the testimony, after the eVI­
dence had be'en closed and in contravention of every principle of law 
which prevails with re~erence to t~e taking of testi?J-ony before ~urts 

. of justice or before tribunals whiCh have to decide law questions, 
allowed the attorney of the contestant to make marginal notes direct­
ing the stenograph~r what he considered to be the true rendition of the 
testimony of the Witnesses. 

Is not that the fact, gentlemen of the House of Representatives? The 
stenographer swears that he burned the original notes and adopte(l the 
suO'rrestions of the attorney of t.he contestant and made them a part and 
p~l of the evidence which wa.g transmitted to the House of Repre­
sentatives in regard to the mode aud method of t.his election. Is not 
that true? Cananybodydeny it on thepartoftlieCommitteeon Elec­
tions? Does the gentleman making this report from the committee or 
the cha.irman of tha,t committee deny it? 

It is like burning the Bible and trusting to hearsay a" to what i~ con­
tains. It is like burning up the records of a court and then trusting to 
the hearsay of witnesses. I am sure that my digtinguished un.d lea.rned 
friend from Massachasetts [:Mr. RANNEY], who I understand 18 on that 
committee would never be heard to say before any tribunal sitting in 
the grand ~ld Bay State of l\Iassachusetts th::lt t·hcy should listen to a 
witness who would swear that he had burned up the evidence he bad 
taken to prove the facts in a case and had taken the marginal notes of 
an attorney as to those facts. 

The SPEAKER. The gent.lema.nfrom Penru;ylvaniall.'l:'\ hal !':~minute 
of his time remaining. 

:Mr. MILLER. And I now yielll that half a minute to the gentle-
man from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS], the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. CALKINS. I moYe the preriou.o; question. 
The previous question was ordered. _ 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the resolutions which 

have been reported from the Committee on E1ec-tions. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

I. Resolved That R. Graham Frost was uot ele~ted as a Reprcl'entative to the 
Forty-seYenili Cong•·css of the Uuited States from the third Congressional dis­
trict of Missouri. and is not entitled to occupy a seat in this Hou~;e as such. 

II. Resof.t•ed, That Gustavus Sessinghaus was duly elected as a Representative 
from the third Oongres~:~ional district of l\Iitisouri to the Forty-~;eyenth Congress 
of the United States, and is entitled to his seat as such. · 

The question was taken upon adopting the reso1utiontS; and upon a 
<livision there were-ayes 92, noes 86. 

Before the result of this vote wa.g announced, 
M:r. ATHERTON, ~Ir. CALKINS, and o\hers called for the yeas and 

nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question wa.g taken; and there were-yeas 126, llL'l.YS 110, not 

voting 55; as follows: 
YEAB-126. 

.Aldrich, Farwell, Chas. B. 
Anderson, Farwell, Sewell S. 
Barr, . Fisher, 
Bayne, George, 
Belford. Godshalk, 
Bingham, Grout, 
Bisbee, Guenther, 
Bowman, Hall, 
Brewer, Hammond, John 
Briggs, Harmer 
Browne, Jlarris1 Benj. W. 
Brumm, Haseltme, 
Buck, Haskell, . 
Burrows, Julius C. Hazelton, 
Calkins, Heilman, 
Campbell, Het>burn, 
Cannon, Hill, 
Carpenter, Hiscock, 
Chace, mtt, 
OraJX>, Horr, 
Cullen, Houk, 
Cutts, Hubbell, 
Darrall, Hubbs 
Davis, George R. Humphrey, 
Dawes, Jacobs, 
Deering, Jadwin 
DeMott , Jones, Geo. W. 
Dingley, Jones, Phineas 
Doxey, Jorgensen, 
Dunnell, Joyce, 
Dwight, Lacer, 
Errett, LeWis, 

Lindsey, 
Lord, 
Lynch, 
:Mackey, 
l\Iason, 
McCoid, 
McLean, Jas. H. 
Miles, 
1\filler, 
Moore, 
O'Neill, 
Pacheco, 
Paul, 
Paysorr, 
Peelle, 
Peirce, 
Pettibone, 
Pound, 
Prescott, 
Ranney, 
Ray, 
Reed, 
Rice, John B. 
Rice, Theron l\1. 
Rich, 
Richardson, D.P. 
Ritchie, 
Robeson, 
Robinson, Geo. D. 
Robinson, Ja.s. S. 
Ryan, 
Shallenberger, 

Sherwin, 
Shultz, 
Smalls, 
Smith, A. Herr 
S~th, DietJ;ich C. 
Smith, J. Hyn.tt 
Spaulding, 
Spooner, 
Steele, 
Stone, 
Strait, 
Taylor, Ezra B. 
Taylor, Joseph D. 
Thomas, 
Townsend, Amos 
Tyler, 
Valentine, 
VanAernam, 
VanHorn, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wait, 
·ward. 
'Vashburn, 
Watson, 
Webber, 
West, 
Wbite, 
Williams, C"'has. f:t. 
Willits, 
Wood, ·walter A. 

NAYS-110. 
Aiken, 
Armfield, 
Atherton, 
AtkiDH, 
Barbour, 
Beach, 
Belmont, 
Bcltzhoover, 
Berry, 
Blackburn, 
~h:chard, 
Blo~t, 
Bragg, 
Buchanan, 
Buckner, 

Caldwell, 
CamP,, 
Cass1dy, 
Chapman, 
Clardy, 
Clark, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Colerick, 
Converse, 
Cook, 
Covington, 
Cox, Ramuel S. 
Cox, William R. 
Cravens, 
Culberson, 

Curtin, _ Ha.rd_y, 
Davidson, HarriS, Henry S. 
Davis, Lowndell H. Hatch, 
Dowd, Herbert, 
Dunn, Hewitt, G. W. 
Ellis, Hoblitzell, 
Ermentrout, Hoge, 
l!.'vins, Holman, 
Flower, Hutchins, 
Forney, Jones, James K. 
Fulkerson, Kenna, 
Garrison, King, 
Geddes, Knott, 
Gunter, Ladd, 
Hammond, N.J. Leedom, 
Ilardenbergh, LeFevre, 

Manning, 
Martin, 
Matson, 
McCook, 
McKenzie, 
McMillin, 
:\!ills, 
Money, 
Morrison, 
l\Iorse, 
Moulton, 
Muldrow, 

Murch, Singleton, Otho R. Upson, 
1\'Iutchler, Skinner, Vance, 
Randall, Sparks, Wadsworth, 
Reese, Speer, Walker, 
Richardson, J. S. Springer, 'Varner, 
Robertson, Stockslager, Wellborn, 
Rosecrans, Talbott, Wheeler, 
Ross, Thompson, P. B. Willis, 
Scales, Townshend, R. W. Wilson, 
Scoville, Tucker, Wise, Morgan R. 
Simonton, Turner, Henry G. 
Singleton, Jas. ,V. Turner, Oscar 

NOT VOTING-55. 
Black, Ford, McClure, 
Blo.nd, Frost, McKinley, 
Burrows,Jos. H. Gibson, McLane, Robt. M. 
Butterworth, Henderson, 1\Iorey, 
Cabell, Herndon, Mosgrove, 
Candler, Hewitt, AbramS. Neal, 
Carlisle, Hooker, Nolan, 
Caswell, House, Norcross, 
Cornell, Kasson, Oates, 
Crowley, Kelley, Page, 
Deuster. Ketcham, Parker, 
Dezendorf, Klotz, Phelps, 
Dibrell, Latham, Phister, 
Dugro, Marsh, Reagan, 

Rice, Wm. ,V. 
Robinson, ,~·m. E. 
Russell, 
Scranton, . 
Shelley, 
Thompson, 'Vm. G. 
Updegraff, 
Urner, 
Whitthorne, 
Williams, Thomas 
\Vise, George D. 
Wood, Benjamin 
Young. ' 

So the resolutions reported by the Committee on Elections were 
adopted. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I haTe inadvertently voted in the case, 
and of course voted according to my convictions of what is right. I 
regret very much that I feel myself necessitated on account of a pair 
which I made with the gentleman from ~Iassaehusetts [Mr. RussELL] 
to withdraw my >ote. 

The following pairs were announced: 
Mr. NEAL with l\1r. BLAND. 
~1r. KAssoN with l\Ir. HEWITT of New York. 
l-fr. MARSH with M:r. DmRELL. 
nil". MOREY with 1\Ir. NOLAN. 
Ur. RUSSELL with 1\Ir. HOOKER. 
Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. BLACK. 
~Ir. CORNELL with Mr. BUCKNER. 
:;\ir. RICE, of Massachusetts, with 1\Ir. WISE, of Virginia. 
Mr. KELLEY with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 
:Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, with Mr. ROBL'\SON, of New York. 
l\Ir. URNER with 1\fr. 1\fcLANE of 1\Iaryland. 
l\Ir. C.A..."\'TILER with l\1r. GIBSON. 
1\fr. CASWELL with Mr. OATES. 
Mr. HENDERSON with 11r. REAGAN. 
The result of the Tote wns announced aB above stated. 
Ur. CALKINS moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and a13o 

moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
l\Ir. CALKINS. I a.sk that 1\Ir. Sessinghaus be now sworn in. 
1\lr. GUSTAVUS SESSINGIIAUS presented himself at the Clerk's desk 

and was duly qualified by taking the ''test oath" prescribed by section 
1756 of the Revised Statutes. 

l\1ESSAGE FROM THE SEXATE. 
A mClSSage from the Senate, by .Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, an­

nounced tba.t the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon the amend­
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7482) making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes. 

E.J.~OLLED BILLS SIG~"'"ED. 
l\Ir. HARDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 

the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol­
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 1410) to amend the pension laws by increasing the 
pensions of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm or a leg in the 
service, and for other purposes; 

A bill ~H. R. 1443l granting a pension to Edgar B. Lamphier; 
A bill ll. R. 18()0 granting a peru!ion to Daniell\l. Morley; 
A bill H. R. 3743 granting a pension t.o Miss Amanda Stoke:; 
A bill !H. R. 5103) granting a pension to 1\ia.rgery NjghtengaJe; 
A bill H. R. G558) granting a pension to :Mrs. Susan Bayard; aud 
A bill H. R. 6923) granting a pension toUrs. Helen 1\I. Thayer. 

REPORT OF CO])Il\IISSIO~"'ER OF EDUCATION FOR 1881. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolution of the 
Senate; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by theSenat.e (the Ho-use of Re-presen.li.Ui'l"'es concun'ing), That of the report 
of the Commissioner of Education for 1881 there be printed 4,000 copies forth~ 
use of the Senate, 8,000 copies for the use of the House of Repre~;entatiYes, and 
20,000 copies for distribution by the Commissioner. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 
l\lr. CALKINS. I desire to give notice that as soon as the conference 

report on the legislati>e appropriation bill, which the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CA.l\-xON] is about to present, ~hall have been dispoo;ed of 
I intend to call up the contested-election case of Cook t·s. Cutts, frcru 
the State of Iowa. I ask members, if they wish these election cases 



3632 CONGRESS! ON AL RECORD-HOUSE. MARoH 2, 

ili.sposed of, to stay here and dispose of them to-night, as this will be 
'ibe last chance. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APP:ROPBIA.TIOS BILL. 

lir. CANNON. I rise to submit the report of the committee of con­
ference on the legislative appropriation bill, which I send to the desk. 

The report is as follows: 
The committee of conferen<'e on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 

the amendments of tbe Senate to the bill (II. R. 7482} making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial e.xpenses of the Govel'Dment for the 
fiHcal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes, having met, after full 
and free conference have agl'eed to recommend and do recommend to their re­
Rpective Houses as follows : 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 22, 23, 26, 'Zl, 28, 29,30, 
31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 44, 45, 46, 57, 58, 59, 72, 73, 87, ss, 94., 96, 97, 98, 
101, 102, 104, 106, 107, 109, 119, 128, L?9, 130, 131,132, 133, 134, 13.'), 136,137, 138, 139,140, 
1-H, 146, 150 and 152. 

That the House recede from its disngreement to the awendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 2. 3, 4,5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11. 12. 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, HI, ~0, 21, 47, 4R, 49, 50, 51, 
52, 53,:»,:>.'>, 56, 60, 61, u2. 631 64. 65, 66, 67, 70, 71, 7-t, iu, 76,77, 78, 79, so, 81, 82, 83, 84, 
85, 86. 99, 103, 108, 110, 112, 113, 116, 118, 120, 121, 123, 124, 1!!5, 141, 142, 143, and 144, 
nnd agree to the su.me. 

Amendment. numhered18: ThattlteHoUHe rece<lefrom itsdisagr~meutto the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 18J aJHl ngreeto the same v.rith amendments 
as-follows: At the end of the ameurlea paragraph insert the following; "For 
clerk to Committee on :Military Affairs for balance of current liRcal year, at the 
rate of$2,000 per annum, ~.o7;" and in lieu of the Rum stated in linclil10, 11, 
~~~~~~~ge 7 of the bill, insert the sum of "$364,694.1l7 ;" ami the Senate agree 

Amendment numbered 2-i: That the House recedefrow its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 24, and agree to the same with an amend­
~~h~ ~:~.ows: Strike out. "twelve" and insert "ten;" and the &!nate agree 

Amendment numbered 25: That the HoUHe recede from its diRagreement to 
the amendment of the ~nate numbered 25, and agree to the same with an 
amendmentas follows: Jn lieu of the sum proposed insert the sum of "$112,-
850; '' and U1e Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 42: That the HoURe recede from its disngreement to 
the amendment of the Scm1te numbered 42, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the word "sixty" and insert the word 
"fifty-five;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 43: That the House re{·ede from itR disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 43, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by !'laid amendment insert 
''$183,610;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 68: That the House re«"de from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 68, and agree to tlte same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to he stricken out by said 
amendment, insert "one clerk ofc1ass2, who Rhall be a stenographer;" and the 
~nate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 69: That the House recede from its dil'ligreement.to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 69, and agree to the same with an amend­
ment as follows: In lieu of the ~;um propolied by su.idawendment insert" $54.,-
100;" and the Senate agl'ee to the same." 

Amendment numbered 89: That theHoURerecedefrom its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 89, and agree to the same with an amenu­
ment ns follows: In lieu of the number proposed iDRert" thirty-three;" and the 
Senate agree to the Rame. 

Amendment numbered 90: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 90, and agree to the same with an amend­
ment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert "forty-six;" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 91: That the HoURe recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered9L, and agree to the same with an amend­
ment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed i.n.sert "fifty-seven;" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 9::! : Tb.a t ilie Rouse recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 92, and agree to tbe same with an amend­
ment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert" fifty-eight;" and the 
Senate agree to the Aame. 

Amendment numbered 93: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 93, and agree to the same with an amend­
ment as follows: In Ueu of the number proposed insert "forty-seven;'' and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 95: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 91), and agree to the same with an amend­
ment, as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert "$!17-
650;" and the Senate agree to tl1e same. ' 

Amendment numbered 100: That the House recede from itR disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 100, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
"$88,620 · " and the Senate agree to the same. · 

Amendment numbered 1ro: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 100, and agree to the srune with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of. the swn proposed by said amendment, insert 
"$537,2:30;" and the Senate agree to the RRme. 

Amendwentnumbere<llll: That the House recede from ltsdi'!B.greement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 111, and agree tothe same with an amend­
ment as follows: Before the word "dollars" insert the words •• five htmdred ·" 
and the Senate agree to the same. ' 

Amendment numbered 114: That the House recede from its dh!agreement to 
the amendment of the Senate-numhered 114, and agree to the same with amend­
ments as folJows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend­
ment in.~ert the following: 

"Chief of salary and allowance diviflion and chief of appointment divisio11 at 
$2,000 each; one;" and on page 70 of the bill, in line 25, strike ont ilie wbrd 
"clerks" where it first occurs in said line, and insert the word "clerk; " and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 115: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment ofthe Senate nnmbered 115, and agree to the same with an amend­
ment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed by said amendment iusert 
"sixteen;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 117: That the House recede from its disagreem nt to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 117, and agree to the same willl an 
amendment as follow:'!: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
"lUOO,OOO;" an•l the Senate agl'ee to the same. 

Amendment num!Jcr<~d 122: That the House recede from it.<~ disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 122, and agree to the same with an 
amendment a.<~ follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
"t23(),:;so;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

.Amendment numhered 126: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendme.nt oft he Sena~ nnm be red 126, and agree to the I!&IIle with amend-

menta as f?ll~ws :. In lieu o.f the number pro~Red insert ".four;" and on page 
72 of the b1Jl, m hne 24, strike out the word 'seven" and msert "eight·" and 
the Senate agree to the same. ' · 

Amendment numbered 127: Thttt the Honse recede from its disagl'eement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 127, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment in­
sert "~7.120;" and the Senate agl'eeto the same. 

Anendment numbered 147: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 147, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by su.id amendment insert· 
"$9,840;" and the Senate a~ee to the same. · 

Amendment numbered 148: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 148, and agree to the same with ·an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
'' $3,280 ;"and the Senate agree to the same. 

Ameudment numbered 14!l: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate nUlllbered 14!l, and agree to the same with an 
~:~~ent as followR: In lieu of the nmtter ~:~tricken out by said amendment 

"SEc. 2. That the Secretaries, reRpectivcly, of the DepartmE:nlsof State of the 
Treasury, War, Navy, and of the Int.erior, and the Attorney-General are~uthor­
ized t? !fiake requisitions upon the Postmastel;"-Goneral for the neces~ry amount 
of oflicml poRt~ge-stnmp;> for the use. of the1r Departments, not excee-ding the 
amount stated m the estrmates snbm1Ucd to Congress; and upon presentation 
of proper vouches therefor at the Treasnry the amount thereof shall be credited to 
the appropr~ation fort he service of the Post-Office Depnrtmentfo1·thesamc fiscal 
year. And 1t shall. be ~he dut.y ot the respective Departments to inclose to Sen­
a.tors, Uep!~sentabves, and Delegates in Congress, in all official communica­
tiOns reqUJrmg answel;"s, or to be forwnr~ed to others, penalty envelopes ad­
dresl:led as far as practiCable, for forwarding or answering su(;jh official corre­
spondence." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 151: That the Rouse recede from its disagreem nt t.o 

the amendment of the Sen~te numbered 151, and agree to the Ramo with an 
amendmel!t as follows: In heu of the matter proposed to be stricken out insert 
the followmg: · 
. "SEc. 4. That hereafter it shall be the duty of the heads of the several Execu­

tive Departments, in the interest oftl1c public service, to re~uire of all clerks and 
other employes of whatever graue or class, in 1.heir resvect1ve Departments not 
l<'ssthan sevenhoursoflaboreach day, except Sundays anddays declared j>Ub­
licholidays by law. or Executive order: P1·omrlerl, Thatthe headR oftheDepa11-
mentSf.!13.Y by spccml order, stating the reason, further extend or li.mit the hours 
of serVIce of any. cle!k or emplo~e in their Departments, rcsp_ectively, but iu 
case of an extensiOn 1t shall be w1thout additional compensation: and all ab­
sence from the Departments on the part of said clerks or employes in excc.'!s of 
such leav~ of absen.ce as may be granted hy the heads thereof, which Rhall not 
exceed thirty days m any one year, except in case of sickness shall be without 
pay." ' 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
J. G. CA.."&O~, 
FRANK HISCOCK, 

Managers on the part of the Hu1u<e. 
W. B. ALLISON, 
ll. I ... DAWES, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 

Managers em Ute part of the Senate. 

The statement accompanying the conference report waH read, a.s fol­
lows: 

The managers on the part of the Honse of the conference on the disagreeing 
V?tes oftJ;le two Hous.cs on t~e legislative, e~ecut.ive, and judicial appropriation 
bt11 subuut the followmg wntten statement m explanation of the conference re-
port: . 

The bill as agreed upon in conference appropriate'!$20,464,2%.22, being $R0,5f>fi.17 
greater than tl!l it pru;sed the House, $171>,033.33 less than as it passed the Senate 
and Sl15,110.68 ~ore than the appropriations for the current year, and ~'00tl,Gti3.8G 
less than the estimates for 1884. 

The principal items of increase made hy the Senate and agreed to by the Houst~ 
mnuagers of t.lle conference a.re as follows: 

Hollile of Representatives, i-!,G00.67; State Department $1,3!!0 · Re.,.i8tcr's Office 
Treasury, $13,500; Navy Department., $1,400; Se<':retary iuterio'r oftlce of $7 !)80? 
Att<;>rney-General, Int~r~or Department, ,$6,,350; General Land Office, $34:400; 
Indian Offiee, S:J,UOO; Civil Serv1ce CommiSSion (contingent), $ii,OOO; Post-Office 
Department, $8,340. · 

J. G. CANNON, 
:FRANK IDSCOCK, 

.Mamagers on the pal't of the Hou~e. 

~Ir. THO~IPSON, of-Kentucky. I wish to inquire of the gentle­
mH.n submitting this report what the conferees have done in reg:ud to 
the provision of the House reducing the number of intern.al-revenue 
collectors. 

Mr. CANNON. The bill as pnsse<.l by the House reduced the num­
ber of those collectors to eighty-two. Under the present law the•e are 
one hundred and twenty-six. The Senate struck out the provi"!ion 
making the reduction, and after a full and free conference the Senate 
conferees :x:efnsed to re~e. A l!lajoritj of the Honse conferees, if not 
all of thcm-1lD.d I .certainly thmk I speak for those who signed the 
report-becrune satisfied that the &lnate would not yield the point, 
ami we yielded. 

.Ur. TH0~1PSON, of Kentucky. Then I undel'St.'illd you give up 
that point altogether? • 

Mr. CANNON. CertnJnly, we give up the point. 
~fr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Then I hope tho llou e will -not 

agree to this report. 
:ur. CA.J..'{NON. It iF! but just, however, that I ~hould say for my 

colleagues anrl myse]fthat whatever our own convictions were about 
the matter(and I am frank to ~ay in my opinion the action of the House 
wa.s not wise), yet withontrefcrence to my imlividual opinioms I have 
done w bat I could, and so <.lid the other mcm bers of the conference com­
mittee, to carry out the wish of the House in this matter. 

~Ir. ATKINS. I have dccline(l to sign the conference repo~ the 
main reason being that indicated lly the gentleman from illinois [Mr. 
CANNON]-the fuct that the Senate struck out the provision adopted 
by the House reducing the number of internal-revenue collectors from 
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·one hundred and twenty-six to eighty-two. I did not feel that I could 
,-sign the report, because I would do violence to the feelings of the ml­
:nority side of the Hou8e, which I had the honor to rcpreRent on the con· 
:ference committee. For that reason I refused to sign the report. 

I may say that I voted for the amendment of the House, aml my judg­
ment is now the service would be better if we had reduced the number 
-to ei .... bty-two instead of letting them remain at one hundred and twenty­
:s:ix. ° For that reason and some other minor ones I filled to sign the 
.report. 

Mr. C.A.J.~.NON. I will yield now to the gentleman from New York 
(Ur. HISCOCK]. 

:Mr. HISCOCK. ~.[r. Speaker, I believe the Senate amendments in­
-cre..'l.Scd this bill in the neighborhood of.$2GO, 000. We com promisea on 
.an increase of ~80, 000; that is, we red need the increase by the Senate to 
that sum. And so far as the Tren.sury Department 1\'as· concerned, the 
-only basis of agreement which we could establish was that we would 
. appropriate with reference to the law for the current year. The increase 
·by the Senate was largely with reference to the Treasury Department. 
They insisted wcoughtnotto attack the lawoftbeprescntyear, and when 
the day of adjournment was so near at hand, and with tbeabso~uteneces­
.sity there must be time for the enrollment of this \ery long bill or there 
would be a failure to pa.."s it and therefore an extra ses."'ion imminent, 
while we supported the view of the House on this quP.Stion of collectors 
<>f internal revenue, we bclie,ed it was our duty to unite in this con­
ference rcportand concur with this amendment in view of the large re­
duction made in the amounts carried by the Senate amendments. An 
.extra session was altogether too threatening for us to hesitate on this 
.question. 

E..~ROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

Mr. SPAuLDING from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had cxamin~d and found truly enrolled a bill and joint resoln­
iJon of the following titles; when ~he Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 2156) for the relief of certain owners of the steamer 
.Jackson; anQ. 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 324) to pro>ide for the deficiencies in the 
:appropriations for salaries of officers, clerks, messengers, and others in 
the service of the House of Representati\es tor the fiscal year ending 
.June 30, 1883. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPllOPlliATIO~ BILL. 

Mr. CANNON. I now yield for five minutes to the gent.leman from 
Kentncl..7 [Mr. TnoJUPSON]. · 

11fr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Mr. Speak~, the House after due 
<Consideration of the subject of these interna.l-revenue collectors, com­
promised with the opponents ·or the measure, and instead of reducing 
the number as contemplated by the original amendment, they accepted 
..a compromise in the House fixing the number at eighty-two. Now, 
there does not seem to be any reason given why the Senate docs not 
·Wt;l.Cur with us. The number of collectors is evidently too large, and 
I do not think the rejection of the conference report and the fact that the 
House insists upon its amendment will necessitateanextmsession. Ire­
member seven years ago, in 1876, when thenumberofinternal-revenue 
-collectors wns reduced by the House we had the same trouble then and 
the sam.e experience with the Senate we are undergoing now. The 
amendment was put on in the House, disagreed to by the Senate, and 
finally compromised and agreed to in the conference committee. Now, 
if the House means to stand by its action we can reject this conference 
report and ask for another conference. The Senate is bound to yield 
in this matter if we insist. And therefore I hope the House will insist 
and will reject this conference report, and insist on the Senate agreeing 
to our reasonable demands in the reduction of these internal-revenue 
-collectors. 

If I have any time lcfti I will yielll it to the gentleman from Penn-
.sy 1 vllll.ia [:l\1r. BAYNE]. 

Mr. WHITE. :M:r. Speaker, I desire to express my entire appro>al 
of what hn.s just been uttered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BAYNE] and my collea~ue from Kentucky [1\Ir. THmiPSo:s-]­
We have here, sir, a great political power of large proportions, and it 
is growing larger daily. Its bead is the Commissioner of Internal He>­
enue. We have in the last few months seen him taking a lively inter­
est in making United States Senators. 'Ve see in the United Statt's 
Senate to-da.y men, millionaires almost every one of them, who dictate 
to the President whom be shall appoint as collectors in their several 
States; and in terms they might also be said to dictate to the President, 
because they will not confirm one appointment unless be will make 
another appointment to suit this or that Senator. Tbe time has come 
if we are going to have any real practical cinl-serrice reform that we 
should begin the work of cutting down this army of useless internal­
revenue collectors who are bossed by the Commissioner of Internal 
Re\enue . 

:Mr. HOGE. ·will the gentleman yield to me for a question. If we 
reduce the revenues $40,000,000 should we not reduce also the collect­
ors of revenue in the &'lome proportion? 

J\.1r. WHITE. I have no objection to that. I t.bink tho great mis­
take of this Congress is that we ha\e not wiped out the entire internal­
revenue tax except upon whisky, and 1.<::dnced the number of collectors 
to one-half the present force. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. CANNON. A single word, :Mr. Speaker, before I ask the previ­

ous question upon this conference report. I know there is much con­
flict in the House about internal-revenue ta.xation. I know there is 
much feeling in some parts of the country about the propriety of col­
lecting the tax. I know further that t!:e House did express the wish 
that these collcctms should be reduced in number. I am not here to 
discuss the qu~tion as to whetberthe House was right or wrong. Gen­
tlemen will recollect my own views about the matter when it was un­
der discussion, and I need not stop to repeat those news at this time. 

There is one difficulty, however, about gentlemen havingthein..-ay in 
the House on everything in the shape of legislation. I am frank to &'ly 

that I agree and ask sympathy with the views of the House. I am a 
part and a parcel of it, n.nd want to enforce its views and wi1:1hes. But 
unfortunately, so far as having our own way is concerned in everything, 
the Constitution provides that there shall be a co-ordinate branch of · 
tl;l.e Legislature-the Senate. 

It may be that the fatllers when they made the Constitution made 
a great mistake in that; nevertheless we are living under th:..t Consti­
tution, and it is after all a fact that it requires the Senate to agree with 
the Rouse before you can legislate. We have under the law one hundred 
and twenty-six internal-revenue collectors. The House Sa.ys, ''Let ns 
cut them down." TheSenatesays, "We won'tagreetoitinany event." 
Now, then, it may be that it would be wise to send this report back and 
let the bill tail. I ha\e frequently beard talk of that kind here. · I h:lve 
heard gentlemen in the last four days "thundering in the index" about 
letting bills t~"\il, and yet I have seen them on the ye:rand-nay vote 
take the back track when they were brought face to face with the ques­
tion of letting it fail. I want to &'loy that under the law the President 
has the power to consolidate these districts in the event we should 
amend the internal-revenue law, and he has the power anyhow when 
the good of the public service requires it. 

Mr. BAYNE. But he will not do it. 
Mr. CANNON. The gentleman says he will not do it. If my friend 

from Pennsylvania was the Honse or Senate or the President, then things 
would be fixed about right. [Laughter.] I demand the previous ques­
tion upon the report. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report of the-

committee of conference. 
The question was taken, · 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Let us have a division. 
Mr. WHITE. I demand tellers. 
Mr. RANDALL. We had better have the yeas and nays. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yea .. <~ and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were-yeas 121, nayslll, not T~ 

ing 59; as follows: 
"YEA&-Lill. 

Mr. BAYNE. :Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will insist on this 
amendment. I think it is somewhat singular that the power of the 
House should be disregarded in this instance, and especially by the 
f3enate, when the Senate passes upon each one of these of;Iicers who may 
ue nominated by the President, and each one of tnem IS confirmed or 
rej ectcd Ly the Senate· and the Senate, therefore, becomes, to a cer­
tain extent, a part of tl~e appointing power. ~f_it were not, moreo>er, 
for the fact which may be added to that, ~at 1t 1s well known that:po-
tcnt influences arc exerted by Senators, Wlth r~ere~ce f? the appomt- Aldrich, ern 
mcnt of these officers as ·well as their confirmatiOn, It m1ght not be so Anderson. Cut Fe~. Godshalk, 

Grout, 
Guenther, 
Hull, 

Hubb~ 
Humphrey, 
Jucob.'l, indelicate on the part of the Senate to insist on this matter. But when Barr, Cutt..'l, 

we come to know, as we do know, that the House .id the .body which ~~s=~n, R~~~1George n.. 
'hn.s the right to originate ·revenue measures; that 1t has m that .con- Brewer, Dawes, 
nection to prescribe the mode by which that revenue ma.y be rru.sed; BrigW>, Deering, 
that · h · t f tb t Browne, De 1\Iotte, · . 1t. as in connection with · that tl.i.e greater mteres o e. wo llrumm, Dezewlorf, 
both~ m seeing tha.t the raising of that rcvonuc is ad equately provided BunowR, Julius c. Diugley, 
·for-m the fuce of all theso facts and in the face of the fhct of supreme Butterworth, Doxey, 
.1Wd .c~~ necessity t.bat these men are not necessary to the scrvi~e, g:!~~~s, g~~i~~~~· 
~ tlunk tt HI the duty of the Hou.':;;e to stand by the proposition whiCh Campbell, Em~tt. 
at adopted and to refuse to consent to this amendment. Cannon, Farwell, Chas. B. 

Mr. CANNON. I now yield fo.r two minutes to the gentJcmanfrom g~~e~l~er, Jh:j~;~! 1 • Sewell 8 · 
Kentucky [Mr. WHITE]. I Chace, ' Ford, 

XIV-228 

Hummond, John 
Hnnuer 
Ranis, llenj. W. 
Ha!-!t!ltine, 
Hazelt-on, 
HcilnUln, 
Heudt>rson, 
Hcphnru, 
Hill, 
Hi~k, 
Hilt, 
Horr, 
Honk, 
Hubbell, 

June!!. <~. vr. 
Jur~ensen, 
Joyt·e, 
KrL'I...;on, 
Ketcham, 
Lal'cy, 
Lewi:J, 
J,iutlsey, 
L<u-rl, 
Lyuch, 
:Mut<J;:ey. 
JHu..;ou, 
1\lc<:uid,. 
1\fcOook, 
McLeAn, Jas. K. 
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)filler, 
lloore, 
)Iorey, 
O'Neill 
rage, • 
Parker 
IJuul, ' 
J•eelle, 
Peiroo, 
Pound, 
Pre5CQtt, 
Ranney, 
Ray, 

Aiken, 
Armfield, 
Atherton, 
Atkins, 
Barbour, 
Bayne. 
Beach, 
Belford, 
Belmont, 
Beltzhoovcr, 
Derry, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Rliss, 
Blount, 
Bragg, 
Buchanan, 
Buckner, 
Caldwell, 
(.lassidy, 
Chapman, 
Clardy, 
Clnrk, 

' Clements, 
Cobb, 
Colerick, 
Converse, 
Cook, 

Tieerl, Spaulding, 
Rich, Spooner, 
J{ichnrdson, I>. 1'. ::ltA.•ele, 
Robeson, Stone, 
Robinson, C'.-co. D. Strnit, 
RobiHHOll, Ja!:!. ~. Taylor, Joscf)h D. 
]~yan, Thoma~:J, 
ScssinghaH!:!, Townsend, ,\mos 
Shnllcnher;;~r, Tyler, 
'hcrwin, lfpdet:rm.ff, 
Small:-!, Valentine, 
::lmith, Dietrich C. Vau Aernam, 
~mith , J. Hyatt Van Horn , 

KAY8-111. 
Co.x:, l;amucl S. 
Cox, William H.. 
Covingt{)u, 
Cr.1vens, 
Gulberson, 
Curtin, 
Dandson, 
Deuswr, 
Dowd, 
Dnnn, 
Elli!:!, 
Ermentrout, 
EvinB, 
Flower, 
Forney, 
Fulkerson, 
Garrison, 
Geddes, 
Gunter, 
Hammond, N.J. 
Hardcnbergh, 
Hardy, 
Harris, HenryS. 
Hatch, 
Herbert, 
llewitt, G. \Y. 
HoblitzcU, 
Hoge, 

Holmau, 
House, 
Hutchilli!, 
Jauwin, 
Jones, J:.tmcs K. 
Kenna, 
King, 
Klotz, 
Knott, 
Ladd, 
Leedom, 
!~funning, 
2\lartin, 
?llntson, 
McKenzie, 
Mc~Iillin, 
!llills, 
1\foney, 
Morr~u. 
:1\lorse, 
Moulton, 
Murch, 
Mutchler, 
Randall, 
Reese 
Rice, John B. 
Rice, Theron l\1. 
Richardson, J. :5. 

NO'l' VOTING-{)9. 

Bingham, Haskell, Neal, 
Bln.ck, Herndon, Nolan, 
Bland, Hewitt, AbramS. Norcross, 
Buck, Hooker, Oates, 
Burrows, Jofl.lJ. .Jones, I•binens Pacheco, 
Cabell, Kelley, Payson, 
Candler, Latham, Pettibone, 
Onrlisle, Le Fevrc, !'helps, 
Cornell, l\farAh, Phister, 
Crowley, :!\fcClure, r..eagan, 
Davis,wwndesl-I. !\fcKin.ley, . Hice, Wm. \V. 
Dibrell, McLane, Uobt.l\1. Robinl"'n, ·wm. E. 
Dugro, 1\liles, Russell, 
George, :!\Iosgrove, Scoville, 
Gibson, Muldrow, Scmnwn, 

Wait, 
\Vard, 
\\'ashburn, 
\Vatson, 
\Vebbcr, 
\Vest, 
\Villiums, (;.J.ms. G. 
Willits, 
\\'ood, Walter A. 
Young. 

Hitchie, 
H.obertson, 
Rosecrans, 
Hoss, 
Scales, 
Simonton, 
Singletou, Otho lt. 
Skinner 
Smith, A. Herr 
SparkH, 
Springer, 
StoC'k'1lager, 
Talbott, 
Thompson, P. D. 
Towut:~henu, U .. \\'. 
Tucker 
Turner: Henry G. 
Turner, O;;ca.r 
Upson, 
\Valket· 
\Varner', 
\Vellborn, 
Wheeler, 
White, 
Willis, 
\Vilson. 
\Vise, Morgan R. 

Shelley, 
Shultz, 
Singlcwn, Jas. \V. 
Speer, 
Taylor, Ezra B. 
Thompson, \\·m. G. 
Urner, 
VancP, 
Van Voorhis, 
\Vadsworth, 
Wbitthorne, 
'Villiams, Thomas 
\Vise, Geor~e D. 
\Vood, BeUJamin. 

So the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. JONES, ofNew Jersey, with Mr. VANCE. 
Mr. RIOllA.JlDSON, of New York, with ~ir. SCOVILLE. 
}fr. MILES with Mr. SnmLETON of Tilinois. 
Mr. MoREY with Mr. NOLA...~. 
1\Ir. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 

names be dispcnsctl >Vith. 
There was no objection. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 
Jrlr. CANNON moved to reconsider the vote by which the report of the 

committee of conference was agreed to; and ·also moved that the mo­
tion to reconsider be la.itl on the table. 

The latter motion '"a~ agreed to. 
XAYAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ROBESON. I rise to present a privileged report. I present the 
report of the committee of conference on the na>al appropriation bill. 

The report is as follows: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 

the amendments of llie Henate to the bill (H. R. 7314) "making appropriatiollS for 
the navnl service for the fiScal year ending June 30, 188!, and for other purposes," 
having met, after fnll and free eonfcrenoe have agreed w recommend and do 
recommend to their r~pective HouRes a.'! follows: 

Tlmt the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 3, 20, 30, 35, 42, and 
GB. 

That the House rcccdo from itR disagreement to the amendments of the Sen­
ate numbered 1, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 21, 22, 23, 2-t, 25, 29, 31, 
33, 34, 3G, 37, 31:!, 39, 40, .JI. 43, 45, 47, 4~. 49, 50, 51, 53t 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 00, 61, 62, 
63, 64, 6.3, 66, 67, 6!!, 'iO, ~1. 73, and 75, and agree to tne same. 

Amendment numbered 7: That the House recede from its dLc;agreement to the 
nmendmentofthe Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an amend­
ment :1.'1 follows: In lieu of the matter provosed to be stricken out by said 
ameildmentinsert the following: 

"Hereafter only one-half oft!le vacancies in the various grades in the staff corps 
of tlle Navy !4hall he tilled by promotion until such grades shall be reduced to 
the nnmberl:! fixefl for the Revcral gradeR of the staff corps of the Navy by the 
act of August 5, 1AA2, making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1!*>:!, und ft)r other purposes." 

And the Senate agree to the swne. · 
Amendment numbered 12: Thut the Hom;e reeede from its disagreement to 

the amendmentof the Senate num uered 12, and agree w the same with ~n amend­
ruent as follow!:!: lte>:~lore tLe matter proposed to be stricken out by satd amend­
ment. and at the end of the amended pa.ralp'Rph insert the following: 

"And prot'idedfw·ther, That nothing herem contAined shall be so construed as 
to give an)» n.dditionnl pay ~ any sut~ offi.cer during the time of biB se1-vice in 
-t.he volunteer army or navy." 

An :I the ~enate agree to the AAmc. 

Amendments numbered 26, 27, and 28: That-the House recede from its disagree­
ment to the amendments of the ScnA.te numbered 26,?:7 and 28, aml agreetoth~ 
Rame with arucudme.nt;; us followt:~: In lieu of the amenticd paragraph inRertth~ 
following: 

"For the purclm;;c and mannf:tctnre after full investigation and teRt in th~ 
United Htates under the direction of the Secretary of the Navy of torpedoes­
adapted to naval warfare, or of U1e right to manufacture the same, und for the 
11xlures and machinery neccs.-;ary for operating U1e Rame, $100,000: J>ro viU.ed, 
That no part of said money shall be expended for the purdw.;se or wauufactnre 
of any torpedo or of the right to manufacture the same until the samcshull huve 
been approved by the Secretary of the Xavy after a favorable report to be ruu.<ie 
to hin1 by a board of naval officers to be created by him to examine and te>:~tsaid 
WrpeuocM and inventions." 

And the Senate agree to tli\e same. 
.Amend1nent numbered 3~: That the IloU!:!C recccle from its (lhmg1·c~ment tn 

the amendment oft be Senate:> numbered :fJ, and agree to the .-;ame with au am cud~ 
ment --as follows: On page 12 of the bill, in line 12, after the worrl" doll an•." 
insert the words: "of which suru SM,OOO t:~hallbc irurucdintely available;" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 44: That the House reeede from its disagreement. to 
the amendment of the' Senate numbercd44, and agree to the same with an amend­
ment as follows: At the end of the amended paragraph insert the following: 

"But nothing herein contained shall prevent the repair or building of boilers 
for wooden ships.t the hulls of which can be fully repaired for 20 per cent. of the 
estimated cost ot a new ship of the same size'l.lnd material." 

And the Senate agree to the AA-me. 
Amendment nurnhered 46: That the House recede from it!:! disagreement to· 

the amendment of the Sc:>nate numbered 46, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the word" dollars," insert the following: 

•' The execution of no con tract shall be entered upon for the completion of the 
engines and machinery of either of these vessels until the terms thereof shall be 
approved by said board, who shall approve only contracts which may be w the 
best advantage of the Government, and fair and reasonable accordiug to the 
loweHt market price for similar work." 

And the Senate agree to the same. · 
Amendment numbered 52: That the IIonsc recede from its disagreement t<> 

the amendment of the Senate numbered 52, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: On page 18, strike out all after the word "report," in 
line 9, down to nnd including the woru ''under," in line 10 of tho bill; and in 
lieu thereof insert the following: 

"And in the event that~;tuch vessels or any of them shall be built by contractr 
such building shall be under." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numhered 72: That the House recede from its disagreement to the­

ame-ndment of the Senate numbered 72, and agree to the same with amendments. 
as follow~:~: Ou page 26, in line 12, before the word ''ranges," insert the word 
"and;" and in the same line strike out the words "and so forth;" and the Sen­
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered i4: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 74, and agree to the same with an amend­
me;nt as follows: On page 27, in line 2"2 of the bill, after the word "and," inser~ 
the word "he ; " and the Senate agree to the Ram e. 

GEO. :M. ROBESOK, 
J. H. KETCHAl\I, 

.afanagers on the part of the llouse. 
EUGENE HALE, 
JOHN A. LOGAN, 
H. G. DAVIS, 

Managers 011. the pa1·t of the Senate. 

The statement accompanying the report was read, as follows: 
The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 

votes of the two Houses on the naval appropriation bill submit the following 
'vritten ~tatement in explanation of the efl'ect of the report, if adopted: 

On amendments 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6: :Except some verbal changeR, leaves the first 
paragraph of the bill as it passed the House, dropping out the following: 

"Provided, That when vacancies occur herenfter tn the Paymaster's C01·ps there 
shall be no original appointments to fill such vacancies, but promotions mny be 
made according to existing regulation!'! from those remaining in said corps. 
Officers in the line shall be detailed to perform the duties of paymasters under the 
same rules and regulations as are now required of paymasters, but such officers 
shall not be entitled to increased compensation in consequence of performing 
such duties." 

On amendment 7: In lieu of the legislation in the bill in reference to examina­
tions for promotion and filling vacancies in the line and staff of the Navy, pro­
vides tlmt one-half of the vacancies in the staff corp!'! may be filled by promotion 
until said corps is reduced below the number fixed by law. 

On amendments 8, 9, 10, 11\ 12i and 13: Strikes out provision relative to promo-­
tions w the rank of rcar-admira and abolition of the g-rade of commodore, makes 
ROme verbal changes in the text of the bill, and proviucs for the care of Paul Ham­
ilton's grave. 

On amendments 14 to 21, inclu.-;ivc: Verbal changes arc malle to perfect text ot 
the bill. 

On amend;ments ~to 25: Provides for a board of 11ix officers to examine and 
report to Congress which of the navy-yards is best adapted for a Government 
fonndery, and makes verbal changes in text of the bill. 

On ameudmenl'!26~27, and 28: lulicuofthe paragraph in the bill inreft!rcnce 
to torpedoes inserts tnc following: 

"For the purchase nml manufacture, after full investigation and test, in the 
United States, under the direction of the Secretary of the Navy, of torpedoes 
adapted to naval warfare, an•l for the fixtw·cs and machinery necessary for 
operating the same, ... 100,000: Provided, That no part of said money shall be ex­
pended for the purchase or manufacture of any wrpedo until the same shnll 
have been approved by the Secretary of the Navy, after a favorable report w be . 
made to him by a board of naval officers to be created by him w examine and 
teHt said torpc~oes and inventions." 

On amcndm~nts 29 and 30: Provides $800,000 for Bureau of Equipment and 
Recruiting, u.nd restores the clause relative w life-saving dres!i. 

On amendment!:! 31 to 371 inclusive: Appropriates $:!6-l,~ for ma:intenanc~ .of 
yards and doeks, and maKes $64,000 of the sum immediately available; gtves 
~0,000 for contingent expenses and $24,000 for the civil establishment of the Bu­
reau of Yarcls aud Docks; appropriates $'25,000 for contingent expenses of the 
Bureau of :l\Iedicine an(l Surgery, and makes certain uccc~:~.-m.ry verbal correc­
tions in the text of the bill. 

On amendments 31:! to 41: Appropriates $1,100,000 for Bureau of C~mstruction 
and Repair, and limits repair!:! on wooden ships w 20 per cent. of estimated cost 
of new ships. 

On amendments 42 to 44: J~imits cost of repairs t{) engines and machinery to 20 
per cent. of estimated cost of new engines and machinery, except in wooden ves· 
sels, the bulls of which can be repaired for 20 per cent. of estimated cost of now 
ships of same character and size. 

On amendments45and 46: Is an increase of $550,000 W complete the engines and 
machinery of all the double-turreted monitors, to whicll. the House managers 
acceded with the pronso that the contracts for the same should IJe first approved 
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by the naval advisory board and should be found to be for the advantage of the 
Government and fuir and rcusono.ble according to the lowest market price for 
similn.r work. 

On amcndmeuts 47l 48, 4'J, 50, 51, and 52_: ~lakes certain m;cessary verbal cor­
rections in the textot the paragraph relative to the construct LOn of the new steel 
cruisers. and provirlcs tbn.t in the event they, or any of them, a.rc built by contraet, 
fiUch lmilding shall be under contracts witll tho lowest and best responsible bid-
ders. · 

. On n.mendmonts53,54, aud5:5: Provides for payment of civilian expert members 
of tile navu.l ad\>iSory board, and thu.t the appropriation for testing deflective tUl'­
rets bo immcdiu.tcly avail:l.ble. 

On amendments 56 to 72, inclusive: Make slight verbal and other unimportant 
changes iu tlle provisions relative to the Naval Academy and Marine Corps, 
whicll in the main decreaHe the appropriations for both. 

On amendments 73 to 75: Makci3 verbal changes in section 2 of the bill and 
drops out the thlrd and last section of the bill as it passed the House. 

The total of the. biii as agreed upon is $15,804,434.~3. being$1i063,9.37.43 greate_r 
than the appropnnhons for the current year and !$7,49-!,453.31 ess than the csb-

ma.t-e-fl. GEO. J\f. R6BESON, 
J. H. KETCHAM, 

.Managers on Ute part of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Ur. ROBESo:Y] 
moves that the House concur fu tbe conference report. 

The question was put on concurring in the report. 
Mr. HISCOCK and .Mr. HOLM.A....~ rose. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to be heard on this motion. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman rose too lat-e. 
Mr. HISCOCK. No, sir. • 
:Mr. HOLl\fAN. I hope the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. RoBE­

SON] will give an explanation. And I hope the House will not concur 
in this report, at least until an explanation is given. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask to be he:.trd on the motion. 
Mr. ATKINS. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. ATKINS. I desire to know who moved to concur in the con­

ference report? 
The SPEAKER. The conference report was submitted by the gentle­

man from New Jer:'ley [:Mr. RoBESON]. 
!fr. ATKINS. Diu the gentleman from New Jersey make any mo­

tion after the statement was read? 
The SPEAKE H. No, sir. . 
Ur. ROBESON. If I can be heard for a moment I wish to say, at 

the time the reading of the statement was concluded I was conversing 
with my friend from Tennessee [l\Ir. ATKINs]. Neither of us knew 
the Clerk had concluded the reading. I desire the vote shall not be 
taken until an explanation is made. 

The HPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey is entitled to the 
floor. 

lth. lWBESON. A large majority of the amendments in this con­
ference report are merely verbal. In some cases the Engrossing Clerk 
was not very accurote in ills spelling, and errors of that kind have been 
corre<:tcd. 

v.-·ith regard to the legllilation on the bill, the conferees on the part 
of the House receded from their disagreement to the Seru1te amendment 
strilting out our provision with regaru to commodores. The conferees 
on the part of the Senate receded from their proYision with regard to 
the promotions. And we pronded by an amendment that the engi­
neers and staff corps should have the sa.me rights of promotion that the 
line officers had. · 

With regard to the torpedo corps, ~1r. Speaker, we have provided that 
no torpeuo shall be purchased without full experiment and test in 
American waters. We have stricken out from the bill the name of 
Mr. Weeks, butwehave given him a chance tocompeteand~veatest; 
and if his to:rpcuo is found to be the best, he will get the provision the 
House made jor him. 

The important change with regard to this hill is this: That whereas 
we in the Hous0 provided for the completion of the engines and ma-­
chinery for one of the monitors, while the Sen:.tte thought we shoulu 
not be particular, as they said, and ~ele?t but .one,. in _favor perhaps of 
one special contracto.>r, and that parties m Californm, m Dcl:.tware, anu 
in Phil:.tdelphia had equal rights, we agreed to provide an auilition ot 
$550 000 to complete the engines anu machinery of ail of them. 

I ~ow yield such time as he may desire to the gentleman from Ten­
nessee my colleague on the committee of conferen~e [.Mr. ATKrrs]. 

.Mr.' A'fKINS. I desire only two or three minutes. 
I declined. to sign the conferen?e report, because I did not feel I w~s 

justificu in doino- so after the deC1ded vote of the House upon the mom­
tors. The en!ri~es and machinery of only one monitor were provided 
for, nncl $450,000 was appropriated [or that pu:rpo~e. This bill appro­
priates $1,000,000 to finish the engrnes anu maehmr.ry of three of the 
monitors. 

Mr. HOLJI.-IAN. Three? 
Mr. ATKL.~S. Yes, sir; three. It will take $350,000 or $3i5,~00, 

on an a>erage, to complete the engines and machinery for each ~om tor. 
I do not fcc~ at liberty, representing the mino~t~ side of th1s.Ho~se 
upon that bill, knowing as well as I did the op1mons of the nunonty 
u~n. thn:t s~bject, to sign this report. But for the fuct that this appro­
pnation IS 1~crease~ to $1,000,000 I should have signoo tl1e reP?~ so 
:far ns anyth:ngelse m the bill is concerned. But, sir, I was not willmg 
myself to S'lgll the report., nor did I feel I woul<l represent the wishes 

of the minority on this side of the House if I should do so. Consequently 
I withheld my sign.o'l.ture. 

I shall not argue the question. It is not necessary I should argue it. 
Mr. RANDALL. How will you vote? 
Mr. ATKINS. The question has been time and time again argued 

exhaustively in the House. It is for the House to decide now what it 
will do. So ii.u as I am concerned, I shall not vote for the conference 
report, for the reason I have assigned; and that is the increase of the 
appropria.tion to the amount of $1,000,000 for the completion of the 
engines and machinery of three of the monitors. 

Mr. ROBESON. I now yield to the gentleman from New York. 
How much time does he want? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Five minutes. 
Mr. ROBESON. I yield to the gentleman for five minutes. 
~~r. HISCOCK. I believe that so important a matter as the increase 

proposed of the appropriations in this bill of 5550,000 for the comple­
tion of the engines anu the machinery of the monitors is entitled to 
some little consideration from this House. 

Mter the fullest discusFJion of this question, when this subject was 
under consideration ill the House, it was resolved that we would give 
$450,000 for the completion of the engines and the machinery of one 
monitor. It was then asserted Qn the :floor that to some extent this 
work was experimental. It was :.tlso said here that a certain amount 
ought to be given for the maintenance of the Navy; but there was no 
need that this work should proceed in connection with the other. 

Now, the conference report comes in here seeking to start the work 
upon two, and I do not know but upon all the monitors, and tbe prop­
osition is to increase the appropriation for that purpose $550,000. I 
for one am opposed to it. I believe that this proposition has ne•m· hau 
the considerotion of the Committee on Appropriation.."i. It has only 
had such consiuemtion as could be giYen to it by two members of the 
conference committee; or I should say two members of the committee 
of conference on the part of the House have concurred in it. 

I do not complain of that, because it is usual upon questions of this 
kinu for the conferees to take the responsibility of deciding. But I do 
say that because of the reason that it has bad the considerntion of only 
three members of this House, and as it involves an expeniliture of 
$550,000, it should now receive a pas.~-ing moment's consideration from 
the entire House. 

I do not know but what upon this question we may be compelled to 
recede. I will sa.y that I do not believe there is any danger of the 
failure of this bill if we pause n, moment to con...:;ider this question. And 
I do not belie"'e there is any danger of tbe faHurc of this bill if we do 
not adopt this conference report. The subject will then go back to the 
Sen:.tte and there will be a furt.ber consulta.tion on it. 

Although the finances of the country are now in a good condition, I 
believe that upon this branch of the service the money which the House 
bill originally appropriated for expenditures for that purpose is all that 
is required, or at least all that should b0 given forthenext year. lam 
not entirely sure that all of that money can be expenueu during the 
next :fiscal year; I doubt very much if it can be. . 

But I repeat what I sa.id once before on this :floor, that I am opposed 
to makinq appropriations for any branch of the service 1.or fear that the 
party which will come into power in the next Congress may fail to 
give it. 

Mr. ROBESON. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [l\ir. HARRIS], the cbnirmanof the Committee on Na>al 
Affairs. 

Mr. H.AnRIS, ofMas3achusetts. I didnotintendatanytime during 
this session to participate in any contro>ersyaboutthe monitors. Rather 
than the monitors shall remain :my longer, as they are anu have heen, 
a stumbling block to the American Navy, I would be willing, if the 
Committee on Appropriations think they know all about it, to ha>e 
them bring in a bill providing that the monitors shall be taken out into 
mid-ocean and sunk out of sight forever. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is right. 
~Ir. HA.RRIS, of1'.lassachusctts. But when thegentleman from New 

York [ltfr. HISCOCK] rises here in his plaee and says that only three 
members of this House, an<l they members of the Committee on Appro­
priations, know anything about tha.t matter, I beg to differ with him . 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman will allow me to correct him. I 
said that only three members of this House, so far as I know, were 
consulted with reference to this increase of appropriations. 

Mr. H.A.RRIS, of Massachusetts. I beg to sa.y that the gentleman 
stated, as I understooo him, that only three members of this House 
had investi~ted~ this subject. 

Mr. ·HL'3u0Cl'-. Oh, no. 
~[r. H.AlUUS, of 1\fassachusett:>. I say that the Committee on Naval 

Affairs, though entitled to very little consideration here I know and 
feel, undcrstantl thi<i suhject quite as well as does the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

1\Ir. HAZELTON. And a great deal better. 
Mr. H_illRIS, of Massachusetts. In regard to thes0 monitors, there 

has been a grea-t deal of odium cust upon -them, and in consequence of 
that odium they ha>e been heretofore an obstruction to the progress of 
the American Navy. But. I stand here and say that I belie>e that no 
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better vessels were ever con..o;;tmcted in the world. They are perfect in I 
-workmanship; they have cost a. vast sum of money, a.nd they ought to 
be completed or entirely removed from sight ; and I do not care person­
ally which way you put it. 

Ur. HISCOCK. Does the gentleman think it a matter of nny con­
sequence? 

Mr. I·IARRIS, of Massachusetts. Yes, I do; for we have now no 
coastdefense. \Ve have fourteen little, weak, single-turreted monitors, 
mounted with fifteen-inch smooth-bore guns, hardly worthy the name 
of coast defenders. These mom tors when finished mn.y be found to ue 
among the very first ships in the world. And yet during eight or ten 
,Years this Congres.3 has been haggling over the question whether they 
should be finished or not. This report of the committee of conference 
proposes an approprbtion of a million of dollars, and no more, for their 
engines and machinery. Do we need the vessels? Onght we as ana­
tion to be prepared for our own defense? There is not a gnn mounted 
in the American Navy worthy the name of a gun, and no ships to 
carry guns, even if we had them. 

Yet when we come here after so long a consideration of the subject 
of these mom tors, after having finished one and put it a.iloa.t and found 
that she was no experiment, after we have launched the Puritan and 
found that she is a better vessel than she was thot;~.ght to be, that she 
floats higher out of t.he water than was expected, that she floats more 
armor than she was designed to carry, it seems to me to be too late for 
any gentleman to feel called ,upon to get up here and defend these ves­
sels simply because popular clamor has ass:liled them heretofore. 

Mr. Speaker, I have suffered personally in my relations to the Naval 
Committee on account of these vessels; I have no personal love for them; 
but if it were the last act of my official life I would declare that in my 
opinion they are worthy to be finished in the best possible-manner, and 
they ought to be finished as soon as possible. 

1\fr. IWBE30N. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that the House com­
mittee provided for the sum which was thought to be necessary tor fin­
ishing the engines and machinery of the Puritan. When that pro­
vision went to the Senate Senators on both sides of the Chamber said, 
"Tha.tis not right; you must treat all these men in the same way; it is 
not right at this time, with an overflowing treasury, that you should 
single out a particular ship and appropriate apparently in the interest 
of a particu.lar contractor. California and the Pacific Coast need a 
monitor; the gentlemen in Philadelphia and the gentlemt:n from Wil­
minbrton have had these ships on their hands as long as other people." 
No less than six boards h:tve reported that the.v were aU right; no 
member of any one of the hoards ha.s ever reported or &'lhl that the 
engines and machinery of any of them were not right. 

Criticisms have been made by some one or two members 0f some of 
the boards as to whethoc these monitors would float, whether they were 
to be efficient; but every board and every expert that ha3 exaru.inetlany 
of them has &'lid that the engines and machinery were perfe~t in work­

"manship, of good material, would accomplish the purposes tOr which 
they were designed, and that the prices were moderate. Tbe Senate 
b~lieved, and they insisted for two days, that this was the right thing 
to do. This amendment was put on in the Senate by the nni.ted votes 
of Democrats and Republicans, Senators from Delaware, from Qili.fornia, 
from Indiana, and other Democratic Senators voting for it. It was car­
ried in the Senate two to one. Now, if we are to fiillsh these monitors 
at all, let us be fair to everybody. I am willing to do it. I have for 
myself no personal feeling or pride about it in any manner. I have 
passed--

Mr. HOL.l\IAN. I wish to ask the gentleman a question f()r the:pnr­
pose of avoiding a misapprehension. 

.Mr. R0BESON. Certainly. 
~Mr. HOLMAN. Does not the amendment as reported by the con­

ference committee strike out the word "completing" as appacable to 
one of the moilltors and provide for the construction of the engines 
and machinery of all the momtors, adding a million dol1'1JS for that 
purpose? . 

Mr. ROBESON. I do not underst..1.nd that the word "completin~" 
is struck out· possibly it may be, but there wa.s no intention. of domg 
tha.t. We m~y as well be frank about tlilil matter; there is D.(} dispute 
about it· this provision is intended to finish the engines and machinery 
of all the monitors. It adds $550,000 out of an overflowing Treasury 
to complete the engines and machineryofthesevesselsw~ich.~e neces­
sary for our defense and power on both co~ts-work which Will take. a 
year to do which unless we commence 1t now, may not be done m 
time of n~ed· wh~eas the more e.x:pell$ive but fur more expeditious 
part of the \;ork, the putting on of the a~or, call: ~e done in shty 
days. That is not attempted at all under this prons1o~. . 

:Mr. PAGE. I wish to ru:k the gentlemen whether, if t~s amend­
ment be adopted, it will complete the Monaduock on the ~a.c1fi.c coast? 

l\Ir. ROBESON. Yes, sir. That is includerl in tho est1mate. 
l\1r. ATKINS. May I can the attention of the gentlemuu from New 

J crsey to t.he report of Commorlore Shufcldt and the other officers of the 
nn.val board who made the estimate of the cost of the engineR and ma­
chinery of these-monitors?· The uoard fixes the amountt ior iru;tance, ior 
thA Aruphitrjte-- · 

Mr. ROBESON. The whole amount estimated is $1,110,000. 

Mr. ATKINS. That is true. 
Mr. ROBESON. That is the whole amount. The Senate conferees 

said, "If this is not enough, · we have given $1,000,000 for the construc­
tion fund; let the Secretary of the Navy take the money out of that 
fund and finish the work.'' 

Ur. HOLl\1AN. This is not an appropria.tion for the completion of 
any one, but is to continue the work on all. 
· 1\Ir. ROBESON. It is for completing such of them as the advisory 
board may recommend to be completed. The House conferees insisted 
upon the insertion of a provision that the execution of no contract for 
these engines and machinery should be entered into except--

l\1r. ATKINS. The gentleman will allow me to say I believe there 
is no law that allows tho taking of any part of the constru£tion fund 
and applying it to these engines and machinery. · 

Mr. HOBESON. I think the Secretary of the Navy would have per­
fect liuerty to usc tba.t fund for this purpose. 

Mr. ATKINS. I should think not. Itwonld be clearly a'rlolation 
ofthe law. 

l\Ir. ROBESON. That may be. He would enly finish such as the 
advisory board might recommrnd. We have provided that the execu­
tion of none of these contracts shall be entere<X upon unless the ooval 
ad\isory board find that they a.re fair and reasonable for the Govern­
ment and at the lowest market price for similar VJork, the ol~jer.t being 
to prevent any combination on the part of a few ship-builders of the 
country to put np the price on the Government. No provision could 
be more carefully guarded. No appropriation is- more neederl. 1f it 
should turn out that these engines-and machinery should not ue needed 
for these monitors they will be suitable for any ship that we may haYe 
of that size. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to say to the gentleman that I advised with 
the Secretary of the Navy on that subject and he tdd me this machm ... 
ery and these vessels would be constructed-! can trot tell how, but f.8r 
vessels of this size there would be· the concentration in the space in. 
which they could be used. 

Mr. ROBESON. All naval engines and machinery are concentratar 
in space. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have the au.tbority of the Secretary of the Navy. 
l\1r. ROBESON. I consulted the· Secretary of the Navy, too. I 

know he knew it exactly. These ~ngines and this mae4inery, the more· 
concentrated they are the better. The less room t~y take, the more 
concentrated and compact they are to ·develop powerr so much the bet­
ter. Then they a.re superior to others, and they wi1l fit any ship and 
can be used in amy ship of the same· size. I know all about that thor­
oughly. This is just the sum that this House voted.' last year for thes~ 
thizrbrs, $1,000;000; and then the Senate said "No; we will not vote it 
now. We will send it to the advisory board to examine ancl wait until 
they report." And when the thing came back into the House I, o:u. 
consultn.tion with the Appropriations Committee, its cbainnan, and al'l 
its members, agreed to that~ and I said in my place·()D the floor I did 
not care anything about it; it might be submitted ron thousand boards. 
if necessary; but when that report came in approvi.:tg of them, I woul.i. 
stamJ by it. It has come in appro-.·'ing them unqualiiiedly, pronouno­
ing them the best ships of their kind in the world~ pronouncing thes8 
engines perfect and available for all naval purposes.. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question. 
:Ur. HISCOCK. I ask the gen·blemaB to yield to-me for one moment. 
:Ur. ROBESON. I yield to the gentleman from. New York. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Tb.e gentlemnn's remarks to. the committee this. 

evening. convey to me the first iatimation I have ever bad this appro­
priates any money to build the engines and machinery of any one ship. 
I did underst..'tnd we appropriated money to build a ship, but I did not 
understand there was anything:. in the bill which: designated any ooe. 

:Mr. ROBESON. There is nothing in the bill,. and I did not say so .. 
I eaid, that was the c1'1im of the-Senate. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I see no reason why that sltould be made, 
Mr. ROBE30N. I said it was made and that is all. I now de-

mand· the pra-vious question. 
The previ()US. question was. 0rd(>red. 
The question recurred o.n, the adoption ofthe report. 
The House divided; and there were-ayes 75, noes 54. 
Mr. HISCOCK demanded tellers. 
Tellers were refused. 
Mr. HISCOCK. No.qu0rnm bas voted.. ' 
Mr. HOLMAN. 1 demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nass were ordered. 
The question was. taken; and it was decided in the a.fli.rmative-ycas 

103, nays 9l, not 'YOting 97; ns follows: 

Aiken, 
Anderson, 
llarr, 
nelford, 
Hingham, 
Bisbee, 
Bowman, 
nrewcr, 
Briggs, 
Brum.m, 

YEA.S-100. 
Burrows, .T ull usC, 
Butterworth, 
Calkins, 
Cumphell, 
Caswell, 
Crowley, 
Durmll, 
Dawes, 
Deering, 
De Motte, 

Dezendorf, 
Duunell, 
Ellis, 
Bn·ctt, . 
Evius, 
Farwell, Cbas. B. 
Jl'il'her, 
Gnrrliion, 
Geot·ge; 
Godsl:u!.lk., 

Grout, 
Guenther, 
Hnll, 
Hammond, John 
l-Iurmcr, 
Hurrh;, Benj. W. 
Hu.."lkcll, 
Ha?-elton, · 
Heudel"HOn, 
Hepburn, 
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Hill, 
Hitt, 
Horr, 
Houk, 
Hubbell, . 
Hubbs, 
Humphrey, 
Jacobs, 
:Jadwin, 
Jorgen~:~en, 
:Joyce, · 
Kasson, 
Ketcham, 
Lacey, 
Lewis, 
Lindsey, 

Arullield, 
.Atherton, 
Atkins, 
Barbour, 
Beach, 
Belmont, 
Beltzboover, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Bragg, 
Buchanan, 
Buck 
Cald~ell, 
Carpenter, 
Cassidy, 
Chapman, 
Clark, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Col erick, 
Cook, 
Covington, 
Oox, SamuelS. 

Lord Rich, 
Lynch, Richardson, :J. 8. 
1\Ia.ckey, Ritchie, 
McLean, :Jas. H. Robeson, 
Miller, Robinson, Geo. D. 
Moore, Robinson, :Jas. 8. 
l\Iorex1 Ryan, 
O'Neill, Sessin~haus, 
Page, Sherwin, 
Paul, Shultz, 
Peirce, Smalls, 
Pound, Spaulding, 
Prescott, Speer, 
Ranney, Spooner, 
Ray, Steele, 
Rice, :John B. Strait. 

NAY8-()1. 
Cox, William R. :Jones, :James K. 
Cra\"ens, Kenna, 
Culberson, Klotz, 
Davis,GeorgeR. Knott, 
Davis, Lowndes H. Ladd, 
Dowd, La.tham, 
Dunn, Leedom, 
Dwight, Le Fevre, 
:Farwell, Sewell S. Manning, 
:Flower, :Matson, 
Gunter, McCook, 
Hammond, N. :J. .1\Icl\Iillin, 
Hardenbergh, l\Iills, 
Hardy, 1\lorse, 
Harris, HenryS. Muldrow, 
Hatch, Mutchler, 
Herbert, Parker, 
Hiscock, Peelle, 
Hoblitzell, Randall, 
Hohnan, Reese, 
House1 Rice, Theron M. 
Hutchms, ltobertson, 
:Jones, Geo. W. Ross, 

NOT VOTING-!>7. 
Aldrich, Dibrell, McKenzie, 
Bayne, Dingley, 1\lcKinley, 
Berry, Doxey, J\lcLane, Robt. !1. 
Black, Dugro, 1\Iiles, 
Bland, X.'rmentrout, Money, 
Blis.'!, Ford, :\lorrison, 
B~ount, Forney, llosgrove, 
Browne, Fulkerson, Moulton, 
Buckner, Geddes, 1\iurch, 
Burrows,:Jos. II. Gibson, Nea.l, 
Cabell, Haseltine, Nolan, 
Camp, Heilman, Norcros.<>, 
Candler, Herndon, Oates, 
Cannon, Hewitt, Abmm S. Pacheco, 
Carlisle, Hewitt, G. ,V, Payson, 
Chace, Hoge, Pettibone, 
Clardy, Hooker, Phelps, 
Converse, :Jones,l•hinens . Phlster, 
Cornell, Kelley, Reagan, 
Crapo, King, Heed, 
(-'ullen, .Marsh, Rice, \Vm. W. 

• CI.Cu1trtstin, l\Iartiu, Richardson, D.P. 
't 1\Iuson, Robinson, \Vm. E. 

Daviason, 1\IcClnre, Rosecrans, 
Deuster, 1\IcCoid, Russell, 

Taylor, :Jos. D. 
Thomas, 
Valentine, 
Van Aerna.m, 
Van Horn, 
Wait, 
\Valker, 
·ward, 
\Vashburn, 
Watson, 
West, 
White, 
\Vilson, 
Wood, \\"alter A. 
Young. 

Scales, 
ShaHen berger, 
Simonton, 
Singleton, Otho R. 
Skinner 
Smith, J. Hyatt 
Sparks, 
Springer, 
Stockslubrer, 
Stone, 
Talbott, 
Thompson, P. B. 
Townshend, R. \V. 
Turner, Henry G. 
Turner, Oscar 
·wadswo1·th, 
Warner, 
·wellborn, 
Wheeler, 
\Vhitthorne, 
Willits, 
Wise, Morgl\n R. 

Scoville, 
Scranton, 
Shelley, 
Singleton, :J. W. 
Smith, A. Herr 
Smith, Dietrich C. 
Taylor, Ezra B. 
Thompson, Wm. G. 
Townsend, Amos 
Tucker, 
Tyler, 
Updegra1T, 
Upson, 
Urner, 
Vance, 
Van Voorhis, 
·webber, 
Williams,Chas.G. 
'Villiamg, Thomas 
Willits 
Wise~ George D. 
Wooa, Benjamin. 

So the report of the committee of c.onferonoo was a~ t.o. 
The following aduitional pairs were announced: 
:M:r. CRAPO with Mr. DAVIDSON. 
1\Ir. DINGLEY with Mr. ER!\IENTROUT. 
:Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, with IIIr. DEUSTER. 
1\Ir. KELLEY with .M:r. HEWITT of Alabama. 
Mr. MASON with Mr. FORNEY. 
:Mr. CANNO:N' with Ur. }.IoULTOX. 
ltir. Bcrmows, of .Missouri, with Ur. BERRY. 
1\lr. ALDRICli with M:r. UPSON. 
Mr. WAIT with Ur. COVINGTON. 
1\-Ir. S:uiTH, of Illinois, with Mr. HEAGAN. 
On motion of Mr. HISCOCK, by unanimous consent, the reading of 

the names was dispensed with. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
1\Ir. ROBESON moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer­

ence report wn.s agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be bid on the table: 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
SOLDIERS' IIOME, W ASIIINGTON, DISTRICT OF COLU!riDI.A. 

1\Ir. HENDERSON. I rise, Mr. Speaker, to submit a conference re­
port on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 
the Honse to the Senate bill No. 1821, prescribing regulations for the 
Soldiers' Home located at Washington, in the DiRtrict of Columbia, 
and tor other p~oseR. 

The SPEAKER The statement aecompanying the report will be 
read. 

The statement was read. It isns follows: 
The managers on the part of the House of the conference upon the disagr~ 

ing votes of the two Houses upon Senate bill 1821_ prescribing regulations for 
th~ Soldiers' Home, located at Washington, in the uistrict of Columbia, and f9r 
~ ert pfurposes, submit the following written statement in explanation of the 
.,.uee of the report if adopted: 

Tbe conf'erees recommend that the IIouse recede from its amendments num­
be:e<;tl, 2, 3) 4, 5, 6, 7, and 10, the effect of which is to retain the board of oom­
ml8Sloners m the management of the home. 

.Also, that the Senate recede from its disagreementtoa.m.endment num}?ered 9, 

the effect of which will be to allow 3 per cent. imrtea<l of 4 per cent. to be paid 
upon funds of the home deposited in the Treasury. 

Also, that ihe Senate recede from itsdi;;agreement to amendment numbered 8, 
with an amendment the effect of which would bf\ to require all of the officers oC 
the home to be selected by the President of tlle United States. ' 

Also, from its di.'!agreement to amendment numbered 11, with an amendment 
the effect of which is to provide that the board of co~ioners shall consist ot 
the General-in-Chief, commanding the Army, the Surgeon-General, the Com­
missary-General, the Adjutant-General, the Quartermaster-General, the :Judge­
Advocate-General, and the governor of the home. · i 

Also, that the House recede from its amendment numbercdJ2, with an amend­
ment, the effect of which will be to extend the appropriation to the adjustment 
of all accounts in the Treasury Department belonging~to the home. 

Tbe managers also ac:rree to section 2 with amendment, the effect of which is to 
require the Inspector-General of the A.rmy to Il:Ulke the inspection of the home 
provided for by law in person. 

THOS. J. HE~'"DERSON. 
.\NSON G. McCOOK. 
EDW. S. BRAGG. 

The report is as follows: 
The committee of conference on the di~reeing v-otes of the two Houses on the 

amendments of the Bouse to the bill (8. 18~1) entitled "An a<~t prescribing regu· 
lations for the Soldiers' Home, located at Washington, in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes," having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to tb,eir respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendments numbered 1,2,3, 4,5,6,7, anu 10. 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to amendment nwnbered 9. 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to amendment nurubered8 with 

an amendment as follows: 
"SEC. 7. That the'governorandallotherofficersofthehomeshallbeselected by 

the President of the United States, and the treasurer of the home shall be re­
quired to give a bond in the penal sum off,!O,OOO for the faithful perfonhnnce of 
hisduty." · 

Taat the Senate recede from its disagreement to House amendment numbered 
11

1• s!.~ f~ ;~:r~b~~~~ !~~=issioners oftheSoldiers' Home E-hall hereafter 
consist of the General-in-Chief commanding the Army, the Surgeon-General, 
the Commissa.ry-General, the Adjutant-General, the Quartermaster-Generalithe 
.Judge-Advocate-General, and the Governor of the Home; and the Genera -in­
Chief shall be president of the board, and any four of them shall const-itute a. 
quorum for the transaction ofbusint"ss." 

That the House recede from its amendment numl.Jcred 12, with an amen<lment 
as follows: 

"8Ec.12. That the sum of$10,000 is hereby appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated to be expended by the Secretary of the. 
Treasury in the employment of additional clerical force to l.Je used in adjusting 
the accounts in the Treasury Department of t-hose fuuds which llnder the law 
belong to the Soldiers' Home." 1 

That the House agree to section 2 with an amendment. · 
"SEc. 2. That the Inspector-General of ilie Army shall in person once in each 

year further inspect the home, its recor<hl, accounts, management, discipline, 
and sanitary condition, abd ~<hall report thereon in writing, together with such 
suggeRtions ll.'! he desires to make." 

And agree to the same. 
THOl\IAS :J. HB!>.JJERSO~, 
ANSON G. l\IcCOOK, 
EDW AnD 8. BRAGG, 

Managers on the part of the Hou..~e. 
:JOHN A. LOGAN, 
W. :J. SE\VELL, 
wADE HAMPTON I 

Jianagers on the part of the scn;ue. 
Mr. HENDEP~ON. 

tee of conference. 
I.. move to concur in the report of the commit-

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. HENDERSON moved tq reconsider the vote by which thecon­

ference report was concurred in; and also moved that the motjon to 
reconsider be laiU. on the table. 

The latt.er motion was agreed to. 
A.lUIY APrROI'lllATlO~ DILL. 

Mr. BUTTEH.WOH.TH. I . submit the report of the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the Army 
appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER The statement will be rC'.a.d. 
It is as follows: 

The managers on the part of the House on the di.'lfl.::;reeing v-otes of the two 
Houses on the Army appropriation bill submit the following written statement 
in explanation of the confflrence report: · 

As agreed in co?f~rencetbe bill approprisl.tes ~-1.681,3'50, bcing~,731,1Q.!.10less 
than the approprxatlons for the cu~nt yt!fir and :1:8,694,243.44 less than the esti­
mates fori~ 

REN.J. BUTTERWORTH, 
.J. C. BUTIROWS, 
E. :JNO. ELLIS, 

Jfanugers 011. the part of lhe House. 

Mr. HOL~LL'l. I hope toa.t there will be some ~:~tatement of this 
matter. That report furnishes no jnforma..tion. 

l\Ir. BRAGG. I make the point of order agJ.inst that report that it 
does not conform to the rules ofthe}Iousc. Undortherulesthereport 
should refer to each amendment and indicate the result of its adoption 
or rejection. Now, I know that in the action of the Senate there were 
a large number of amendments where legislation con<:erning the Army 
has been stricken out; and there js I_JO allusion in the conference report 
to these facts. 

l\fr. BUTTERWORTH. I have in my hand a written report at 
length in regard to this nmtter. 

The SPEAKER The Chair directed the Clerk to read the accom­
panying statement, as hi the custom. The report refers to the different 
numbers of the amendments . 

Mr. BR.A.GG. I would like to inquire of the Speaker jf the plooe 
for that report is in the pocket of a member of the committee on con­
ference instead of being sulimitted ro the House? 
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Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The report whidt I hold in my hantls con­
tains all of the items on which there was a difrerence of the two Houses. 

Tho SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report if the gentleman 
desires it.. The statement of the gentleman contains an intimation that 
is not true. · 

1\ir. BRAGG. I desire to say ihat that report has come from a mem­
ber ofthe committee since the point of order was made; and when the 
Speaker says it i<; not true he is mistaken. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio submitted the report 
in the first instance. 

Mr. BRAGG. I have seen jn.'lt this moment the gentleman from 
Ohio pass the report over t~ the Clerk's desk. 

Mr. BUTTER\VORTH. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. I went 
to the desk and got tho report myself, when I found the Speaker had 
not directed it to be read, with the intention of explaining, iJ necessary, 
all of these points of difterence. The gentleman is entirely in error. 

1\.lr. BRAGG. No, sir; I am not. The report belongs there at the 
desk, and not in the pocket of a memher. 

The SPEAKER. This is taking the usual course in every respect. 
111r. BRAGG. Certainlythisistakingtheusualcourseto-night, when 

fifty are counted for no more than ten. I asked to have the report read 
and another paper was read in lieu of the report. 

M:r. BUTTERWOUTH. It was not rca.d in lieu of the report. 
The SPEAKER. Thisisnot·in order. The statement accompanying 

the report has just been read. 
Mr. llOLl\IAN. AB I understaml, the report of the conference com­

mittee has not yet been read. 
Mr. BRAGG. Let the conference report be read. 
The SPEAKER The report of the c>ommittee of conference will 

be read.. 
The Clerk rcutl as follows: 

The committee of conference on the dis•l~rceing \·otes of the two Hou es on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 'i07'l) "making appropriations for 
the support of the Army for the fi.<~cal year ending June 30, 188!, and for otller 
purposes," having met, after full and free conft:rencc. ha vc agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 7, 9, 18, 2i, 30, 31, 
and 36. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to tllo amen•lments of the Senate 
numbered 2, 6, 8, 10, 12, 13, 19, 21, 2:!, 2a, 24, ~6, 28, 29, 3:!, :3:3, 3!, 35, and 3S; and agrt!e 
to the same. 

Amendment numbere<l1: That tbe House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Scnt\te numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amend­
ment as follows: In lieu of Ute sum proposed, insert" ~1,730;" and the Senate 
agree to the sa rue. 

Amendment number 4: That tho Hon,-.e recede from it>~ disugTcentent to tho 
amendment of the Senate numbered 4, ancl agree to the !itatne with an amend­
ment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed by said amcntlluent, insert 
"thirty;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 5: That the Hom:;e rec:ede from itR clh:mgrccment to tho 
amendment of tile Senate numbered 5, awl agree to the same with au amcud­
mentasfollows: After the word ''line" in saW amendment, insert the following: 
"And no more than tllirtyaid::Hle-camp shall be paid as such in adclition to their 
regular pay in the line;" and the !::lenate ~YJ.·ee to the same. 

Amendment n11mbered 11: That the Honse recede from its dir~agrceJncnt to 
theamendmcntoftbeSenate numhcrc1lll, a111l agree to the~amewith annmond­
mentas follows: In lieu ofthe num h6r proposed by sai1l umeudment, insert" sev­
enty-live;" and the Senate agree to tho smne. 

Amendment numbered 14: That the How..;t: recede from its di;;agrcemen t to 
the amendment of the Senate n11mhcre<l 14. anrl agree to the same with nn 
·.amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum propo~d by said wnei11lmeut insert 
"$11,900,000;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 13: That the Honse recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate nnmbererl 1il, and ng-ree to tho Harne with au 
.amen1lmcnt as follows: In lieu oflhe m~o~.ller prop<>tied to he~:~tricken out byHUid 
amendment, insert the following: 

"Provided, That vu.cnncies that may hereafter occur in the Pav Cor.r>Rof the 
Army in the grades of lieutcnunt ..... 'Olonel ami major by rca,.on of death, resigna­
tion, dismissal, or retirement, ~:~hall not be tilled hy original appointment until 
the Pay Corps shall by snch vacancies ho reduced to forty paymasters, and the 
number of the Puy Corps shall then be e~:~la.bli..shed at forty and no more, and 
hereafter vacancies occurring in the Quartermaster's and Commissary's Depart­
ments of the Army may, in the dh;cretion of the President, be tilled fmm civil 
life." 

And the Senate agree to the same.. 
Amendment numbered 16: That the House recede from itR tlisa~reemcnt to llie 

amendment of the Senate numl>ered 16, an1l agree to tho same with an amend­
ment as follmvs: In lieu of the number stated in said amendment insert "sev­
enty-five;" a.nd llie Sennte agree to the same. 

Amenc.lment numbered 17: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
ame'1dment of the Senate numbered 17, and agree to the same with an amend­
ment as follows: In lieu of the number of rutionR a!i fb::ed by !luid arueutlmcnt 
insert "10, 12.J,OOO rations;" and the Senate agree to tho same.j 

Amendmentnumhcred 20: ThattheHouserccedefrom its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 20, and agree to tile !lame with an amend­
ment a,; follows: Iu lieu of t4e sum proposed by said utuendrueut insert 
"$~,U!O,OOO;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numhered25: ThattheHou8erecede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 2;),and agree to the same with an amend­
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum propo~:~ed by said amendment in.~:~ert 
"SlUO,OOO; " and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an amend­
ment as follows: Strike out the word "employes," where it occurs in said 
amendment, and in lieu thereof insert> the word •· clerks;" and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

TIENJ. BUTTERWORTH, 
J. C. BuRROWS, 
E. JXO. ELLIS, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
JOHN A. I,OGAN, 
P. B. PLUMB, 
?.I. W. RANSOM, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

l\1r. BUTTEHWORTH. Now I move the auo:ption ofthc report, and 
I will say a word iu regard to it. 

Mr. BRAGG. I make tho point of cruer against that report. 
The SPEAKER. Tho point of order is overruled. 
Mr. BRAGG. Will not ~he Speaker hear the point of ortler'c .My 

point of order is that the report docs not show the changes made in tho 
bill. It says in lieu of what is stricken out, particularly in reference 
to the Pay Corps, there shall be inserted as follows, but it d.oes not state 
what i'3 stricken out. It does not:. explain what has been taken from the 
bill and what has been sub::.-titutcd for it in the bill, so as to show how 
the bill will re..1.d after the change t; made. The point of ortlcr is that it 
does not comply with the rule. 

The ~PEAKER. The gentleman docs not quote tho rule. The rule 
pro"idcs that the statement accompanying a. report of a committee of· 
conference shall show the effect of the changes. The Chair is unable 
to tlisoriminate against the report in thn,t respect, and the point of order 
is overruled. 

:Ur. BRAGG. I desire to c-all attention to a partic$1" clause of the 
I'eport·. I know you have ~ot the power, but I have the right to ask 
that the particular clause m the report be read in order to show tho 
Speaker that he is mistaken in the decision he has made. 

I refer to that part of the report which relates to the Pay Corps. The 
report gives no information whateverwith reference to the amendment 
in regard to ·that. Neither tlocs it give any information with regard to 
that part of the bill wherein wo provided in the House that certain offi­
cers should no longer remain absent from their commands who have 
been absent more than three years. 

There is another provision which provid.es that the number of aids­
d.e-camp shall-be reduced, and provides that the pay of the aitls-de-camp 
shall not exceed a pc'trlicular sum. 

There is no allusion in that report anywhere to these provisions in 
the bill which were stricken out. They arc only referred to as some­
thing having been stricken out, and in lien thereof it is stated that some­
thing i~ inserted as follows. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [l\1r. BUTTERWOUTII] 
moyes concurrence in the conference report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPE .. :U{ER. The gentleman will state it. 
JUr. HOL'MA.N. Und.er Rule XXIX this report of the conference 

committee i'3 required to be accompanied with-
A detailed statement sufficiently explicit to inform the House what effect such 

amendment:-~ or propositions ''ill have upon the measures to which they relate. 

Uy point of order is this: that the statement is expressed in merely 
general terms, and i'3 not a compliance with the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The same :point of onlor was made by the gentle­
man from Wiscon.."!in [:Mr. BRAGG], antl tho Chair can not hear the 
same point of order repeatecl. The gentleman from Ohio moYcs to 
concur in'the report. 

Mi·. HOLMAN. I rise to a question of onlel". Under Rule XXIX, 
which I send to the Clerk's desk to be read, I make the point of order 
that the statement read at the Clerk's desk is not a compliance with 
the rule. 

The SPEAKER That point of ord.er the Chair ha.'3 already heard 
ancl disposed of. 

The question -was put on Uf,rreeing to the report of the conference com-
mittee. 

1\fr. HOL)L\.N. I call for a. division. 
The House di vitled ; and there were-ayes 89, noes 42. 
Mr. BRAGG and Mr. HOLMA-'N". No quo1·um. 
The ~PEAKEH. A. quorum :pot having voted, t.he (..,"hair appoints 

as tcllP.TS the gentleman from Indialk'll, M1·. HOLl\IJ.....';1 and the gentle­
m:m from Ohio, Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

l\1r. HOLMAN. I askunanimousconsenttomakca.statement. The 
rule to which I refer-[ cries of" Tiegularord.er I" "Object!"] 

The ~PEAKEH. The gentleman can not be heard on that. Objec­
tion is mad.e. The point of ortlcT ought not to be made more than three 
times at lerust. 

The House again ilirided; and. the tellers reported-ayes 111, noes 38. 
So the re:port of the committee of conference was concurred in. 
:Mr. BUTTERWORTH moved to reconsider the Yotc just taken; and 

also moved that the motion to reconsider be lai(l on tl1e table. ' 
The ln.Ucr motion was agreed. to. 

EXROLLED lllLL SIGNED. 

)Ir. SHALLENBERG EH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re­
ported that the committee had examinetl and found tmly enrolletl a bill 
of the House of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. n. 7181) making appropriations to provide for thi ex­
penses of the goYcl'IUllent of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes. 

ELECTION CO!I.TT.EST-cOOK YS. ct;TTS. 

Mr. CALKINS. I now call up the contested election case of Cook u. 
Cutts from the sixth Congressional district of Iowa. 

Mr. PAGE. Is it in order to move to adjourn now? 
The SPEAKER. The Cha~ thinks it is too early to adjourn. (Laugh­

ter]. 

• 
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:Mr. CALKINS. I ask the Clerk to ren<l the resolutions reported from 

i.he committee. 
The Clerk rcatl as follows: 
R~oii'Cc1, 'fhn.t l\1. E. Cuttl'! waR not elected a>~ Representative from the sb:th 

district of Iowa, and iR uot entitled to a scat on the floor of thiR Honse. 
Rc.c;.,lve~l, That John U. (.Jook wasdulyelectc<l nR Hepresentativefrom the sixth 

district of Io"Y1t, un<l i"i entitled to a scat on llic floor of this House. 

1\Ir. C~\.LKIN:-5. In regard to this case, I desire to state tha.t the 
Commi ttec on Elections, after entering upon its inYestigation, came to the 
House "·ith a resolution asking that the time uc extended in order to 
enable the contestant to take further testimony, which was granted by 
the HotlS~. That testimony was not completed until July last. That 
accounts ior the delay in the deci'!ion of this case. 

Tile delay iu the decision of the Frost aml Se&ringhans case, which 
has just been decided by the House, was in consequence of the >olu­
minous record, and, as v.-as well stated, in conseC]_uence of the fight that 
was Ill.!lde, stop by step, throughout the case. 

Those two cases, with one other, that of J .. ec against Richard~n. 
from the State of South Carolina, in ''hich the mnJority of the com­
mittee haYc reported in favor of the sitting member, complete the work 
of the Committee on Elections for this Congress. 

I now yield the floor to my colleague on the committee, the gentle-
man from Vir?inia [Mr. PAUL]. 

Tho SPEAh...ER. How much time doe. the gentleman yield? 
l\1r. C.d.LKI~S. My entire time. 
Ur. HAZELTO~. I rue to a parliamentary inC]_uiry, as a. member 

of the Committee on Election.':!. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
l\Ir. HAZELTON. I desire to inquire whether, if we shouldadjoum 

now, this case would not come up in the morning as unfinished busi­
ness, to be disposed of at tlli'lt time? 

The SPEAKER. It would come np when called up. 
Mr. CA.LKINS. I de.-,ire now, with tho pennissionofthegentleman 

from Virginia [Mr. PAuL], to ask whether any arrangement can be made 
with reference to the time desir~d for debate on either side of this 
case. 

l\fr. BELTZHOOVER I will answer the gentleman that on our 
side we will be willing to conclude this discu&>ion in fifteen minutes 
for and :fifteen minutes against ilie report. 

Ur. CALKINS. I willnsk my colleague on the committee, the gen­
tleman from :Massachusetts [l\Ir. RAN'XEY], what time he will want? 

l\Ir. RANNEY. I will ha>e to take an hour, and there arc two other 
gentlemen on tile eommittee who will want from half an hour to an 
hour e..'lch. 

Mr. CALKINS. I will submit to tho House and to my colleagues 
on the Committee on Elections whether or not an hour on each side, 
which was the time p;ranted in the other cnse decided to-night­

~Ir. HANNEY. That time was extended an hour. 
l\fr. CALKINR. 'Vhether an hour on each side will not be uffi­

cient. 
l\Ir. R...L~~EY. It would be impossible for us to present our side 

in less than two hours. It would be cruelty to animals to ask ns to do 
so to-night. 

:Mr. CALKINS. I think thu.t an hour on each side is enough and 
I give notice that as at present inclined I shall call the previous ques­
tion at the end of that time. 

l\Ir. TOWNSHE~D. of Illinois. Allow· me to make a suggestion. 
Mr. CALKINS. What is it? 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. It is that an hour on each side be 

.allowed for debate, v.ith the understanding that no vote shall be taken 
on this question until to-morrow morning. 

Sevcrall\IEIDJEilS. Oh, no; decide it to-night. 
Mr. CALKINS. As for the present it does not seem possible to ar­

rive at any understanding in reference to the time to be allowed for this 
case, I will yield to my colleague on the committee, the gentleman 
from Yirginia [l\Ir. PA11'1.]. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman from Virginia will proceed. 
Mr. PAUL. .Mr. Speaker, fortunately this case admits of comparn­

ti>ely little discussion; it is narrowed down to one point. In the short 
time which I shall ask tho attention of the House I shall addre· my 
remarks to the single point on which this case turns. 

Tliere is nothing in thi"' ca.<;e similar to "hat we ha>e had in other 
contested-election cases. There is no charge here of ballot-box: stuffing 
or of dllihonest counting. The whole case turns on the single question 
as to tho legality of about 20 or 23 votes. 

~Ir. Cuttl, ilie contestee in _thi:s case, was declared elected andre­
celve<l the certificate on a mnJonty of 9 votes. The contestant, l\Ir. 
Cook, served notice of contest on l\Ir. Cutt."l, anu claimed that there 
were certain >ote.s which had been Cll.')t for Mr. Cutts that were ill~011l 
.and fraudulent. 1\Ir. Cutts :filed his answer and claimed that certain 
votes that bad been cast for the contestant were illegal and fraudulent. 

The result of that part of the contest is about this: The cont.estant 
shows that there were 7 illegal >otes cast for the contestee, and the 
-contestee shows that there were 7 or 8 votes cast for the contest..wt that 
were illegal. In the consideration of this question these fraudulent 
votes were excluded by tho committee; and the case, as I said before, 

turns upon tho 15 or 20 illegal >otcs claimed to ha>e been cast for the 
contestee. 

Tho ·e illegal votes were ca:'t in this wise: at one of the polling pre­
cincts, l\Iuclmchiuock, there was a coal-mine, and in that coal-mine were 
employed a. number of colored men from the State of Virginia. They 
went ilicrc in iliiferent lot . One crowd went in 1\Iarch, 1!:3 0; another 
went in April, 1880; another went in l\Iay, 1880; another in July, and 
another in September, and another in October of the same year. Now, 
the laws of the State ofiowa require a residence of six months in order 
to give a man tho right to vote. 

All the men who went there prior to May, 18"0, had a right to>ote. 
All who went there after the 1st day of :May had no right to >ote. The 
te timony in this cnso shows that of those men who went there twenty-­
three arri>ctl after the 1st of May, 1880, and they were voted at the elec­
tion in N o>ember following, not hnving been there six months. There­
fore they had no right to vot.e. Now, Mr. Speaker, that is a fair state­
ment of the case. Thnt i"l the issue in>ol>ed here. 

I do not know what position will be taken by the minority of the 
committee who make a report. in this case. I believe there are but two. 
The gentleman from Uao;sacbusetts [l\lr. RANXEY] lk1s made a report, 
and an able report, because he is an able man; but he will be unable 
to show this House that the votc.s which were cast by the e men who 
went to Iowa after the 1st of May, 1880, are legal >otes. 

1\Ir. RA.J..~~"'EY. You had better show that they are illegal. 
l\Ir. PAUL. 'Ve do show that they are illegal; and as to the proof, 

we prove by the man who took tile e people to Iowa, Major Shumate, 
that twenty-three of them went there after the 1st day of May, 1880. 
Not only is this proof given by ~L1jor Shumate, but be is corroborated 
and sustained by overwhelming testimony in the canso. We show he 
is correct in his statement by the letters which he wrote to his family 
after the arri>al of these people. We show it by the testimony of the 
railroad companies who carried them to Iowa. What is stronger still, 
not a single witness is brought to contradict Major Shumate as to the 
time these people went there. 'Vhen we sent out subp<rnas to bring in 
witnesses to show the time that these men went to Iowa we could not 
find any of them except two; but when we naked them the question, 
''Did you >ote in the last election?'' they said, ''We prefer not to 
answer that question.'' They not only refused to tell how they had 
Yoted, but whether they had voted at all. 

An attempt has been made in this case to break down the testimony 
of this chief witness, l\Iajor Shumate, but it utterly and completely 
L.'liled. He is corroborated hy facts and circumstances which could not 
be falsified. He i.s sustained by letters which l1e wrote home to his 
wife a to the time these peoplearrived. Heis sustained by testimony 
of the railroad officers; he is sustained by the records of the railroad 
office; he is sustained by the drafts he drew to pay the L.'lre of these 
people; drafts which he drew on l\Ir. Cut:M's own bank. And be is 
sustained by the fuct that not one witness was called to contradict him. 
There is a feeble attempt made to break him down on his general repu­
tation for veracity. ou know what that amounts to. Twenty or thirty 
colored people were called to testify to the fact that :Major Shumate 
was not a man of veracity. Twenty or thirty colored men carue up and 
said that he was a man of veracity. In addition to that, eighteen 
white men of Oscaloosa, ilie town in Iowa in which he li>ed, came up 
and said Ile is a. reputable man, a man of veracity, a man to be be­
lie>e<l. 

Now, I can anticipate from the report made by my friend from Mas­
sachusetts [~Ir. HA....,..N'EY] the points that be is going to make in this 
case in order to break do·wn l\Iajor Silumate's testimony. The first 
point Ile makes is that Major Shum..'\te's memory is a bad one, that he 
is inaccurate in his statement of dates. 'Veil, a man may not be able 
to fix a certain day; and l\Iajor Shumate does not profess to fix in his 
testimony any date when these people left Virginja; but he tells you 
that a certain man left in March, certain other men in April, certain 
otl1er men in l\Iay, others in July, and others in September, others in 
October. If be had undertaken to fix a certain <late you might have 
suspected the inaccuracy of his te timony; but he was so cautions and 
prudent as only to declare the month in which these people arri \·ed. 
Then tho books of the coal company, this company for whom these men 
were employed, show the month in which they arriw<l. There can 
not be in my judgment any question as to the fact that the e men ~ 
not lived in Iowa a. sufficient lcnO'th of time to be allowed to vote m 
No.-ember, 1 0. <:> • • 

At tho risk of reputation let me say that l\11\)or Shumate IS supported 
by let.ters written to his wife at ilie time of his arrival. The eont.estant 
here claims that the first installment of these people landed in I own. on 
the 15th of l\Iay, 1880, fourteen days too late to makethcm legalYotcrs 
at the November election followinp;. The railroad 1·ecords show that 
til is crowd of colored people landed there on the 15th day of l\Iay. 

l\[r. RA...t.~~~Y. I can sa.>e the gentleman and the House Ilnlr un 
hour's talk perhaps. Ifbe will look at my report and will rem~:muel." 
what I s..1.id in committee be must understand that I concede six men 
who came in a crowd on the 15th of l\Iay, because that matter L"' of no 
consequence to the case. . 

Mr. PAUL. There were seven in that crowd. The gentleman con­
cedes them, as I understand. 

' I 
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Mr. RANNEY. If the gentleman wil~ look at my report he will see 
bow I put it. 

Mr. PAUL. The gentleman hnsmadesevernl reports. Does he refer 
to the supplemental report or to the other? 

111r. RANNEY. Both. 
~Ir. PAUL. I am glad the gentleman concedes tlmt point. Then 

the only question between us is as to the time when the other sixteen 
arrived. And the testimony on that point is overwhelming that they 
arrived not with this crowd in l\1ay, but came in July, came in Sep­
tember, came in October, all of the:rp. arrived in Iowa after the seven 
men arri ve<.l there on the 1Gth day of 1\Iay. I am glad to know you eon­
ceded that much. 

Mr. RANNEY. · You can not have read my report if you <.lid not 
know it before. 

Mr. PAUL. Why, that was the fight-that was the issue you made 
before the committee. That was the only point you made. When we 
showed you these people arrived on the 15th of May, then you said 
there were two crowds; one got there, you said, on the 1st day of May 
and the other on the 15th of May. Now you come in and concede 
theso men got there on the 15th of May, but were not legal voters. 
Then let those seven stand aside, and that reduces Mr. Cutts's major­
ity down to 2. But what are yon going to do with the other 16 which 
arrived there in July, and in September, and in October? \Vhatisthe 
proof? We narrow it down to 16votes, 2 majority you have for cUtts. 
\Vhat are you going to do with the other 16? There is Shumate's tes­
timony, the man who gathered these people up in Virginia and carried 
them out to Iowa, swearing they went in July and in September and 
in October, all after the 15th of May, 1880. ·what testimony do you 
bJing to contradict him? When we called for these people themselves 
to come and testify we could not find them. Subprenas were returned 
non est inventus. You know we got after all of them; we fouml but two 
and put them on the stand and asked them, ''How did you vote in the 
last election?'' And they said, ''I prefer not to answer that question.'' 

And you never tried to contradict :Major Shumate except 3.8 to the 
May crowd. You called all these people as 1\itnc.~<'' who had voted 
illegally, and knew they had no right to vote, and every mother's son 
swore they got there on the 1st day of l\Iay. A nice calculation, be­
canso if they got there on the 2d day of .May they wonld not hn.ve been 
there six months to entitl~ them to vote. You called all of that l\Iay 
crowd, but you never called a single witnc.c:;s :l.S to anybody who came 
in July or September or October. You had them all there-your own 
partisans-under your own control, but not a man did you bring to con­
tradict the statement of :Major Shumate as to the time they got there. 

Now I will leave this ease here with thi~, tho openinci statement. I 
do not desire to iliscuss it any further. Tllis ease was thoron"hly dis­
cussed beiore the committee. It. wus carefully examined. I do not 
wish to detain the Honse longer in thi.'3 <li.cscll.ssion, if I were so dis­
posed-but I will not do that. I will not trespass upon the sense of 
justice and of right that hru5 marked the Hepublican side of this House 
in these contested-election ca.ses. I will not offend your scn!'\e of jus­
tice by askin~ you to apply tllo same mles to Korthern oonksted­
election cases that you have applied to the Southern people. I h..1.ve 
stood here hy you in your policy of in>es tignting these election e~'l.o;cs, 
because it was right; not because it was tho policy or the llepnhlican 
party, but because it was the policy of justice and of honesty. .\.ml I 
.have assumed as much responsibility in these eonte~rts a::; any man on 
this floor, and I do not regret it. I rather like re..'lponsibility, and the 
brief record I have made in this Congrc..~ I am proud of; prouder of 
the votes I cast on this floor to seat men whom I believe to he honestly 
elected than of anything eL e connected with my short Congressional 
career, except one thing, and tl.Ja.t is the indorsement that my constit­
uents gave me in the last campaign, hccau.qe I had stoo•l 11p for honest 
election and an honest count. 

It may be the dream of a visionary, but I indalge the hope that I 
shall live to see the day when the cln.ims of a He-presentative to a scat 
in this House shall be determined independent of partisan feeling and 
partisan bias, when it shall be the ea~er, earnest, honest dc.~ire of those 
who are to pa..~'3 judgment upon oonfhcting cln.ims to tl.Je right of repre­
sentation ou this floor, to ascertain the legally-expressed will of the 
ronstituent body, and to voice that \rill with an hone. ty and purity of 
determination that shalllcave no douht of it"! justice. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] 

I leave this question with yon. It is your concern a$ much as it iw 
mine. Here is a case in which I believe that Mr. Cook was honestly 
elected; that there were illeg:rl votes cast for Mr. Cutts that ought to 
be excluded I think; and I say it is the crowning honor oftl1e Repub­
lican party in this Congress that it has stood up tor fair elections, and 
has declared before the country there shall be honest elections through­
·out this Union. This is the first case thatha.sbeen presented from the 
North, and I expect the Republican side of this House to apply the 
same ruJe..o; to a Northern case they did so rigidly, and I RaY w justly, 
enforce in Southern elections. [Applause.] 

M:r. RANNEY. )[r. Speaker, I would be the last man in this world 
to stand here ancl advocate the cause of thi.'i contestee [Mr. Currs] if I 

- did not believe that he was duly elected and is entitled to retain his seat. 
lt is undoubtedly tme that this contestant if he wa~ elected hould now 

be given his soot, whatever may be the consequence. But if he has to be­
given a seat at all it must be given to him as a matter of right, of strict. 
right, and not as a matter of grace or favor. If I wanted to oblige my­
good friend from Virginia, and I could feel that I was doing right when I 
did so, I would be glad to seat the contestant; but I can not do it, and 
I do not believe the House can do it. I do not believe the House can 
do it, because it is not right, and for one I am not willing to put my­
self on the record as suslaining the case presented here by the oontc~ t­
ant. I do not believe that if a jury had found the facts as st.1.tcd in tlie 
majority report there is any court under Heaven, certainly in this coun­
try, that would not in the exercise of its conservative power set it aside­
as against evidence and without evidence. 

Now, sir, to come at once to the case ·in hand: The contestee was 
awarded his certificate on a majority of 101. It appears that in twa­
townships the returns were defective, but the actual vote has been 
proved as it was cast, and being allowed, the majority of contestee i& 
reduced to 9. 

That is the position in which it stands on conceded facts to this point. 
The contestant concedes and the evidence shows 8 illegal votes at least 
cast for the contestant. Eight are conceded, and the names are given• 
in the majority report. I pass to the controverted issues .. 

The majority report shows this: They find 32 illegal votes to have­
been castfortheoontestee, twenty-threeofthem are the votes of colored 
persons, seven of them are in a miscellaneous class, one of them was an 
alleged imbecile, another one is said not to have resided in the town­
ship where he voted, but in another township within the same district, 
and five of them are said not to have been citizens because not naturnl­
ized, and then there are said to have been two colored voters more who­
came from the Albia mines. The majority report finds only a mnjority 
of fourteen for contestant, and the report which I ha,•e presented in be­
half of the minority finds a majority of fourteen the other way. So that 
the case comes down to clese quarters. 

Unfortunately the everlasting negro is brought into it, but there is no· 
pretense that the colored men were taken to Iowa for any improper pur­
pose, but for legitima..te business and for laudable purposes as laborers in 
mines. 

l\Ir. :MOULTON. And were used fraudulently after you got them 
there. 

Mr. RANNEY. Wait until I get through and see, and the House 
will judge us to that. It is not so. 

There is, however, another question that meets us on the Yery threshold 
ofthecase, not considered or reported upon in the majority report. In my 
judgmentthisquestiondeterminesthecaseof itself. But before treating 
that issue I wish to say, as preliminary to that consideration, I wos on 
thesab-committeothatinvestigated this case. My associatefrom Iowo. 
[Ur. THOl\IPSON] who is absent now on account of illnC!;S of some relo.­
tive, as I understand, was also upon that sub-committee. \Ve tried n() 
less than six times to get a quorum of that committee together to hear 
this case, but rarely ever got more than one or two memhcrs. In addi­
tion to thAt we did not ever succeed ingettingn.full hcaringofthccase. 
The contestee was ill and had no counsel; but finally the ease hod to. 
be brought before the whole committee for decision, withoutany formal 
report from the sub-committee. 'V11en it was taken up and decided: 
there, five members were absent or did not vote, and a bare majority 
pas.~ed upon the case there. l\Ir. THmrrsoY, who was to make a report 
of tlie case to the comnrittce, had been compelled to leaYe and was not 
pres nt. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Let me ask the gentleman, how did the voto· 
stand in the committee? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri. I was just about to ask the same question. 
~J:r. RANNEY. Eight in the majority. 
Mr. BELTZHOOVER. But eight voted for the majority report, and· 

two against it, and one declined to vote. That is not a bare majority. 
Mr. RANNEY. My statement is correct, that in the committee a 

bare majority voted in favor of the contestant. There are fifteen mem­
bers in all and it took eight to make a. majority of the whole commit­
tee. I did not undertake to say anything else. Seven would not have­
been a majority. There were two on the other side that voted, and 
the rest were not there and did not vote at all. 

l\Ir. AIKEN. How would they have voted? 
Mr. HANNEY. I do not know. 
~Ir. FLOWER. This is another question of eight to seven, I sup­

pose? 
:Mr. IL\.N~'"EY. I call it n, maJority vote, although, aA I ha'"e said, it 

is a bare majority. Eight voted and the rest were not there., and you. 
may discover for yourself how they would have voted. I know noth­
ing about that. I am stating the facts as I_ know them. 

I do not mean to reflect upoo the absent ones because of their ab­
sence. They know what their reasons were; I do n?t. Th:e point 
which I am now to comider was never argued or considered m com­
mittee and is not reported upon in the maj.ority report at all. It ~ 
treated by me in the minority report. :My friend [Mr. PAUL] has not 
touched upon it in what he has said. I invite the attention of the House­
to the same. 

The facts are not in d~putc. There were two precinc~ in which 
some 3'l ballots were found in the wrong box, and which were counted 
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for contestant; 25 were in one precinct and 8 in another. There was 
1 ballot cast for l\ir. Cutts, which was found in the w-rong box also. 
There were three boxes-one designed for the ballots fur State and county 
officers and member of Congress, they being all on one ticket; another 
for wwnship officers; and another was for ballots cast upon the consti­
tutional amendment, called the amendmenl box. 

The ballot for ~!.r. Cutts alluded to was found in the amendment 
box. The others were found in the township box-25 in one precinct 
and 8 in another precinct. The managers excluded the vote cast for 
M:r. Cutts and counted those cast for contestant. If this was wrong 
contestee was elected at all events, and the other questions become im­
material. 

In my opinion none of these votes found in the wrong box should 
have been counted, and that they should now be rejected. 

l\ir. HOOKER. Who put them in the box, the electors or the m..'l.n-
agens? , 

Mr. RANNEY. I will answer that when I come to it in order; but 
wish now to show what is the law, and what are the precedents in this 
House on the su"Qiect. Gentlemen must remember they are mak~g 
precedents in this case for the future. We are deciding a question of law 
which is independent, important and independent of all. It is not a 
new question. There are two precedents on the recorc~s of the House 
and which have gone into the books, and there ii!awell·consideredcase 
decided by the highest court in Michigan. 

The precedents and case referred to and considered are in McCrary 
on Elections, sections 130, 131, 132, 133. "'What was held in Washburn 
t:s. Ripley is thus stated by :Mr. :McCrary. I will read only brief ex­
tracts: 

In the lower Honse or Congress it has been held that ballots deposited in the 
wrong uox were lost and could not be changed to the right one, either by the 
voter or the officers of election. The same question again arose in ti1e House in 
the more re(!ent cnse of Newland vs. Graham. In that caRe oneofthejudges of 
election testified, he and the other judges linding a few ballots had been placed 
by mistake in the wrong box, had them changed. There was no doubt as to the 
mistake, or Uw.t the judges acted' fairly and in good fA.ith. The committee sub­
mitted to the House the question whether these ballots should be counted, at 
the same time, however, intimating very clearly what their opinion was. In 
this <'nse thn.t recommendation ofthc committee was not adopted by the House, 
or. at least arlopted only in part, the seat being declared vacant, while the com­
mJttec recommended the seating of the contestant. 

These a1·e two precedents. of long standing in this House; and there 
is not one that I can find to the contrary. 

There is a well-considered case in the ele~enth Michigan Reports, of 
The People on the relation of Michael Hayes t:s. George Bates. I will 
read from the head-note. It was held as follows: 

w ·here a c-ity and Slate election were both held at the same time under ti1e 
clmrge of the same inspcetors, antl 7 ballots for city officers were f~und at the 
closing of t he poll in the "State" IJox, and the circumstances of the case made 
it reasona bl r certain that ti1csc ballots were in good faith put in by electors, ~·ho 
did not put m other ballots for city officers at the same election, it was held that 
they w ere properly collllted by the inspectors. 

Now, I will read one sentence more ti·om the opinion of Judge Camp­
bell-a dissenting opjnion. I take the law, you will see in a moment, 
as .held by the majority of the court in this case. I do not claim any­
thmg else. Judge Campbell says this: 
~ut the fnct that such an occurrence hns happened either by the d esign or 

mistake of ~hese '\'oters, and ti1at it is impos~:~ible by any means to ascert.'lin who 
they were , Illustrates to my ruin? the necessity of adhering to the rule of count­
ing only sucll ballots as arc east mto the proper-ballot-box, without attempting 
to correct what can only be supposed to be an error by rueans purely conject­
ural. 

Now, what does :McCrary say? And it is a doctrine which I have 
adopted, that if the ballots are put into the wrong box by the desirn or 
fraud of the inRpector the voter should not be deprived of his b~'uot· 
that I gmnt. And ifitisapuremistakeofthevoter, anditissosho~ 
anll provecl affirmatively, then I grant the vote should be counted. I 
take the extreme v~ew or the most favorable view, as intimated by 1\-Ir. 
:McCrory, as you will see when I call your attention to the fucts in this 
case. McCrory says: 

It should lJe shown that the ballots were handed in by legal '\"oters and cle­
posited in the wrong box by accident or mistake or fraud of the officer and the 
.facts and circumstance~ tending. to cstal.llish or to~ to disprove this pr~position 
should ue brought out 1D the evidence. 

.Air. HOOKER. Your own authority puts you out of court. 
Mr. HANNEY. No, it does not. 
Mr. HOOKER. Go on; I will show you that it does. 
M:r. RANNEY. If so, then I will yield thecase. Thepointisthis: 

if the ballots were vut into the wrong box by the wrongful act of the 
inspector, they should be counted; and if they are put into the box by 
the hmoecnt mistake of the voters they shoulu be counted. But it is 
not enough thnt you should show the fact that the ballot appears in 
the wrong box; you must show the mistake, or the accident., or the 
f~ud by which it was put into that box. If this is not proved affirm­
atively this House should r~ject the ballots counted for the contestant. 

M:r. J\lOULTO)I. Will the gentleman allow me-­
:Mr. HANNEY. Certainly. 
Mr. MOULTON. Is it not the rule that the presumption iR that 

every officer JX>.rforms his duty? 
.M.r. RAN~EY. That is unlloubtedly the rule of law, that the o:ffi­

cers of elect10n are presumed to act rightly and to do their duty. That 

is the case here. The evidence here is that the officers took the votes 
and put them into the boxes as the electors themselves directed. 

~ir. MOULTON. I deny that. 
Mr. RANNEY. It is true. 
Mr. 1.-IOULTON. That is not in the evidence. 
Mr. RANNEY. I thought you had not read the record when you 

made your report. 
1\Ir. BREWER. \Vill the gentleman refer us to the page of the rec­

ord that proves that fact? 
:Mr. RANNEY. One of the witnesses is asked the question and he 

states distinctly that the officer puts the votes in the box where the voter 
directs they shall be put. On page 220 oi the testimony, cross-inter­
rogatory 3, the witness is asked, ''Does the voter or one of the judges 
place the voter's ticket in the box?" And thewitnessanswers, "From 
what I have noticed· one of the judges, by the direction of the voter, 
places the ballot in the box indicated by the voter." 

1\Ir. MOULTON. - That is a general rule which is followed in the 
election; that is not in this case. 

Mr. RANNEY. If there is any evidence in this record that shows 
that these officers were guilty of any frauds, I would like to know it. 
The facts in questionoccurredintwoprecincts; in one ofthemthethree 
inspectors were all Democrats, in the other there were two Democratic 
inspectors and one Republican, and all the four clerks were Democrats. 
Now, if you s.:1>y that your Democratic friends, the officers at that elec­
tion, fraudulently took those ballots and put them into the wrmg boxes, 
then say so if you want to; I do not say it. 

Mr. MOULTON. Or put them there by mistake. 
Mr. RANNEY. By mistake! The fact is clear and the evidence un­

disputed that ballots were found in the wrong boxes. The evidence 
here is clear and undisputed that the way the votes were cast in this 
election was this: They have there the secret ballot; the voter ap­
proaches the box with his ballot folded, or if it is not folded he is re­
quired by the manager of the poll to fold it before it is deposited; when 
he has folded it be hands it to the manager, who puts it into the box 
designated. The manager has no right to open the ballot to see for 
whom it is cast. The ballot is secret, and the manager has no right to 
see or 1..-n_ow who it is. for. The manager could not determine· from the 
bnllot wlu'lt box the ballot should go into unless he violated the rights 
of the voter. The process of voting is plain. There were three b::illot­
box~s, each labeled to show for what class of ballots they were designed, 
so the voter could see and know for himself. 

The voter steps up with a folded ballot and hands that folded ballot 
to the man in charge of the box for the ballots for State ticket de­
scribed, and it is put in that box. The voter may have in his other 
hand another ballot of the same kind, and hand that to the man in 
charge of the township box, and be must put it into that box; and he 
may have still another ballot of the same kind, and hand it up to be put 
into the constitutional-amendment box. -

l\Ir. DAVIS, of Missomi. Tell us what were the facts, antl riot what 
might h:we been. 

1\Ir. i~ANNEY. The facts arc, first, these: there is nothing in this 
whole record to show any accident, mistake, or design in the case of 
the ballots that were found in the wrong box. There is nothing in the 
case except this: that when these boxes were opened there were twenty­
five in one and twelve in another, the township box and the other box 
with Judge Cook's name on it, and the managers counted all of them 
as though they had all been in one box. Now, there is not a tittle of 
evidence in this case to explain how that happenc<l If there is I ask 
the gentleman to point it out. 

l\Ir. SPRINGER Does not the poll-list show that the ballots cor-
responded with the whole number of names on the list? · 

Mr. RANNEY. We have not the poll-lists. 
1\Ir. HOOKER. Wby did not you have them? 
Mr. l~A.t.~NEY. It was for contestant and not the contestee to show 

that it was by mist.1.ke, or accillent, or ucsign; otherwise the b:illot is 
not to be counted under the law as cited. · 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Will the gentlemm1 allow me a moment? 
:Mr. RA..~NEY. Certainly. . 
:Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Does not every witness s:w~r on that sub­

ject that the number of ballots in the boxes did not exceed the num­
ber of names Qn the poll-list-did' not even reach the number? 

Mr. JACOBS. There were two more on the poll-list. 
.Air. RANNEY. If there is any such thing in the record I have not 

seen it. I am sure that no poll-list is in the record or its contents 
proved. 

~!.r. BELTZHOOVER. I can turn the gentleman to it without any 
trouble. 

M:r. RA.t.'\fNEY. If the gentleman will let me alone, I will state what 
is in the record. I do not wish to be interrupted. I shall deal fairly 
with this .. question. 

Hemember it must be shown in proof affirmatively that these tickets 
got into the box by accident, mistake, or fraud . If you say there was 
fraud on the part of the managers, I have answered that assumption. 
Was it mistake on the part of the voter? No so far as tlie evidence 
appears. In Warrington Township , where ther~ were eight or twelve of 
these cases, there is not ·a. particle of evidence on the subj ect exceJlt tha~ 
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in one instance a -witness is asked if it is not a common thing to get a 
Yote in the wrong box. He says, ''I should not think it was a common 
occurrence.'' In ca.se of the oth~r precinct one witness answereu, ''It 
has been done.'' But arc we to say that bcca.use it is a common thing 
to do wrong, therefore it i"' right, and changes the rule of law? Men 
may make mistakes; hut it must be shown that there was a mistake. 
If the poll-list were pro<luced, and it should appear how many men 
Toted on that day, that would be one fact. But we ha•e not got that 
at all as they had in the case from Michigan cited. The only evidence 
that can be relied upon at allis that of Ur. Baxter, one of the managers, 
to whom this question was put: 

'Then you found State tickets in the town;.hip box, did yon uot flud an eqnal 
number of township tickets in the State box? 

Answer. No; we diu not. 

If a man made a mistake; if, when he went up to vote, he got his 
township ticket in the State box and his State ticket in the township 
box, you would say they had been interchanged possibly by mistake. 
But the evidence does not show that this was the case, but the contrary 
thereof. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I do not wi"!h to interrupt the gentleman, 
but I have the testimony on this point. 

:l't1r. RANNEY. If the gentleman wiU rafer me to it I will read it, 
Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Page 214. 
Ur. RANNEY. That is where I am reading. 
l\1r. BELTZHOOVER. Page 236, first cross-interrogatory, and puge 

265; the.n interrogatory 9 on page 214. 
1\fr. RANNEY. I have all those references, and mll take up the 

eviuence. Is there anything else the gentleman refers to. 
Mr. BELTZTIOOVER. Pages 215, 216, and 217. 
l\fr. RANNEY. What is the evidence? 
Mr. BELTZHOOVER. To answer that I woul<l have to read the 

.evidence in each case. 
Mr. RANNEY. If those are your references, I am coming to all of 

them. The first fact I have shown is that there was not an accidental 
interchange of ballots, because there is no witness who says that any 
man going up to •ote got his ticket into the wrong box. The presump­
tion is that a man would vote both tickets. It is true that one witness 
_gives the number of votes for Mr. Cook and tlie number of votes for 
1\Ir. Cutts; but that does not settle the question. A partofthosevotes 
may have been the double votes in question. If the poll-list were pro­
duced and the number of votes counted for Mr. Cook corresponded with 
that, what woulu it show? A man may have put one set of votes into 
one box and another set into the other and they may both have been 
-counted. There would be but one name on the poll-list, though the 
votes would be doubled. 

It may be said that if a man states what his >ote was, that explains 
it; but it explains nothing. He might have put the same vote into 
-three boxes, while only one man's name would appear on the poll-list. 
You have no right to conclude that a man would vote for only one set 
of candidates. The probability is that a man would feel as much in­
terest in town officers as any other. If a man wanted to commit 
fraud, can you point out any easier way t{) do it than by voting for the 
same officer on three sets of tickets, one put in each box? . 

ltfr. SPRINGER. But the aggregate •ote would show more votes 
for Congressman than there were vo_ters, which is not the fuct in this 
ease. 

Mr. RAl\TNEY. It does ·not appear how ma.ny voters there were. 
1\fr. SPRINGER. It does. 
1\Ir. RANNEY. I beg the gentleman's pardon. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I can reau the evidence. 
1\Ir. RANNEY. I now come to the ninth interr6gatory. This is the 

next point I was going to consider; I am glad the gentleman is satisfied 
so far as I have gone. I can and will read now the only evidence which 
the learned gentleman C&D refer to: 

Interrogatory 9. "What were the entire number of votes in saiu precinct at 
said election? 

Answer. Either 503 or 505. 1 I am not posi~ve about the exact vote. 

He was not askell how many votes were cast or the highest number 
of votes cast fot any one man; but he was. asked how many votes there 
were in the precinct.. lfe does not remember the exact >ote in the pre­
cinct. But what does that pro>e? Supposetherewerethirty-three men 
in that precinct who diu not Yote at all, and thirty-three Democrats 
who cast double •otes. They could not haYe had a better opportunity 
to do that, .and the only reasonable probability on the e>idence is that 
thls was so. 

There is no poll-list or any c'idence to show how many men voted 
that day at all except the number of •otes counted. If there is any 
other evidence, let us see it·. 

You have not a single fact or circumstance to show accident or mis­
take ; the mere fact that the ballot is in the wrong box is held to be no 
evidence or not enough. A guess or conjeeture will not do, but the 
proof mnst be adduced to show affirmatively a mi.«take or fraud. The 
authorities are very clear. The precedents as they stand in this House 
are to the effect that even if the inspector knows there has been a mistake 
he has no right to take out the vote and change it, or let the voter take 
Jt and change it. ·The court of Michigan say that the fact of a vote be-

ing found in the wrong box is not sufficient; you must show a:ffirma­
ti>ely how the vote got there, and that there was a mistake on the part 
of the voter or a fraud on the part of the inspectors. There is not a parti­
cle of evidence ofthjs h."ind in the present case. I have alluded to all 
that the gentlemen has pointed out. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I ha>e not pointed out the fiftieth part of 
it, except by page, and the gentleman has not referreu to any of that. 
I shall refer to it when I take the floor. I do not wish to interrupt the 
gentleman. He has not read a :fiftieth part of the evidence on this 
point. 

Mr. RaNNEY. :Now, Mr. Speaker, if this ease is going to bed~­
termined on assertions and counter-a~ertions, we ought to know where 
we are. If gentlemen will read the testimony from pagei 213 to 220, 
they will find all there is on the subject. There is not a particle of 
evidence tending to explain in the slightest degree as to the votes in 
Warren TownshiP, or to show any mistake or fraud. There is no pre­
sumption about it. The presumption is that a voter intended to do 
what he did do. Accident or mistake is not to be presumed, but must 
be shown, as McCreary says in section 132: 

The party who, in case of a contest, claims that ballots fonnd in the wrong 
box should be counted1 should be put to the proof that such ballots were fairly 
and honestly cast by legal voters. 

The SPR1.KER. Does the gentleman yield the floor? 
:l't1r. RANNEY. Whattimehave I left? Iamwillingtogoonto-night 

and finish,· if that be the desire. 
Mr. ANDERSON. I move the House do now a<ljourn. [Cries of 

"No!"] · 
1\Ir. WHITE. With the consent of the House, I will mo•e we take 

a 1·ccess until10 o'clock. . 
:Mr. RANNEY. I am willing to yield to an adjournment if that be 

the wish of the House. 
Mr. BELTZHOOVER. How long does the gentleman desire? 
Mr. RANNEY. There are th;-ee other gentleman who want half an 

hour apiece. 
1\Ir. BELTZHOOVER. Howmuch time do you want? 
Mr. RANNEY. An hour. 
Mr. BELTZHOOVER. How much time has the gentleman left? 
The SPEAKER. He has thirty minutes. [Cries of" Reo<Ylllar order!''] 
:l't!r. BAYNE. The regular order is the motion to adjourn. 
1\fr. 'VHITE. · I move the House adjourn. 
1\Ir. ATHERTON., That is not good faith. 
The SPEAKER Docs the gentleman from Massachusetts yield to a 

motion to adjourn? 
:Mr. ANDERSON. Yes, he does. 
1\fr. HANNEY. I yield to the motion to adjourn. I think the House 

ought to adjourn. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the House will not adjourn, butwill settle 

this case to-night. To-morrow we will have the tariff bill up, and there 
"-ill be no time to consider this ease. 

Mr. WHITE. Debate is not in order. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 

from Kentucky that the Honse do now adjourn. · 
The Honse divided; and there were-ayes 15, noes 49. 
So the Honse refused to adjourn. 
!51r. RANNEY. If! am right, and I desire to be on the facts stated, 

taking the law to be in the most i:worable light for contestant, the con­
testee was dulv electcu. 

Mr. HOOKER. I ask the gentleman from :Massachusetts to indicate 
some time when he proposes to close his siue of the en.se. 

Mr. RANNEY. I diu not hear what the honorable gentleman from 
Mississippi said. I propose to proceed in my own way anu in my own 
time. If the House compels us to sit here to-night at this late hour, 1 
mmt argue this case in the best way I can under the circumstances. 

Now, to restate it: The filet that ballots arc found :in the wrong box 
stan<ling alone is conclusively stateu by the best authorities that they 
shoulu be rejected. I repeat, you are not to presume it was by acciuent 
or mistake or fraud, but you must find it affirmatively proveu to have 
been such. That is the most liberal doctrine as qualified by the au­
thor citeu. The law is founded in reason as a safeguard in the interest 
of pure elections and to prevent fraud, and its principle is a vital one. I 
say again, there is nothing to show it was by accident or mistake, and 
not perfectly consistent with fraud; anu, notwithstanding what is as­
serted, I respectfully challenge any man on this floor to cito anything 
from the record which relieves the case from the condemnation which 
the law imposes. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I pass to another class of >otes. ·we are coming 
to more minute detail, which may be important if th~ contestant is not 
already disposed of by the other, which I have discussed at snch length. 
There is a miscellaneous class of >otes. I see that the majority in their 
report state a man by the name of Patrick O'Connor, who voted for con­
testee, was an imbecile. What is the evidence? They call a farmer­
not a physician, not an expert-and he says that be had the appearance 
of a man of unsound mind, that he stuttered and spluttered an\1, did not 
seem to understand. And that is the only evidence they refer to, and 
that is about the whole substance of it. Another man of the same name 
in 1875 was under guardianship, we are told. There is no evidence he 
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was the same man, but I presume he was. What is the state of the 
fact':!? Just think of it. A lawyer by the name of Bow lcs and another 
man by the name of Ha\cns, respectable and intelli9ent men, toook that 
.alleged imbecile before Judge Blanchard, of the circmt court, in October, 
the montll preccuing this election, and signed as a witness and swore to 
the requisite ccrtiiicatc to get him naturalizeu, and th~ judge, Blanch.: 
.a.nl, a<lministercd the oath, and g:1Ye him hi~ ccrtificlte of naturaliza­
tion. These men who took him there were politieal frien<la of the con­
testant, Greenback Dcmocmb:!. They knew him intimately and well, 
livc<l in the same town, and they took him before the judge of the cir­
-cuit court au<l swore to the facts, and the ju<lge administered the oath 
and ru.ttumlized him, and he rccei\cd his certificate, and about a fort­
night aft.er tllut cn.st hi'"l vote., aml no man in that township where he 
was so well known challenged hL'> vote. 

He >oted for the contestee, anll that, I presume, tllCy think ia suffi­
cient e\idence of his insanity or imbecility. If he had voted the other 
woy contestant would notperha.ps have ::;et up this claim, and he would 
ha.>e beon hclcl to be a Round and a sane man. Indeed, the witnesses 
who got him naturalize<l do not swear that he was an imbecile. 

l\Ir. BRU~Il\I. Lot me ask the gentleman if the qncstion of insanity 
ig a question pertinent in the naturalization of any person'! That issue 
wns not tried at all. 

Mr. RANNEY. Imbecility. Do you suppo:se that any respectable 
Il!lan would take a driveling idiot, as you would have us believe this 
Illilln to ha\e been, before the judge of the cirouit court and swear as 
i.hey are required to swea'r in that case. I wish I had it here to show 
you what wns required oftbe witnesses and the subject. 

Mr. RRU:MM. But the gentleman does not answer the question. 
.Mr. RANNEY. I do not believe that any man would take an insane 

llerson, an idiot, an imbecile to a judge to have him naturalized. .And 
to get him naturalized for the purpose of getting him to >otc for the 

·COntestau~. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. He could not take the oath if he was insane. 
~1r. RANNEY. He could not take the oath; an imbecile or an in­

.sane person could not take the oath because it would not be binding 
upon him. He could not understand it. The law presumes that a man 
is competent to understand the nature of au oath. Au in._<;ane man or 
an imbecile could not be legally naturalized. 

Mr. CURTIN. 'Vas he adjudged to be insane? 
1\Ir. RA.N.NEY. I do not know that he was. There is a record here 

made in JHay, 1875, ancl if he was insane tl1en he could have got over 
it in the intcrYcning time. 

:Mr. CUUTIN. Unle8s he was adjudged insane the argument goes 
for nothing. 

l\I r. STOCKSLAGER. Let me ask the gentleman if the rule of law 
ic; not that where a state of facts is once sl1own to exic;t it is presumed 
to exist until the contrary is shown? 

J\Ir. CUfl.TIN. Thn,t is it exactly. 
Mr. HANNEY. If he was competent to take an oath like that, and 

~e. <.lid take it aml th~n did. as he was requested in the matter of voting, 
1t 1.9 a good proof of his samty. The fact that he voted for contestee is 
not evidence of insanity. The men who got him naturalized to >Ote 
must hu>c seen and known that he was not au imbecile. 

1\Ir .• JACOBS. Tlmt is not quite fair, judge. 
. Mr. RANNEY. I do not know whet~er it is or not, but it is a. sig­

mficant and rompetent fact; and there lS no evidence whateYer of his 
in&'Ulit.y except the testimony of a farmer in reference to it. There is 
no e\idcnce of a physichtn or of an expert whose evid once would be com­
]lCtent to slww the fhct. There is no testimony whate\e.r of a person 
·competent to determine the fact. 

Thd disposes of him, and the presUl1lption tlnt he was a qualified 
-voter is n,1mostconc:lusive. Besides, the judges of election, knowing the 
·m:m, anrl being ~_;ood citizens living in the same town with him, accepted 
nis vote as a. Yahd vote and allowed it without question. No one chal­
lenged him, bntpermittedhim to vote and it was counted. Mere weak­
-ne.':<-'1 of mind does not destroy a man's vote. If it ditl a great many 
would not lmve the opportunity of casting their voiles. 

The ~ext a.llege~.l illegal voter is 1\lr. Gumsey. They say he lived in 
.Centreville., but he ca~t his vote in John's Township. The claim is 
~nse~l on Gu;n~ey's o~ testimony. He went when two years old to 
hve m Johns Townsh1p, and that became his home. He swears that 
he ahY~1YB lived there, and never intended to change his residence or 
~ome 1rom there and that h~ had not done it. He was cotmty Ruper­
n~tcnde~t of sol10ols, aml was ~way a part of the time spending it at 
·Ccnt.re\illt•. The January beiore the election he was workincr at Cen­
treville on a newspaper, and went there and staid about half his time 
but lw still kept his home·in John's Township. Hereeo(J'nized that a~ 
hls Lome; kept hi8 rOOJ?- th~re, his clothes and his libr~ry. Now, a 
man uoe.r.; not change his residence unless he actually moves away with 
the intention of changing his domicile· to another place and does so. 
'This man s"':eun~ that ~e di~ not ll?tend to leave John's Township; that 
he .regardet~ 1t and r~tamed 1t as his. home, and yet his vote is rejected 
.as illegal without a tithe of other eVIdence. Then there are four minors 
who ha~ come to this country quite young. They say they were not 
nnturahze(l. Now, if the father of tl;lese was natnmlized that was 
.enongh. They say, one of them sa.id, that h-E father told hlm two or 

three years before he died that be hn.d never been naturalizetl, ancl an 
inference drawn from that hean;a.y statement; not under oath, was 
that the father had never been naturalized. Rut there was time enough 
in those two or three years for him to secure his naturalization; and if 
the ftther was naturalized it was sufficient if the boy was a minor at 
the time. Anothet· swears he was, or thiuks be wa.s, pn.st 21 years of 
age wllen his father was naturalizetl. But he did not state what hia 
nge was or when his f.\thcr was naturalized. That was the condition 
of some of these others. 

I will not take the time of the Hom5c to allude to them all. But 
there were fi:re >otcs standing in tha.t position. The e\idence is wholly 
inadequate. I state this, too, as a. proposition which will not be de­
nied: One man comes forward and swears tha·t he was an illegal voter 
and >otecl for contestee illegally. He is presumed to know the law, 
and knew if he did what he says he ditl that he had 'iolated it by vot­
ing wheJJ he had no right to >ote. Now, I ask, if you will take and 
rely upon that man's ·uncorroborated e>idence, alleging as he does his 
own turpitude and \iolation of the law? I state this as a fair proposi­
tion oflaw, that if a man shows by his own evidence that he violated 
the law and committed a criminal offense., he is not to be credited, as 
a general rule. If he swears to the commission of an act of moral and 
legal turpitude to a >iolation of the law, that is sufficient to destroy 
his credit whe.n he goes further ancl swears that he voted for the con­
testee. 

1t1r. BRUltBL Does the gentlemanfrom 1\Ia:::.sachusetts contendyou 
must prove a negati\e in a case of that kind? 

Mr. RANNEY. The law presumes every vote cast ia legal, and it is 
to be so taken until the contrary thereof is pro>ed by competent and 
credible eYidence. 

Mr. BRUMM. Until the contrary is pron·n. 
1\:Ir. RANNEY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BRUl\DL Does not Hanson say this? I read from the testi-

mony: 
Interrogatory i. 'Vbere is your father? 
Answer. l\Iyf!ither is dead . 
Int. 8. 'Vere you ever naturalized? 
A. No,sir. 
Int. 9. 'Vus your father naturalized before you became of age? 
A. No, sir; but he mado his declaration of intention of becoming a citizen. 
Int. 10. " ras your father ever fully naturalized? 
A. No, sir. 

Then he goes on justin that same strain; and in re..:,crard to the others 
the e-vidence ic; just as plain as that. 

Mr. RANNEY. I do not yield to the gentleman except for a ques­
tion. What thegentl0111ansaysshowshowmenwill getalongwho only 
read half of the endence on a point. 

Mr. BRUMM. I read what wns e..<~Sential. I do :aotwant to take up 
time. 

Mr. RANNEY. This man says be only knew his father was not nat­
uralized because hia father told him so two or three years before he 
died. He had no knowledge about it. It is mere hearsay at best. 

Mr. BRAGG. \Vhat proof was there he was naturalized? 
Mr. HANNEY. The record. 
l\Ir. BI{U:M:M:. Here is what he says on thut subject: 

Interrogatory 12. In what year did your father die? 
Answer. In tlle year 187!> . 
Int. 13. 'Vas that after you became of age? 
A. Yes, Rir. 
Jut. 14. How old 'vcro you when he died? 
A. I was twenty-three yean; of age. 

It was after he became of aga 
1t1r. BRAGG. Wbere do they keep the records of those not natu­

ralized? 
l\Ir. RA~TNEY. I suppose where your party, the Democratic party, 

is accustomed to keep them. They keep the run of them at least pretty 
well, to say nothing more. 

. Now, I do not want to he interrupted if a.H this i'! to come out of my 
time. 

Mr. BUCHAN A~.,... \Vill the gentleman allow me to aRk him just 
one question? 

l\Ir. RANNEY. I will hear one more question. 
1t1r. BUCHANA.t~. Is it an admitted tact that these men were for-

eign born? Is that admitted? . 
Mr. RANNEY. The only e\idence in this .whole matter as to each 

man's vote is his own oath-the oath of a man who is alleging his own 
turpitude, his own tiolation of law; an ignorant, an unknown man, an 
alleged foreign-born man, who swears to the commission of a serious 
offense. 

l\1r. B"VCHAN.AN. 'Vhcn a man is foreign-born, then the burden of 
proof is on him to show naturalization either of himself or his father. 

l\Ir. RANNEY. The law is >erypl.ain tha.t when a man"s vote is re­
ceived he is presumed to ha>e been naturalized, if need be. That is 
conceded as undoubted law. You start with that presumption and 
must meet it with proof of the contrary before the vote can be invali­
dated. In this case the only evidence in one instance is that this man's 
father told him two or three ye.:'\rs before be died that he was not nat­
uralized . 

Mr. BRAGG. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 
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~Ir. RANNEY. I will yield for one more question. 
llr. BRAGG. I want to k.now why the presumption did not obtn.in 

for those who cast their votes which the directors of election deposited 
in the wrong box-why the presumption is that they were illegal votes? 
Why does not the presumption attn.ch that all things are presumed to 
be lightly done and properly received and that the man exercises the 
franchise properly, so that the man shall not be cheated of his franchise 
by an inspector depositing his vote in the wrong box? 

Mr. RANNEY. I did not yield to the gentleman for a speech. The 
gentleman is too good a lawyer to require an answer to a question like 
that. 

Mr. BRAGG. That is the easiest way to answer the question. 
Mr. RANNEY. When the fa.ct is patent, when a manputthese bal­

lots in the wrong box, there is no presumption of law he put them in 
the right box. 

Mr. BRAGG. But is it not the intent of the voter that should con­
trol, rather than the box in which his ballots are deposited? 

Mr. RANNEY. The law is what I ha>e smted it to be. If in the 
wrong box, it is no vote unless the same is made so by other independent 
evidente, and mistake or a.ccident is not to be presumed. If we are to 
go upon presumption merely, you may commit any amount of fraud 
in that way and it will not be in the power of any one to pro>e it, and 
votes could be easily duplicated. That is a sufficient answer to that 
question. 

Now, I "Was saying this, that other evidence than that of the flagrant 
violation of the law is necessary to satisfy me of the requisite fa.cts. 
If a man is self-confes£edly bad enough to commit such an offense, he 
is bad enough to falsify. The man who ·will commit such an offense 
as that and comes alleging his O\\~ turpitude in >oting at all can not 
be believed when he goes further and says he >oted for !Ir. Cutts. H~ 
is more likely to ha>e voted for the other party. At any rate I can not 
believe him when uncorroborated. Hence I say the seven alleged illegal 
votes cast for coutestee are not sustained by competent and credible 
evidence. 

Now, I have only one other point to present. If these >otes arc re­
jected, then there are ten clearly illCc,o-al votes proved here as cast for 
contestant as I have shown in this report, and that makes contestee's 
majority thus far 10. I now come to the alleged illegal votes of the 
colored men. We have been told that this is a fact, and I mustdiscuss 
the issue in order to co>er the case. 

Mr. ATHERTON. Will the gentleill!Ul allow me to ask him one 
question? 

Mr. RANNEY. 'Vell, let u.s have it. 
:h'Ir. ATHERTON. I wish to ask the gentleman whether, in the 

meeting of the Committee on Elections, the next meeting before the 
b.st one, the gentleman did not state in the presence of the full com­
mittee that in his opinion the only question that governed this contest 
was Whether that colored vote was legal or not, and that in his opinion 
there was no other r1uestion worth considering? 

Mr. RANNEY. If I saiu that, then I misled my frienu. 
~Ir. ATHERTON. I ask the gentleman whether he said! it or not? 
Mr. llANNEY. I may have said about that, or something near i t. 
Mr. ATHEHTON. Well, how near it? 
Mr. RANNEY. Oh, keep quiet; do not get offendcu. 
Mr. ATHERTON. Well, when I ask a question am I not entitled 

to an answer? 
1\ir. HANNEY. I will ·answcr your question, but in my own "Way, 

and I will answer it fully and without evasion. Before the sub-com­
mittee had examined this case it had been alleged that the turning 
point in the case, and the main point., was the legality of the colorid 
votes. And I did state, with my then knowledge of the c..'lSe, that that 
question would determine the case; and it would hn.ve determined itif 
it had been found in favor of the contestee. 

1!Ir. ATHERTON. Was not that said after you hau met in yonr sub­
committee at least six times, and was it not said just before the last 
meetingofthe committee? Anddidnotthegentleman'sowncolleagues, 
two of his own party, state that that was the only question they had 
considered, because the gentleman from .Massachusetts [1\Ir. RANNEY] 
had said that was the only question worth considering? 

Mr. RANNEY. The only trouble in this case is that my learneu 
friend on the other side and a couple of gentlemen on my side who ha,·e 
not examined the case have been under a hallucination all the time. 
And if I said that, I was under the &!JOe mistake at that time. But it 
is not true; and upon flll'ther examination I so found it, and tried to 
show the ~entleman the othP-r issues in the case. . 

Mr. ATHERTON. "'"'ho was it that labored under a hallucination 
about it? 

Mr. RANNEY. The hallucination is entirely on your side, as I am 
trying to demonstrate .. 

!Ir. ATHERTON. What light hasthegentlemangotsincethattime? 
Mr. RANNEY. I do not think it is very proper for a gentleman to 

state what was done in the committee-room, to give the conversation 
between gentlemen discussing and arguing a question there in the course 
of the investigation, and quote that here in this House. I never have 
done it, and I never sh:lll. · 

Mr. ATIIERTON. The gentleman need not have answered the ques-

tion if he did not want to. I wanted to see if he was frank enough to 
say frankly what he said. 

Mr. RANNEY. I have said so, and if the case turns en that i-t will 
determine it; but I do not think it does. It matters not what any one 
gentleman of this committee may ha>e said, or what I have said before 
or after a full examina.tion and consideration. I say this, that this case 
was never thoroughly examined by myself in all its details until the 
committee >oted upon it under the circumstances I have stated. The 
question is not what I have said, but what the facts are, and I shall 
not spend any time on ·that. If 1he gentleman was ptisled by any 
mistaken remarks of mine, I am sorry for it. 

I come now directly to the point which I had reached when inter­
rupted. What is the claim? It is that there were 23 illegal colored, 
votes. Now, that matter has not been dealt with fairly. It is true· 
there is a great conflict of evidence as to whether the crowd of colored 
people-they are called ''a crowd '' in the record, and I adopt your des­
ignation-went to Iowa on the 1st day of May or the 15th day of May. 
If they went thereon the 1st d.uyofl\:laytheywere voters; iftheywent 
on the 15th day of .May they were not voters. 

It has been industriously circulated tl1a.t there was a fraud on ih& 
part of men in getting colored people to Iowa; that they were coloniz­
ing, and all that, and the people began to think so. But when you ex­
amine it there pro>es to ha>e been no truth in it. There were at best 
only seven men in the company which arrived in May. 

I am not going to deal with the evidence as to this number, for I told 
the gentleman [.Mr. PAUL] that he might leave that out of the case. 
I conceded those >otes in my report, and if the gentleman had hcar<.Ut 
he would have so found. There is evidence conflicting and contradict­
ory, and it is impossible to t;et at the truth satisfactorily. There are 
twelvewitnesseswho havesworn to a falsehood and committed perjury 
if they did not come there on the 1st of May, or if there were not two. 
crowds of them. But for the purpose of the argument I will concede 
that the six or seven of these voters-take the seven which they claim­
were ill~rral. That reduces the seventeen majority, which is the m.ar­
jority on my theory to that oxtont, by seven. Now, I say there is no. 
etidcnce beyond that that this House can :~ely on to prove any more 
illegal colored votes. 

They found sixteen besides the said seven already conceded; but as 
to two of these men, Burks and Woodford, there is not a particle of 
evidence they ever came from Virginia when they came, and I chn.llenge 
any gentleman to cite any. If gentlemen 'Will turn to my report or t<> 
the record they will find that the only evidence on this point comes 
from l\Iajor Shumate. 

Now, the value of eviuence depends first upon whether the witness 
has personal knowledge of the facts he attempts to swear to; second, 
whether he recollect<.~ the facts; and third, whether he can be believcU. 
in what he says. The eifurt is made to show on the evidence of ~iajor 
Shumate that tl1crc were twenty-three illegal vote rast in all. I want 
the House to see where l\fajor Shumate stands. He had taken these 
parties of negroes from Virginia, cn.ch party embrucing sixty or eighty, 
making three hundred or four hundred men. He took them to Iowa 
and locateu them in the mines. Only about oue hundred of them 
>oted. The uncontradicted evidence is that Major Shumate endeav­
ored to induce three of them to go and vote illegally . He was aDem­
ocrat himself and there were several Democrat<.~ among the negroes­
\\7Jlcn he tried to indnce t.hem to >ote they were more honest than l'te 
was, for they declined. He told them it dill not make any diffurcnce 
if' they had not been in Iowa more thn.n a few days. Thi" is the man: 
who has tried to show that there were illegal voters. Major Shumate­
"Was at the mines when those men went in wagons to the polls to vote. 
He lmew who went, because he was urging three or four more to go. 
After tl1c election wa.q over and the question arose whether any l1ad 
voted illegally, he stated (I will read from the evidence of .Major Shu­
mate)--

[Here 1he hammer fell.] . 
Mr. CALKINS. I rise for the purpose of ascertaining whetl1er we 

can have any understanding about the length of this debate. I address 
myself particularly in the first place to the gentleman from Massachu­
setts (Mr. RANNEY.] 

.Mr. RANNEY. I would be very glad. if the gentleman would give 
meafew minutes of his time. 

Mr. CALKINS. How much time altogether for your side? 
1\Ir. RANNEY. I said two hours. 
Mr. CALKL.'{S. One hour has been exhausted. 
Several MEl\ffiERS. Let us vote now. 
ltlr. CALKINS. Let me make a 09unter proposition. If the pre­

vious question be now ordered there will be after that one hour, ot 
which I am willing to yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
.Massachusetts. Will that be sufficient? 

~ir. RANNEY. Fifteen minutes will do for me; but there are two. 
other gentlemen who wish to speak. 

Mr. Ir.ELTZHOOVER. Who are they? 
Mr. RANNEY. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. McCom] and the-­

gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PETTIBONE]. 
Mr. BRUMM. Let us vote on the question now, without any more· 

talk. 
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Mr. RANNEY. You can not crowd this case through in that-way. 
Mr. CALKINS. I wish to make a statement. This is the last seri­

<>usly contested election case remaining undisposed of, except one. Now, 
I do think that if we are to dispose of this c:lSe we must make some ar­
mngement about the time to be occupied in further discussion. I sub­
mit whether one hour longer will not be sufficient, I yielding fifteen 
minutes,ofthat time to the gentleman from Massachusetts [l\1r. RAN­
NEY] after the previous question is orderell? That is the proposition 
I submit to the House and to the other side. I want to be perfectly 
fair. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I said when we started this discussion we 
were to conclude this case in one-half hour-that we were to take one­
half hour against the gentleman's hom· and a half. I am sure that 
should be satisfactory to the other side. 

1\fr. CALKINS. Suppose we yield thirty minutes-fifteeu minutes 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts and fifteen to the gentleman 
from Tenne...~ee [Mr. PETTIDONE]. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. We propose to give them all they want. 
'Ye ·want but little time. 

l\1r. PETTIBONE. I will yield my half hour to the gentleman from 
l\Iassach usetts. 

1\fr. CALKINS. A half hour is the entire time. 
Mr. PETTIBO~"'"E. I yield all my time to Judll'e RA...'\NEY. 
Mr. BELTZIIOOVER. I am williD.g to yield ;}) the time but the 

half hour to eonclude~ 
Mr. CALKINS. How will that do, Judge RAXXEY-half of the 

hour after the previous question is ordered? 
1\ir. RANNEY. I will say this: As my associ'l.te, the gentlcm..'l.n 

from Iowa [Mr. Tno~tPao~], is not able' to be here, I think his colleague 
[Mr. 1\fcCom] should have an opportunit.y to be heard. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. As I ha...-c said, I yield my time to the gentleman 
from MaMachusetts. 

1\lr. HAZELTON. How much do you claim? 
Mr. PETTIBONE. Half an hour. 
:Mr. SPRINGER. Let us close the debate in half an hour. 
~Ir. CALKINS. With that understanding v.ill that be satis.fuctol)" 

to my colleague on the committee? 
1\Ir. RANNEY. I do not think this case ought to boorowded through 

in this way. 
Mr. SPHINGER. We have to debatethe tariff to-morrow. 
Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. It is now 1 o'clock, and we will prob­

ably uo up to-morrow night, and I suggest that we come to a vote and 
dispose of this question at once. 

1\Ir. RANNEY. I do not wish to tr~J>ass upon the time of the House 
lonrrer than I can help. 

1\Y.;. PAGE. I move the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. IIAZELTON. Oh, no; let us settle this to-night. 
Mr. RANNEY. I would like to go on in the morning. 
:r.-1r. CALKINS. That is impossible. For the purpose of testing the 

sense of the House, and I do not think the gentleman from Massa­
chusetts seriously objects, I suggest that the previous question be 
considered as ordered after thirty minutes, to be disposed of a.s he sees 
fit. 

:!Ir. BELTZHOOVER. That leaves us thirty minutes. 
Mr. HAZELTON. I want ten or :fifteen minut.es. 
Mr. CALKINS. i will yield it to you. 
:Ur. WIIITE. Does the gentleman propose to take a vote to-night? 
:Mr. CALKINS. I do not. · 
Mr. HAZELTON. Is there an hour left after the previous question 

is ordered? 
Mr. CALKINS. I understand that half an hour is now to be taken 

by \the gentleman from ~iassachusetts, and half au hour reserved for 
my colleagues on the committee. . 

The SPEAKEU.. Objection is made to that. 
Mr. CALKINS. I will demand the previous question, then. 
1\Ir. RANNEY. I do not· think it fair to order the previous question 

now. 
The SPEAKER. After the previous question is ordered no further 

-debate will he allowed. 
Mr. CALKL.'l"S. If we are not to be allowed an hour after the pre­

vious question I withdmw it. I ain unwilling to do anything in this 
cnse that is not strictly honorable. I am under instruction by the.com­
mittoe to ur"'e the decision of each of these cases. I must do It on 
honor. [Cries of "Vote!"] I am in honor bound to do it ~tho?t re­
.t;a.rd to its political significance. [Applause.] I ask now m f~uncss 
and justice, because every gentleman on the floor knows if th1~ case 
go~ over until to-morrow that is the end of it, that before we adjourn 
tl.us evening the previous question shall be ordered and the vote can 
then be taken to-morrow. I ask by unanimous consent that all further 
debate he closeu in one hour. 

1\ir. MOTIHISON. I object. 
Mr. RAN.;,.JEY. I understand thatthegentlemanpropo.5eS that three­

quarters of an hour shall be allowed on this side. 
1\Ir .. MORRISON. I object to this arrangement; I do not like such 

. bat'g"..uns to put one mn.n iu anu put another man out. 
li1r. CALKINS. This is not n bargain--

l!Ir. HAZELTON. Suppose the chairman of the committee prom· 
ises 1\lr. RA..~NEY and Mr. PETTIBONE each one-half hour to finish the 
argument on their side and then moves the previous question, leaving 
the hour to the other sid~. 

1\Ir. CALKINS. I think this can be n.rranged now. The gentle-
man from Tennessee can take the floor. 

M:r. WffiTE. Let us adjourn and go home. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee is recognized. 
1\Ir. PETTIBONE. I propose to accord the time allowed to me, one­

half hour, to my a.ssociate, Judge RA~NEY. 
Mr. RANNEY. I am very sorry, M:r. Speaker, to detain the House, 

but desiring to cover the other branch of the case, I was proceeding to 
state that this contestant rests his case here exclusively on the evidence 
of l\1ajor Shumate as to the alleged twenty-three illegn,l colored votes. 
Conceding seven of them there would be still sL~teen left, and I was 
calling attention toUr. Shumate to see whether he was a credible wit­
ness. I Wish to show exactly what he s:1ys himself and that he shows 
himself to be entirely unreliable. I have stated one fact already in refer­
ence to the matter. Now I shall proceed to read a portion of his testi­
mony found on p~ge 402 of this report, which I was about to read when 
my hour expired: 

Interrogatory. Did you say that those who voted were legal voters? 
Answer. No, sir; I did say repeatedly that there were more men than voted. 
Int. Do you know W, A. Lindly? 
A. I do, sir; cashier of the bank. 
Int. Did you have a conversation with him about the month of April, 1881, at. 

the Osknloosa National Bank and soon after you returned from Virginia in that. 
month, in which you said to him in response to a question that you were ac­
quainted with all of the colored men at the mines and that those who voted were 
legal voters nnd had o. right to vote, and that the charge that any of them had 
voted illegally was entirely unfounded, or words to that effect? 

A. I had a conversation with 1\Ir. Lindly with reference to the charge of ille­
gal voting, to the eiTeot that the charge of illegal voting was false, and from my 
information not all voted that had a right to vote, and from my information that 
the charge was false, for I ne,·er knew how many men did vote, but with refer­
ence to several conversations I had I hn.ve invariably made the same statement, 
according to the best of my information. 

Here was a man who ought to know and who assumed to know, who 
stated after the election wns over and the contest had begun that in­
stead of those being illegal votes not all of the colored men voted who 
had a right to vote. He either falsified then or falsifies now. Stand­
ing alone he is discredited. 

In the next place Major Shumate is impeached as to his recollection 
and impeached as to his truthfulness; anu yet you seek on this man's 
evidence alone to prove the illegality of these votes. But he does not 
prove it. Gentlemen can not look at the evidence in this case or heax 
the discussion of it and place any credit in what he says at hest. Gen­
tlemen complain loudly on this floor about tl1e tact tha.t the evidence in 
the case is not exa.mined by the committee or that the men who are to 
act upon the case do not hear the evidence. I wonder how many of 
you gentlemen here llave read this evidence. How many of you have 
looked at it even to inform yourself about these facts? If you have not 
then I ask yon to turn to this evidence of 1\f.r. Shnp1ate quoted in the 
record. You will find the evidence. proves no such thing as is alleged. 
There are but two of these men out of the sixteen that he claims to ha-ve 
known at alL He did not pretend to know personally any more than 
those two of them; he could not swear when they came to Iowa, and 
there is not a tittle of proof in this case when these sixteen men came 
to Iowa except that his evidence covers six of them. That statement 
can be verified if gentlemen will take the trouble to examine the testi­
mony for themsel-ves. 

In my report I take the case of Randolph Willis. They say he is one 
of those who did not come there with either of the firRt three parties. 
That is what Major Shumate says himself and that is all he says a.s to hlm.. 
But he did not sary that he came with any party that was brought there 
from Virginia. Another witness swe-ars from personal knowledge that 
he came before April 4. So also of four others. He says they did not • 
come in either of the first three parties. He does not say he ever knew 
them or e-ver had any acquaintance with them, or that they came to 
Iowa with any of the parties he knew. The evidence of Neill is that 
there were twelve or fifteen of the negroes there before any came from 
Virginia at all. And then there are seven out of the sixteen who did 
not appear to have been in Virginia in their li-ves, unless the man named 
Foster is relied on. lie is impeacheu, and the other side will surely 
not claim anything from whn.t he says, for I do not think contestant 
will want that part of the evidence referred to or discussed by anybody. 

That is the only evidence then, Mr. Speaker, on which they rely for 
these sixteen votes. There is no evidence at all as to two of them. 
One came before April 4. No evidence covers them, except as to six, 
and they rest on the evidence of one discredited witness. 

I have hcen obliged thus hurrie<lly to state what I regard as the sa,.. 
~icnt points of this ca.oo:;e. Necessarily the statement is curtailed in many 
Important respects. I do not propose to take up the time of the House 
in discus.~ug this n;n..tter in all of its details any further, but if any gen· 
tleman will take t1me to read this evidence h.s it is contained in my re-­
port there is not a member on this floor that would stake his reputation 
upon an assertion that the c~aim is sustained as to any one of the six­
teen. Besides that the evidence shows that this man, Major Shumate, 
is contradicted and discredited through and through. And yet you 
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seek to oust a man from his seat on t.estimony of such a man, contra­
dicted time and time Rorrain by numerous witnesses, and when his own 
evidence at best is weak and ilimsy. I only care to ha;•e this case prop­
erly presented to the House in behalf of this contestee. 

It seems perfectly plain on this exhibition of facts that there is no 
evidence on which you can unseat hlm. 'Vhy, I believe that there is 
not a gentlemen on that side of the House who, if the position of the 
parties was re>ersed in this case, would e>er think of >oting in fa>or 
of unseating the sitting member. If the parties were re>ersed, and 
such a proposition had been reported as the majority report contains, 
we should ha>e an outcry about partisanship and outrage such as comes 
from the other side always when one of their side of the House is to 
suffer. · 

It is all right when the sufferer is on the other side of the House., and 
curses turn to praise for any man who finds in their fa,vor. I do not 
want gentlemen who disagree with mo, or gentlemen upon the other 
side, to lose the opportunity of discussing the question if they wish, 
and to refute any one of my statements. 

I must call the attention of the House, howe>er, to some other things 
which contradict and serve to o>erthrow .1\Iajor Shumate as a witness. 
All of these alleged ill~o-al Yoters were challenged at the polls when 
they appeared to >ote. They were challenged as not qualified. E>ery 
one was required to take an oath, and every one did take the oath 
under the statute, wherein he distinctly swore he was a legal >oter and 
had resided in Iowa over six months. We ha>e all the sixteen >oters 
taking this oath solemnly and openly. You must :find that e>ery one 
of those men committed perjury, and this on the fiimsiest kind of evi­
dence of one man alone, who happens to have a white skin and is 
proved to be far from white otherwise. Besides being contradicted 
throughout, and to have been grossly in error as to most e>erything 
else, he is impeached as having a bad reputation for>eracity. Twenty 
to thirty witnesses, white and black, so testify, from a town where he 
had lived two years. 

He was a Democrat in politics and not friendly to the contestee. Un­
less he is a man of most wonderful memory, a prodigy that has got a 
system of mnemonics that should go into the books, it was utterly im­
possible for him to remember the names of all the 300 or 400 negroes 
whom he brought from Vir:;inia. And he did not remember them, as 
is shown when he ia put to the crucial test. The names were put into 
his mouth by a leading question in each case, and he i'3 not asked if he 
knows such a man, what acquaintance he has had with him, whether 
he came from Virginia, and in what lot he came; but they take a 
man's name from a poll-list and sa.y, "How about that name?" He 
says he did not come with the :first, second, or thlrd lot, for instance: 
without being able to tell when he came. And yet you are going to 
ha>e that as proof that the man did come with him, when he does not 
s-w:ear that he eYer came with him or ever saw him or had any acquaint­
ance with him; and the man is only identified by a correspondence in 
name as taken from the poll-list. It is clear to my mind and must be 
clear to every fair-minded man that no one except him who only seeks 
some excuse for :finding for contestant, or deems it better to do so as a 
matter of political policy, can say the claim of contestant is sustainen 
by competent and credible proof sufficient to o>ercome the presump­
tions of law in favor of the legality of the sixteen votes in question, 
fortified as they are by the oaths of the >oters themselves. It is not 
enough to leave the question in doubt, as contestee is protected by a 
formidable wall of presumptions. It can not be done, for other reasons 
already urged, without ignoring the law and precedents as held and set 
in this House. 

I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman from Iowa [Ur. 
l!cCom]. 

~1ESS.AGE FROM Tl!E SE..."'\ .ATE. 

A message from the Senate (at 12.45 a. m., Sa.turday), by :Mr. SYMP­
soY, one of its clerks, informed the House that the Senate had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeinz >otes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the lnll (H. R. 
5538) to reduce internal taxation. 

ELECTIOY CONTEST--cOOK VS. CUTIS. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. McCom] is enti­
tled to the remainder of the time of the gentleman from ~Iassachusetts, 
which is twenty minutes. 

Mr. UcCOID. l\Ir. Speaker, I do not intend to att.empt to follow the 
gentleman from Massachusetts in dic;;cussing that part of the evidence 
in this case outside of the colored >ote. 

I do not see how this House can :find for the contestee with these three 
conceded facts: First, that it is the law, as laid down by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, of which there is not any question, that when >otes 
are found in the wrong box they shall not be counted, unle.'lS there is 
evidence affirmatiYely that it was a mistake. I ask to enforce that one 
point for a moment. There is not any evidence here of the number of 
voters at those precincts of Keota and Douglas. Nobody in this House 
knows how many men voted at those polls. The tally-lists are not in 
evidence. If you allow the votes to be counted in this case that were 
found in the township box then you adopt a precedent that will clearly 
allow illegal votes to be count.ed in e>ery election; because the cl~ctor 

coming up to the box might vote for Congress in,a State box, might >otc 
for Congress in a township box, and >ote for Congress in a constitutional­
amendment box, as they had one at that election. 

Now, I ask anybody who claims these >otes ought to be conn ted how 
do you know that they were all cast by men who voted for Congress in 
the State hox? "\'rnat evidence have you for it? What evidence have 
you that these men who voted the tickets put in the township box did 
not also >ote the same tickets in the State box and the constitutional­
amendment box, if put there? There is not any evidence. You have not 
got tho tally-list. You do not know how many men >oted. You can 
not compare it there. 

If one >ote might have been duplicated in a State box and another 
in a township box by the same personand you counted ·them illegally, 
all of the.<;c might have been the same. Not only is this view of the 
law sustained by the two precedents in the Rouse and the decision in 
Michigan, but it is good, sound doctline and must be sustained if you 
want to protect the ballot-box from illegal >otes. 

Again, that it was duplicate voting by design is eYidcnccll by one· 
fact. In the election in the six:th Congressional district oflowa there were 
found in the wrong box only two ballots for t.bc contestee, Ur. Cutts; 
only two in the whole district., I believe. If I am wrong I would like 
to be correeten. One or two ballots are the only ballots found for Cutts 
in the wrong ballot-box in all that district. There were found thirty­
three Congressional ballots in the township boxes in that district for 
the contestant, Cook. Thn.t shows that those on that side of the ~le 
mad.e these mistakes, and in townships where the election officers were 
all of that political party. That, therefore, would tend to proye that 
it was not a mi'3take, but a designed nuplicate voting in the wmng 
boxes. 

Now, you ought to tlll'ow out all the Congressional >otes found in the 
township boxe.s, as the law directs. This House can not on principle 
>ote to count the thirty-three Congre.'>Sional votes for Cook found in tlJ.e 
township boxes; and that would settle the whole case. 

Now, if that is not coiTect on the law and the eYidence in this casH, 
let some one answer it by evidence read here to-night from the testim<my 
in this case, pronng that there were enough voters at these polls to ac­
count not only for the >otes fountl in the State box but for the Con­
grcss1onal >otes found in the township boxes also. But that can not 
be done; there is no eYidcnce of that. I therefore say that every man. 
on both sides of tbig House can conscientiously >ote to exclude the 
thirty-three Congressional votes found in the township boxes. 

Now, as to other votes: I find in the evidence here on the part of the 
contestant, ::M:r. Cook, that he states that there was 1 >ote cast in Keokuk 
County for "Cutts," without any m01·e of his name, which nobody will 
du;·pute should be counted for Cutts. Then there are also conceded 
>otes by Joseph Fisher, William Dines, R. S. Pearson, C. F. Renaud, 
A. W. 'Mattox, and two others that were illegal. The contcstantagrees. 
that those 7 >otes should be deducted from his >ote. Those, with the 
votes that are proved to be illegal, make 22 >otes that should be taken. 
from his total official YOte. That is conceded in the argument, and that 
will make 18,109, leaVing a majority for Mr. Cutts of 27 votes. 

Now, the rest of this case depends upon the colored vote at Much­
achinock and Albia coal-mines. Nobody of course claims in this case, 
I am glad to state that, that there was any such thing as an importa­
tion of colored vot.es in the district and State to affect the election. The-
testimony is clear on that point. • 

Every colored man who was there moved ;into the State with ills 
familyto become a bonafide resident, and under the laws of the State 
he would become a >otcr after the proper length of residence-six 
months. 

Now I state this, and I thinlc that gcn lemon on the other side .will 
not dispute it, that the question in re~rd to this colored >pte is simply 
one of a conflict of evidence; a ca.•;;e of couilict of evidence alone. 

For instance, Major Slmmate went to Staunton, Virginia, to get somo­
colored laborers, and he brouo-ht t.hem on or sent them on as v.·as con­
veni,en~ about the 3<1 of ApriY, 1880. An<l it i'i pru>ed, an<l I agree­
to it, that on the 15th ofMayhcretumed witha..partyofnegrolaborero. 
The record.s of the railroad company show that they came upon certain 
cars to l\la.rshall, and 1rom !\IaT8hnJl down to ~Iucbachinock, where they 
worked. . 

Now, of that part.yt1mt came on the 15th of May-the names are given 
in eviuence-most of .them were women; hq.t few of them were men. 
Now, consider the periou of time and the distance of the journeyingR 
of this Major Shumate, who "\-Vas importinl? these la..borors as fast as he 
could go to and come from Staunton, Virgmia, and the time, the 3u or 
April to the 15th of May. 

The theory I have in this case, and I think it is fully susta.ined by 
the evidence, andnojurywonld reje<:tit., ig that there was an mterme­
dia:tepartywhichcame from Staunton, Virginia. Let us.see. Twent.y­
threc colored men went to the polls that fall. They were mstructed that, 
they should live in the State six months before they would become 
voters; they krnewwhat was required of them. And they held up their 
hands and swore that they had been residents of Iowa for six months, 
arriving in Iowa, as they necessarily must ha>e done, by the 1st of 
May, or before that time. 

:Major Shumate, who attended to this business for the railroad 'com-
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pany, in giving his testimony about a year after the event, having, as 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RANNEY] has said, shipped or 
sent to Iowa about six hundred men, testifying from memory alone, 
says at one point in his testimony that be thinks it was on the 15th of 
May that these men came to Iowa·; 1>eC.'tt1Sc be went to Virginia and 
happened to l>e there at the Uay term of the court. He found these 
men in town attending court, and engaged them and sent them to Iowa, 
makin(J' a quicker trip than usua.l, because offindingthesemenin town 
attendfnrr court. He fixes the 15th of l\byas the date when he brought 
these p~ple to Iowa; and the ·whole case ou the other side rests upon 
iliat. Now, the courts in Staunton, Virginia, arc hellton the third 1\ion­
da.y of the month; uncl if he got the:Je colored men at the May term of 
the court be got them after the 15th of l\Iay, and could nothavearri>cd 
with them iu Iowa on the 15th. 

No doubt Major Shumate tlid get the men, according to his recollec­
tion, at court time, hut it was the court of April instead of May, and 
the date was about the 25th or the 27th. It would thus appear there 
:was an intermedi.'tte visit of l\Iaior Shumate to Staunton between the 
3d of April and the 15th of 1\Iay. He went down to Staunton, found 
the men attending court, gathered them in, and sent them to Iowa per­
haps the 27th of April, arri>ing in Imm on or about the 1st of l\Iay; 
and when be had taken that })art.y to Iowa he returned to Staunton, 
got another party ready :mel returned to Iowa the 15th of 1\Ia.y:. It is 
perfectly reasonable and logic.'ll to suppose that this was the fact. 

Now, I assert-and I challenge anybody to produce evidence to th~ 
contrary-that there is nothing in this testimony which contradicts that 
theory of the case. If there was an intermediate visit to Staunton by 
Major Shumate the evidence ig reconciled. On this hypothesis the men 
who swore at the polls that they were electors, having arrived in Iowa 
on or before the 1st of May, told the truth. l\IaJor Shumate told the 
truth, but simply omitted one of his numerous visits to Staunton, Vir­
ginia. Upon this view of the case also the men who came upon the 
witness stand and swore that they arrived in Iowa on the 1st of l\Iay 
told the truth. The coincidence of there being a court held in Virginia 
at the time the party was collected to go to Iowa is a stubborn fact testi­
fied by your own witness. He says that he was there in court time, 
and you can not contradict him. This is better than all the rest of his 
testim~ny; it is a coincidence which he recollects; and it is a circum­
stance which could not be true upon the theory of the 15th of l\Iay being 
the time when he .arrived in Iowa with his party. 

Now, I ha.ve said this is a case of conflict of ev~dence. What is the 
conflict? It is l\Iajor Shumate against forty men, all men who swore 
their votes in at the polls against l\1ajorShumate. Someofthemcame 
on the stand in this case and contradicted the testimony of l\Iajor Slm­
mate that they arrived in Iowa on the 1st of May. 

1\fn.ior Shumate says that he took a party to Iowa on the. 15th of 1\fay, 
and that they could not ha.ve been there sooner, yet the pay-rolls of 
the coal comp:tny in Iowa who hired them show that some of the women 
who arc n.:1mcd as being in the party of the 15th of l\Iay-I do not 
know bow muny; five or six of them-worked twenty-four days in 
~lay aud were paid by the coal company for twenty-four days in that 
month. This could not be true and at the same time the testimony 
of Major Shumate be true. If this is di.<;puted, I invite anybody to 

. contradict me to show the evidence which controverts my statement. 
l\1r. JACOBS. Is there any evicleuce whate>er when those women 

came? 
1\Ir. 1\IcCOID. They are named iu the list of the party+· he says 

arri >eel on the 15th of 1\Iay. It is shown that some of the' - 'lamed 
as belonging to this party worked for the coal company twem.~ days 
in 1\f::l.y. Therefore they could not have arrived, as he says, on 1.... -;th. 
In this direct conflict of enuence you can not bclieYe one man ag... "lt 
the testimony of almost forty. 

l\I r. JACOBS. Did l\:lajor Shumate name a single wolllll.ll who arrived 
on the 15th of 1\:Iay? 

Mr. l\1cCOID. I will give you the names. 
Mr. JACOBS. Did he name a solitary \\oman 't 
l\fr. 1\IcCOID. I will give you the mmes of the women: Annie 

Carler--
Mr. JACOBS. Is that Shumate's testimony'? 
1\Ir. :UcCOID. These are women who are iucntifietl hy others as 

being in the part.y thatl\Iajor Shumate says aiTived onthe15thofl\fay: 
Annie Carter, Grace 1\Iaupin, Mary Carter, J ul.ia, Bess, Linzoo Robinson, 
Mary Robinson, Minnie GaiTi.,on, Mary Ella Garrison, Mary E. Er­
wine--

!1r. JACOBS. '\"bo testifies when thoy came'? 
M.r.l\IcCOID. I am reading ti·om the report of the committee, which 

states that these women arri>ed on the 15th of .May. This report i'S 
the basis of your C!lse. Yet the testimony shows that some of these 
wom~n wo:ked twenty-four days in that month for the coal company. 

This l\1aJor Shumate, whose testimony must be taken as true or the 
case of t~e cont~tant falls, is impeached by almost forty witnesses on 
the question ofh1s truth and veracity. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's time has expired. 
Mr. ~!eCOID. I wish to say this one thino- on the part of the Iowa 

del ega t10n-- o 

l\Ir. MOULTON. You have had two hours, and we have not had any 
time. 

Mr. :J\IcCOID. :Mr. Speaker, I wish to say on the part of the Iowa 
delegation that we feel it to be our duty to oppose t·he report of this 
committee, because we believe that 1\:lr. Cutts was elected by a majority 
of the legal votes of his district, and on the law and evidence is entitled 
to the seat accorded to him by the canvassing board of that State. 

l\Ir. CALKINS. I give notice, 1\Ir. Speaker, that in thirt.y minut{':; 
from tJJis time I will call for the previous question. I yield now fifteen. 
minutes to the gcntlc.man from New York [l\Ir. JACOBS]. 

l\Ir. JACOBS. Mr. Spe..'tker, of ::ill the election cases that have been 
deliberated upon l>y the Elections Committee during the last two ses­
sion8 of Congress, this perhaps is the most remarkable. It seems to me· 
that rny friend from l\fassaclmsetts [Mr. HANNEY] is more intent as a 
l:lwycr to stand by and maintain his position than he is to do justice 
in the c.'Ulc. 

In the first place I desire to call the attention of the committee to 
page 1 of his brief, in which he says: 

I allow for the contestee the 2 votes cast for "Cults." AL'!o, 1 >ote which got 
iuto the wrong box: in 'V-asbington Township, and was rejected. 

And, although that vote \vas in the '\Hong box, he claims it for the­
contestee. Yet when he makes his second brief he claims that 25votes. 
put into the wrong box should be rejected from the count. 

It was 1·emarked by tl1e gentleman from l\Iissouri [1\Ir. Frost] in 
defense of his seat on the floor to-day that probably there was no mem­
ber of the committee who ha<l read the evidence in that case and was. 
filmiliar with the facts. That is very true; we can not read cases cov­
ering six or seven thousand folios; and the consequence was when the 
mantle of Thompson fell on the shoulders of my white-plumed friend 
from Boston he took upon himself the responsibility of making hrmself 
familiar with the evidence. His known character as a lawyer, and as 
a gentleman led the committee to trust the case exclusi>ely and en­
tirely to him. We were ready to take his word for it. "\\"ben he came 
in with this first report he admitted the pivotal fact was the coming of 
these negroes from Virginia. 'Ye were ready to take that as the issue, 
and the opinion of the committee swept over his head like a ueluge 
upon that endence, and that e>idence alone. 

Now, sir, I sa.y that where a case like this has been suhmittcd to a 
man of his alJil.ity and his known integrity we have a right to require 
of him his statements shall be accurate and his law shall be sound. 

In the few minutes allotted to me I propose to show that my friend, 
when he found at that meeting of the committee he could no longer­
stanll on the l\Iay crowd-he could no longer rely upon those fact-;-he 
immediately went lxtck into the miscellaneous vote, which up to that 
period, as I unders~d it, b~ called even. Then, in addition to that, 
like a bird in tho toils, he flutters on until at last he resorts to thi'i 
claim that the 25 votes c.'lSt for Coo'kl which fell into the wrong box 
should be rejected ancl Cutts declared elected. 

It seems to me a most remarkable thing that our friend, Brother llAN­
KEY, should resort to so many changes of position upon the very same 
facts. ''Then in the meeting of the committee he brought his first re­
port he claimed to be familiar with the fu..cts of the case, and there and 
here aiTogated to himself more familiarity, as he has a right to do, than 
ourselves. I call attention to the fact that in writing this report llo 
made haste to claim the vote which was cast for Cook in the wrong box. 
in 'Yashington Township for 1\I. E. Cutt~, but be had not then antici­
pated. the position lw wa:0; afterward to take, placing himself in a des­
perate position. Atter he discovered a point might be made of the 25 
votes ca.st for Cook in .the '\\'Tong box, then I suppose he would be will­
ing to give us this one vote which was cast in ·washington Township. 

Now I desire, in the few minutes remaining, to point out the fact 
that Brother HA.KNEY has ~one o~witb the passion and fury of a lawyer 
:.md has not dectdcd or wntten hiS report as a jud.,.e. It seeems to me 
if anything was needed to illustrate the despera.ti~n of his effort to get 
around this difficulty, it i-; in the testimony offered by Valentine Rader 
nnd C. P. Hen:md. I am surprised at this fuct. In an ungu.anled 
moment he e:"{posc.'3 himself to a terrible criticism. I hold in my hand 
the evidence of two men claimed not to be naturalized. Now hero is 
the e'iuence of one of them: · 

Valentine P..aucr, being produced, sworn, and examined on the pa.rt of con­
te~tan t, depo~ed as follows: 

1&~~estion. Did yon >ote at the last ele-ction, held on tho 2d day of November. 

Answer. Yes, sir. 
o/~·o~~d? you ";oto for a member of Congress for the sixth Congressional..dist.rict. 

A. Yc.'l, sir. 
Q. 'Vho clirl you vote for? 
A. For .l\L B. Cutts; voted the tstraight Republican ticket. 
Q. At what voting precinct diu you vote? 
A. J11 Mn.laka Township, Jasper County, Iowa. 
Q. "'bcre were yon born? 
A. ]n Germany. • 
Q. Of what nationality are you? 
A. I am a. G·erman. 
Q,. When did you come to this countrY? 
A. In the year 1850 or 1851. 
Q. w· ere you ever naturalized? 
A. No; I got my first paper. 
Q~ 8tatc your reasons for >oting at the last t>lection. 
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That vote Mr. RANNEY says should. be rejected, but the other should 
be counted. for .Mr. Cutts. That is consistency. 

I only mention this, 1\Ir. Speaker, briefly; I have not time in this 
brief argument to di'3c:u.ss the question presented. by Judge RANNEY 
with regard to these two parallel cases. He would count one of these 
votes and reject the other. 

Mr. RA....~NEY. If that is your understanding of what I said you 
ourrht not to call it your argument; for I said no such thing. 

Err. JACOBS. Well, I think I can show that you diu; the report is 
here before me. 

Mr. ATHERTON. Diu not you count one vote one way and want 
to reject the other on exactly the same conditions? 

Mr. JACOBS. Precisely; and on the same state of facts. Now, it 
seems to me that my able and eminent friend from Boston bas certainly 
been canied away by his professional enthusiasm. Since the first pres­
entation of the case to the committee hehaslllll.deanew case, and every­
thing occurring since the report that he made before to the committee 
is an afterthought supplied by n shrewd specinl pleader and techhical 
1a wyer for the purpose of defeating the force of the facts. 

Now, again, there were several other witnesses who were claimed not 
to have been naturalize<!, and my friend Judge RA.l..'<NEY takes the 
position that no admissions or declarations of the party against whom the 
charge is made is competent evidence to prove that be was an alien, 
and not e~titled to a vote. I am surprised, Mr. Speaker, that so good 
a lawyer should take such ground. It is well settled in law that the 
admissions of a voter that his futher was not naturalized, and that be 
had never received his papers, that such evidence of all that class of 
persons is held. in McCreery as perfectly competent testimony upon the 
question of whether he was himself entitled to vote. In these elec­
tion ~ the technical rules that apply to trials in a court of law are 
not observed or enforced. · 
A~in, he says that we claim that one poor creature here was crazy; 

and hesays we prove it by the evidence of people who were note'l!:perts; 
by the evidence of people who are not doctors, not skilled in the science 
of the brain. What is.the proof here? Patrick O'Connor voted the 
Republican ticket. He is shown by several witnesses to be an iuiot, 
who did not know enough to eat at thetableor to understand when he 
was in the presence of his father or mother. He bad been adjudged 
an imbecile. Now, myfriendJudge RANNEYtakestbegroundthat the 
evidence of common people upon such a question is not competent to 
prove the absolute mental imbecility of the party offering to vote. I 
do not think, Mr. Speaker, that he will adhere to that opinion. I do 
not think he will maintain that opinion since the court of appeals in the 
State of New York haslnid down the doctrine anu has enforced it in case 
of murder, upon the trial of the party, that the witness testi(ying to the 
mental condition of the accused was competent if he stated the facts 
upon which he based his opinion, whether he was an expert or not; and 
that is the prevailing law of this country to-day, from one end of the 
country to the other. 

Now, as to this man, who hudno residence there, I say it was clearly 
proved he had no right to vote. I have simply extracted from the gen­
tleman's brief such facts' and such conclusions of law as I thought were 
unsound anu untrue, and in the few minutes I have bad hn.vo tried to 
call attention to some portionofthem. But when I sec a man come he­
fore the Comli\it.tee on Elections or before the House and claim to he 
the only man familiar with the record., and that he is absolutely bound 
to have our confidence, it is neccs...o:;ary his facts should be accurate and 
his law should be thoroughly sound. 

Upon the question of Shrimate's eviden'OO, my friend from Iowa. tays 
that Shumate's evidence is evidence put in against the evidence of forty 
people who swear they were there on the 1st day of May. Now I ask 
this House to judge as to the probability oftbose darkies swearing to 
the truth. Look at it. We do not claim these men were brought away 
from Virginia to colonize for the purposes of this election. It w.as too 
long before. But they were there; they came in droves; they came in 
separately in l\lay, June, September, and October; and Shumate testi­
fied who they were. 

When election came along we all understand how it is. Ur. Cutts 
said to his friends, ''The country here iR full ofdarkies; most of them 
have come since the lst of May, and are not voters; you go and pick 
up those darkies.'' And the evidence in the record shows that the 
darldes were tolu they could vote-as my friend from :Ma..c;sachusetts 
[Mr. RANNEY] said, they could vote if ti1ey had been one single rlay 
in the State of Iowa. The darki~ thought it. would be a good thing 
to do, and relying on the statements made to them they rushed to the 
polls and gave in their v:otes. 

Then came up the question of a contest, and Mr. Cutts and his friends 
went to the darkies and &'lid "You are in a devil of a scrape here. and 
must swear yourselves back into the notch of M::i.y 1, or else you are 
good for the penitentiary." And tbedarkies swore, notthatthcycame 
two days or three days before the 1st, but all swore that they came 
on that particular day six months before. There is nota white man in 
this House to-night ·who could. recollect with the accuracy they did, 
and they did it under dictation. 

[Here the hammer fell. J 
Mr. CALKINS. I Jlelu nQW to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 

HAZELTON], the chairman of the sub-committee. 
Mr. HAZELTON, How much time is left? 
The SPEAKER. There are fifteen minutes remaining. 
Mr. HAZELTON. I do not know that I want the en tire fifteen min­

utes. I want just time enough to present what I deem to be a few 
controlling fucts in thi'3 case. Election c:u;es do not turn on long argu­
ments or long reports or a great volume of testimony. They turn and 
they are to be decided, if they are decided at all, upon a few straight­
forward, prominent, controlling fu.cts, and upon settled principles of 
law as applied to those fi.Lcts. 

This ease upon the evidence is somewhat close, hut to my mind, upon 
fair examination and frank consideration, the eYidence is in favor of 
seating M.r. Cook. His title is clear upon that evidence. It rest'! upon 
the testimony of Shumate. It is admitted by all that if Shumate's 
testimony stands, Cook must be seated., if this House is honest. If 
Shumate can not he

1
impeacbed, then the argument of my friend from 

Massachusetts (Mr. RANNEY] t:1.lls to the ground, because he builds 
his entire fabr:ic upon the assumption and upon the charge that Shu­
mate's testimony is 1a1se. All the facts in this ease wero within the 
knowledge of this man Shumate. 

In Iowa they had mines, in Albia and Muchacbinock. Tbcywanted 
cheaper labor in the mines than they could get in the State of Iowa.. 
They employed. Shumate to go down to Virginia to his home and bring 
co1oredmentowork in the mines. Theypaid him forsodoing. Hewent 
down where be knew and where he could identifY men, women, aud 
children-every one that be took from the soil of Virginia on the cars to 
the.Muchachinock mine. N'ay more, be bad an inYentoryof everyman, 
woman, and chilu that-be took there; the age, the time they started 
from Virginia, tho time they arrived at the .Muchaehinock mine, e,·ery 
one of them. Nny more, when be reached there he gave to this com­
pany a memorandum of these fact.q as exactly stated as they could. be, 
and which were to be stated exactly on account of the business which 
he was transacting for that company. He took seven men on the lGth 
of 1\Iay, and be swears to them and gives their names. I have them 
here. Now, if they arrived with the May party on the 15th of 1\Iay, in 
the one car that went there in May, then these seven men were illegal 
voters. 

Then he swears that be took other lots of these negroes there down 
to October. He swears to thirteen otberR directly, of whose ages, 
names, the time of their coming and everything about them be took n 
memorandum, who came there from the 15th of May down to Septem­
ber and October. So that there are twenty-one illegal \'Ot<'.s, on the 
testimony of this man Shumate, as against the nine illoo-ul.votcs which 
all admit this rnun received, without considering Mucl1n.cbinock. Of 
our committee, twelve members, .l\lr. RANNEY himself admits that 
there were only nine any way. 

No,v, aga.inst those nine stand the twenty-one sworn to f1·om memo­
randum in the charge of the man whom this company cmplo,ve!l logo 
to h~ old bouse, amono- his a<;:q uaintuuces, to their very hearthstones 
and get there negroes ~·born he had known all his lifeti.mc an<i ~rwg 
them out there. And now will yon impeach tho testmwuy o1 .Mr. 
Shumate? Will you bring on three or four ~lurkics t? sw~:.u to fiOme­
thing? I will show yon, and it is a controllm~ fu.ct m tlus case, l1ow 
they mi~bt h:.l.Ye impeached Slmmute if they bad wanted. to impeach 
him. It will take but n. moment. Mr. O'Neal, the foreman nud man­
ager of this compan.v, was n witness called on the part of l\1r. Cutts. 

Mr. STEELE. What were his politics'! 
.1\ir. HAZELTON. I do not know his politics, and I do not care. 
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He was a Republican, so far as we ron get at it, and he would have to 
swear to the truth, would he not? 

He was the manager of this company ; kept the books of the com­
pany; received the memoranda. from Shm:nateashecamefrom Virginia 
in the cars with these negroes. Now, what does he say? Let me read 
it, for it is controlling in this case : 

Q. Have your company any record or memorandum of these colored men who 
came from Virginia, containing the name, age, or time of commencing work for 
your company, that were brought during themonth.sofl'tlarch, April, andl'tlay, 
1880? A nu, if 1:10, is said record or memorandum accessible to you or under your 
control? 

A. 'Ve have such a. record, excep~'to age, and the same isac.lceSI'ibletome, but 
not under my immediate control. 

~Ir. RL'1~"NEY. Allow me to call attention--
lli. HAZELTON. No; you had an hour and a half. You do not 

seem to be con tented with an hour and a half. I can not understand the 
intense desire of the gentleman to make a speech beyond the hour and a 
hill he has already had. . 

Now, as I have said, this very company hn.d the eviuence within its 
control by which to impeach Shumate, if he could be impeached. They 
did not have to swear negroes on the loose. ·They had the record, the 
memorandum, which their manager admits contained the record of the 
time every one of these colored men came there, their names, everything 
but their ages. This man O'Neal was put Qn the stand and invoked to 
pnt that record in this case, which, if it had been put in and had proved 
that Shumate was a liar, would have elected Cutts, and not Cook. Yet 
they suppressed the whole of it, and until this honr--

:Mr. RA.NN:EY. They were all put in. 
Mr. 'MOULTON. They were put in by force. 
Mr. HAZELTON. :Oo not interrupt me. As I was saying, until 

this hour this memorandum ofw hich I have read has never been put in 
this case. Youputinrollsand :rosters. You have talked here to-night 
ahout women who were connected with these men. But on the very 
edge oft.hatrost.er which you put in was a memorandum in writing-a 
mistake as to these women; they did not come until the 15th, or words 
to that effect. 

Therefore thi.s caJSe is in a nul.shell. You can not overcome that 
record. It is like a mountain in the way of a traveler. He may go 
around and around it, but he must meet it and see it. They quibbled 
and worked on this thing and .f:inn.lly said, "Have you not a memoran­
dum or a paper in your office that shows exactly when these twenty­
one men came who voted illegally?" .And they said they had. "Why 
can not you produce it?" This manager of the company wanted a very 
honest ballot, and yet he could not pi-oduce it, although it was only 
across the street. 1\fy God l the Republiron party was never made for 
that kind of business. [Applause.] 

Mr. RA....~NEY. The gentleman does not want to misrepresent. 
Mr. HAZELTON. The Republican party must stand higher than 

that; jt must suppress nothing that opens the way to an honest ballot­
l)()x. It hus placed its feet, or undertaken to do so, for twenty years 
now on ballot-box stuffing. It has made dec1<trations in fuvor of a free 
and honest ballot, grander than any ever made by any party before. 
It. has declared its adherence to principle and to an honest ballot-box . 

.Anu yet after three months, four months, six months, the contestee 
had to come back here and beg a supplemental order of the House to 
enable him to go over this ground again to see if he could not find 
this testimony, and he could not get it. [Here the hammer fell.] 
One word more. I say that the Republican party owes it to itself, we 
owe it to ourselves, all of us, to be simply fuirand honest and square on 
this one case and seat lli. Cook. 

i\Ir. BRAGG. And see how it will feel to be honest once. [Laugh­
~ . .er.] 

Mr. MORRISON. If you owe that to yourselves, you owe more than 
you can ever pay. , . . 

Mr. CALKINS. I now call the prevwus question. 
The previous question was ordered. 
Mr. CALKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the previous 

•Luestion was ordered; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laitl on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
~Ir. CALKINS. I move that the House adjourn. 

PR~TL~G. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asks unanimous consent to lay before 
the House certain bills and resolutions of the ScnatJC relating to print­
ing connected with Congre{)S. 

There being no objection, the bill and joint resolutions of the follow­
ing titles were severally taken from the Speaker's table, read a :first and 
~nd time, and referred to the Committee on Printing: 

A ~ill. (S. 2433) to amend sections 6 and 7 of the act provi~g for the 
pubbcation ofthe Revised Statutes and the laws of the Umtcd States, 
approved June 20 1876 · 

-!oint resolutio~ (S. rL 143) authorizing the Committee on Printing 
to mstruct the Public Printer relative to the maps, &c., for the census 
reports; ' 

. Joint resolution (S. R 95) providing for additional copies of theRe­
viSed Statutes for the use o( the Interior Departmfint; ancl 

XfV--229 

Joint resolution (S. R. 64) authorizing the sale of the Congressional 
Directory and the current numbers of the COXGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. KLOTZ, by unanimous consent, obta.ined leave to have printed' 
in the llECORD remarks on House bill No. 7135. [See Appendix.] 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
.Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent to have passed at this time 

a Senate pension bill. It ha:s passed the Senate three times. 
Mr. HOLMAN. It is too late to-night to pass bills. There will l1e 

ample time for the gentleman to-morrow. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from J\Iich4:,<Yan asks the present 

consideration of a Senate bill. 
~1r. BRAGG. I object. 
Mr. HOL~1AN. I call ·for the regular ordt::r. 
The question being ta-ken on the motion of 1\ir. CALKINS, that the 

House adjourn, it was agreed to; there being-ayes 30, noes 15; and ac­
·cordingly (at 2 o'clock and 5 minutes a.m., Saturday, March 3) the 
House adjourned. 

PhTITIONS, ETC. 

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

By Mr. CORNELL: '!'he petition of Dewitt C. Gow and others, of 
Cobleskill, New York, for the speedy enactment of a national bank-
rupt lnw-to the Committee on the Judiciary. · 

By 1\ir. JACOBS: SLx: petitions of citizens of New York, for a ma­
terial reduction of the duty on sugar-severally to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. · 

By Alr. PEELLE: The petition ofl\Iurpby, Hibben & Co. and others, 
merchants of Indianapolis, Indiana, against an increase of duty on 
fushioned. <mtton hosiery-to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. D. T..A.. YLOR: The resolutions adopted by the Farmers' 
Club of Belmont County, Ohio, protesting against any reduction of the 
duty on wool-to the same committee. 

By 1fr. VAN VOORHIS: Papers relating to the pension claim of 
David L. Pool-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ByUr. 'VILLITS: Thepetitionof1\irs. G. W. Owenand2,078others, 
of :Michigan, in relation to the treatment of Indians-to the Commit­
tee on Indian Affairs. 

The following petitiom, protesting against the transfer of the revenue­
marine service to the Navy Department, were presented and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce: 

By 1\Ir. HUBBS: Of citizens of Beaufort, North Caroljna.. 
By 1\Ir. LORD: Of the board of trade of Detroit, Michigan. 
By ~Ir . .1\fA..CKEY: Of owners and masters of vessels of Charleston, 

South Carolina. 
By 1\fr. MURCH: Of merchants and owuers of ves!'lels of Cherry­

field, and of DO citizens of Rockland, Maine. 

SENATE. 
SATURDAY, ¥arch 3, 1883. 

The Senate met at 10 o'clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. 
J. BuLLoCK, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceeding was read and approved. 
CREDEXTI.A.LS. 

~fr. BROWN presented the credentials of Alfred H. Colquitt, chosen 
by the Legislature of Georgia a Senator from tha.t State for the term 
beginning l\farch 4, 1883; which were read and ordered to be filed. 

Mr. TABOR presented tha credentials of Thomas M. Bowen, chosen 
by the Legislature of Colorado a Senator from that State for the term 
beginning March 4, 1883; which were read and ordered to be filed. 

Mr. WINDO~i present ed the credentials of Dwight M. Sabin, chosen 
by the Legislature of Minnesota a Senator from that Sta.teforthetenn 
beginning l\.larch 4, 1883; wlrich were read and ordered to be filed. 

' liOU.';E BILL REFERREJ>. 
The bill (H. R. 7611) to adjust the salaries of po~:>tma.~ters was read 

the second time by its title, and referred to the Comnnttee on Post­
Offices and Post-I oatls. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 338) in relation to the claim made by 
Dr. John B. Read arrainst the United States for the alleged use of pro­
jectiles claimed as th~ im·ention of said Read, and by him alleged to have 
been used pursU!illt to a contra<.-t or arrangement between him and the 
War Department, and ior which no compensation has been made, wos 
rea.d the second time by its title. 

.l\Ir. MORG.AJ..~. I rusk that that re ~olution lie on the table in tbe hope 
that it may possibly be reached. . 

Ur. EDl\fUNDS. It is quite impossible to pa8s it without a refere11ce. 
Mr. MORGAN. It is not impossible ; it is unusual. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. It is quite impossible to pass it to-day without a 

reference. 
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