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To Mr. MEYER, for one week, on account of important busi-
ness.
To Mr. GILLETT of New York, for one week, on account of
sickness in his family.

To Mr. GOLDZIER, until October 10, on account of important
business.

To Mr. HUNTER, for five B.

To Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan, indefinitely, on account of
contested-election case.

To Mr. SIMPSON, for three days, on account of important busi-
ness.

To Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, indefinitely, onaccountof sickness
in his family.

To Mr. VERIGHT of Pennsylvania, indefinitely, on account of
important business.

. WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS.

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. CHARLES W.
STONE to withdraw from the files of the House papersin the case
of Julius M. Bates, Fifty-first Congress.

And then, on motion of Mr. DOCKERY (at 3 o'clock and 30 min-
utes p. m.), the House adjourned.

BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo-
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred as follows:

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 3608) to

rovide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public
guildin thereon at Grand Haven, Mich.—to the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr.HITT: A bill (H. R. 3600) to revise and amend the laws
regulating intercourse and relations with the British provinces

in North America and the Republic of Mexico—to the Commit-"

tee on Fore Affairs.

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 3610) to authorize the governor
of Oklahoma Territory to lease certain lands, and for other pur-
poses—to the Committee on the Public Lands. i

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 3611) to revive the grade
of lieutenant-general in the Army of the United States—to the

Committee on Military Affairs. 2 3
* By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 3612) providing
for an exposition to commemorate the beginning of the twentieth
century of the existence of the Christian religion—to the Com-
mittee on the Library.

By Mr. SOMERS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 62) authorizing
the State of Wisconsin to place in Statuary Hall at the Capitol
the statue of Pére Marquette—tothe Committes on the Library.

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A joint resolution (H. Res. 63) re-
questing the governors of the several States to cause an election
{o be held in their respective States on the first Tuesday in No-
vember next to ascertain the will of the people upon the question
of the coinage of money by the United States—to the Committee
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures,

By Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota: A memorial of the Legis-
lature of the State of Minnesota favoring the election of United
States Senators by a vote of the geoplu—m the Committee on
Election of President, Vice-President and Representatives in
Congress.

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following
titles were presented and referred as indicated below:

By Mr. BRAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 3613) for relief of James
B. McElhose—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. CAMINETTI: A bill (H. R. 3614) for the relief of
Maurice G.Griffith—to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 3615) for the relief of B. F. Meyres—to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 3616) for the relief of Charles
%" tlin, administrator of the estate of Robert Wilson Eastlin,
deceased, of New Orléans, La.—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 3617) for the relief of the estate of Paul
8{1,321})111’ of the parish of Orleans, La.—to the Committee on War

B.

By Mr. RAYNER: A bill (H. R. 3618) for the relief of the
estate of Alexander F'. Dulin, deceased, late of Baltimore, Md.—
to the Committee on War ms,

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A bill (H. R. 3619) for the
relief of the heirs of A. Lawrence Foster, deceased—to the Com
mittee on War Claims. .

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Missisaipgic(zl':ly request): Abill (H.R.
3620) for the relief of Thomas J. ullen, Newton County,
Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa-
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By. Mr. CRISP L&by request): Petition of the Detroit Annual
Conference of the Methodist Church, praying for therepeal of the
Geary law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. STRONG: Petition of the Central Ohio Annual Con-
ference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, for the re of the
act of May 5, 1892, known as the Geary law—to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs,

Bi Mr, WILSON of Washington: Petition of 017 citizens of
Spokane County, Wash., in opposition to the repeal of the Sher-
man act unless said repeal shall provide for the continued coin-
age of silver on terms more favorable to silver—to the Commit-
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures.

SENATE.
MoxpAY, October 2, 1893.

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m.

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and
aplgroved.

rayer by Rev. GEORGE ELLIoTT, D. D., of Georgetown, D. C,

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President,itis evident that there isnot
a quorum of the Senate present in the Chamber.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.

The Secret.a.r{r called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Allen, Dixon, MeMillan, Sherman,
Allison, Dolph, McPherson, Shoup,
Bate, . Dubois, Manderson, Stewart,
Berry, Faulkner, Martin, Teller,
Butley, rye, Mitcheil, Oregon 1
Caflery, Gallinger, Morgan, Vance,
Call, George, Pefler, Voorhees,
Cameron, Gorman, Perkins, Walthall,
Coke, Hale, Pottigrew, Washburn,
Cullom, Hawley, - Platt, White, Cal.
Davis, Kyle, Roach, Wolcott.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-four Senators have answered
to their names. A quorum is present. Petitionsand memorials
are in order.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Cincinnati (Ohio)
Annual Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, and a

tition of the Central Ohio Annual Conference of the Methodist
Eepisct)pal Church of Delaware, Ohio, praying for the repeal of
the so-called Geary Chinese law; which were referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented resolutionsadopted by the Board of Trade of
Massillon, Ohio, indorsing the resolutions of the National Sound
Money Convention of Commercial Organizations, adopted Sep-
tember 12, 1893, at Washington, D. C., {favoring the repeal of the
silver-purchasing clause of the law of July 14, 1890; which were
ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. STEWART presented a petition of citizens of Cleveland,
Ohio, praying that an investigation be made as to whether mem-
bers of Congress are interested in national-bank stock; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Marlboro (Mass.)
Labor Organization, favoring the free coinage of silver and de-
nouncing the metropolitan press for misrepresenting the senti-
ment of the wage-earners of Massachusetts, which were ordered
to lie on the table.

REPORT OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the District of Colum-
biza, to whom was referred the bill (S. 355) to prevent fraudulent
divorces in the Distriet of Columbia, submitted an adverse re-
E)rt, thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed

definitely.

SETTLERS IN OKELAHOMA TERRITORY.

Mr. PETTIGREW. From the Committee on Public Lands I
report back favorably with amendments the bill (S. 824) grant-
ing settlers on certain lands in Oklahoma Territory the right to
commute their homestead entries, and for other purposes. I
ask unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of the

bill,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

Mr. TELLER. What is the bill?

The bill was read.

Mr. TELLER. I do notobject to its consideration.

Mr. FRYE. Does it come from a committee.

Mr. PETTIGREW. Itcomesfrom the Committee on Public
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Mr. FRYE. A umnimou:ar:ﬁrt?

Mr. PETTIGREW. A u ous report, and it is recom-
mended by the Interior Department. Tt simply allows settlers
on certain lands in Oklahoma another year in which to make the
first payment on their land, their crops having been destroyed
by drought the presant season. .

Mr. FAULKN I ask that the bill be again read for infor-
mation. Several Senators on this side do not understand the
purport of the measure.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senators will please refrain from
audible conversation, and the Senate will be in order.

Mr. VOORHEES. I objectto the present consideration of the
bill. I know nothing about its terms; it may be entirely right;
but aigood many Senators on this side are not ready to act
upon it.

pl?ir. BERRY. Will the Senator from Indiana yield to me one
moment?

Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly.

Mr. BERRY. Itissimply a bill to extend for one r the
time for the payment of certain lands in Oklahoma. The See-
retary of the Interior has tempovarily held up the lands. All
the crops of the settlers failed. The bill ought to pass, It will
not lead to any debate.

Mr. VOORHEES. I will say, after the explanation of the
Senator from Arkansas, that unless the bill leads to debate I
shall not object. Itought to pass, and it ought to pass without

debate.
Mr. BERRY. I do not think there will be any objection to it.
It was unanimously reported. 5
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 3
The amendments of the Committee on Public Lands were, in
section 1, line 6, to strike out ‘‘two years™ and insert ‘‘ one
ear,” and in line 14, before the word * years,” to strike out
‘four” and insert *‘ three; " so as to make the section read:
That the homestead settlers on the Absentes Shawnee, Pottawatomie, and
Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indian lands, in Oklahoma Territory, be, and they
are hereby, granted an extension of one year within which to make the first
payment provided for in section 16 of the act of Congress approved March 8,
1801, entitled “An act making appropriations for the current and con t
expenses of the Indian De ent, and for fulfill treaty stipulations
with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1 and for other pur-
poses,” and such payment may be made at any time within three years from
the date of the entry of such lands.
The amendments were agreed to.
The bill wasreported to the Senate asamended, and the amend-
ments were concurred in.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.
BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. SHERMAN (by request) introduced a bill (8. 1032) for
the relief of H. P. Willey, on account of injuries received by
him on the 9th day of June, 1893; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1033) to reimburse the State
of Oregon for moneys expended in the suppression of the rebel-
lion; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill {S. 1024) for the relief of T. H.
Church; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Claims.

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 1035) for the relief of
Francis L. Abbott, administrator of the late Thomas J. Tread-
well, of the United States Army ; which was read twice by its
title, and referred tothe Committee on Claims.

BULLION PURCHASES.

Mr. VOORHEES. Is the morning business concluded, Mr.
President?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is not yet
concluded. The Chair lays before the Senate a resolution com-
ing over from a previous day, which will be read.

The Secretary read the resolution submifted by Mr. TELLER
September 30, 1893, as follows:

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, directed
to furnish the Senate with a statement giving the aggregate amount of sil-
wver bullion ?uruhmd under the act of July 14, 1880, during the month of
Sep ember, 1893, together with the cost thereof, the amount, date, anda price
of each purchase, and the name of the vendor. Alsothe gate amount
of silver bullion offered for sale du the said month, the amount, date,
and price of each offer, and the name of the person making such offer.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
resolution.

The resolution was agreed to.

PURCHASE OF SILVER BULLION.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed.

Mr. VOORHEES. I move thaftheSenate proceed to the con-
sideration of House bill No. 1.

Mr. SHERMAN. Ishould like to occupy a minute of two in

ard to a personal matter, if the Senator will yield?

Mr. VOO ES. Let the regular order be laid before the
Senate, and then, of course, I will yield to the Senator from Ohio.

Mr. SHERMAN. Allright.

Mr. VOORHEES. Has the motion been put?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of
the Senator from Indiana.

The motion was agreed to: and the Senate, as in Committee
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 1) to
repeal a part of an act, approved July 14, 1890, entitled ** An act
directing the purchase ol silver bulﬁon and the issue of Treas-
ury notes thereon, and for other purposes,” the pending ques-
tion being on the amendment proposed by Mr. PEFFER to the
substitute reported by the Committee on Finance.

Mr. VOORHEES. 1 yield to the Senator from Ohio.

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. President, I find on our tables this
morning the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of yesterday, conmining
the speech of the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. Iwis
to call his attention and the attention of the Benate to the
marked paragraphs in that speech which I ask the Secretary to

read.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re-
quested.

The Secretary read as follows:

The presence of Mr. Ernest Seyd has bsen the gubject of considerablecom-
ment, and it has been stated that he did not participate, as was srapposed, in
the demonetization of silver. When the subject was under considerationin
the House of Representatives Mr. Hooper said (CONGRESSIONAL HECORD,
April 9, 1873, page 2084):

*FErnest Seyd, of London, adistinguished writer and bullionist, who isnow
here and has given great attention to the subject of mints and coinage, after
examining the first draft of this bill, made various sensible suggestions
which the committee adopted and embodied in this bill.”

; In Angust, 1873, the Bankers' Magazine of New York used the following
anguage:

‘ In 1572, silver being demonetized in France, Germany, England, and Hol-
land, a capital of £100 000 was r: , and Ernest Seyd, of London, was sent
to this country with this fund as the agent of the European bondholders and
capitalists to effect the same object, which was successful.”

'his communication may, of course, have beenlibelous; and, as it wasnot
established by competent proof, must be assumed to have beenso. Thediff-
culty is that there was apparently no denial; and hence suspicion lodges in
the minds of many.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the speech of the honorable
Senator from California wasdelivered before the exposure made
by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR], and therefore
he naturally fell into an error in quoting an article which had
been frequently guoted. But what I wish to call his attention
to is that the last statement, the quotation from the Bankers’
Magazine, is also a false and frandulent statement. No such
statement aﬁpearﬁ anywhere in the Bankers’ Magazine of the
date referred to. I applied to the Librarian of Congress,and he
says that no such statement appears anywhere in the Bankers’
Magazine. I have here the number of the Bankers’ Magazine
referred to, and there is no such statement in it. The whole of
that statement is a manufactured lie from beginning to end.

Mr. HAWLEY. As well as the other.

Mr. SHERMAN. As well as the other. I wish to show that
in the very number referred to, August, 1873, the Bankers'
Magazine, which I obtained from the Library, made comments
upon the coinage bill which were extremely favorable. I mark
a passage which I ask may be read.

%e]:(lie VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indi-
cated.

The Secretary read as follows:

The New Sterling Exchange and Coinage Acts,.—From information obtained
from the Director of the Mint it appears that the value of the sovere or

d sterling and the par of exc does not become operative untll the
st of January, 187T4. The valuation of the pound sterling as exPrassed in
the money of account of the United States will be #4.865. instead of 84.84as at
present, and exchange will be guoted in United States money and not at an
assumed preminm on the old colonial valuation, the nature of which is not
enerally understood. In view of these important changes Dr, Linderman
thinks it will be well for merchants and excha dealers to turn their at-
tention to the subject. The London Economist an interesting article on
this subject which it characterizes as of “high importance, inangurating
another revolution now ta piace in the co systems of the world.”
The Economist expresses the opinion that our ‘‘tradedollar" is certain
to carry a larger premium than the Mexican dollar. The principal advo-
cate of the adoption of the system of coining the standard metal, gold, with-
ont charge, and from whom the proposition to issue the trade dollar, contain-
Ing exactly 378 grains of pure silver, and a reform in the system of comput-
ing foreign ex es emanated, s Dr. H. R. Linderman, the Director of the
Mgn.. Few measures will ve ol more substantial benefit than the coin-
act. Andthe lawpro £ that the basls for converting foreign moneys
of account into that of the United States shall be the pure metal contained
in coins of standard value, instead of coins abraded more or less by circula-
tion, and consequently not represent: the value they were intended to
denote. The English eritics of our law do not like its operation, especially
in the fact that it treats their coin as bullion in converting it into our coin.

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not blame the Senator from California
at all for putting this alleged quotation in his speech. It is not
my purpose to arraign him, because it has been printed several
times in the speeches of other Senators; but I wish to show
the record referred to that the statement was an absolute fabri-
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cation. Not one word of the alleged extract is contained in the
article, but even a year after the passage of the coinage act the
magazine favors and supports and praises the act and speaks of
the opposition shown to it in England.

Thfﬂ is all I desire to say in order to stamp this fabrication
{for it is something worse than a forgery, it is an absolute fabri-
cation) with the brand of infam{; t is no fault of the Senator
{from California. I do not blame him at all, because it was man-
ufactured and has gone the rounds, and he naturally picked it up
as part of the current literature of the day; but it is absolutely

Mr. WHITE of California. Mr. President, I used the quota-
tion to which the Senator from Ohio made reference, taking it
not from the Bankers’' Magazine, but from another work written
by a ver‘f f:rominent Republican of this country, upon whom I
supposed 1 could rely. But it seems better to trace such matters
to the original citation than to rely upon anyone, however dis-
tinguished.

I do not know whether the Bankers’' Magazine has passed
through more than one edition, nor is it at all important for the
continuity or strength of my argument whether the Bankers’
Magazine said that Mr. Seyd or Mr, Somebody-else had received
- this amount of money.

I alluded incidentally to this transaction, which has been pro-
vocative of so much discussion and such an abundance of feeling
not at all germane to the subject in hand, buf it seems thateven
the incidental allusion has brought discussion.

I am not prepared to say that the Senator from Ohio is incor-
rect. [ do not know that thelanguage quotedisin the Bankers’
Magazine, for, as I have stated, I did not trace it. The Senator
himself has amended his first declaration, because he there said
the statement was false and fabricated, and these words as he
first utilized them had a possible personal aspect. However, he
has disclaimed any such intention.

I sought in the course of my address, asI have always attempted
everywhere and shall ever attempt hereafter, to confine myself
to facts. I may sometimes be mistaken; and now that my atten-
tion has been called to this affair, if upon further examination
I shall ascertain (as I have no reason to suppose I will not) that
the words objected to are not in the Bankers’ Magazine, I shall
omit thereference from the copiesof my speech which Iintend to

ublish. As I before remarked, the allusion was purely inci-
Sent.al, and has no connection with the subject-matter of my ar-
gument particularly, exceptin a historical way, and in no manner
affects its conclusions.

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no desire, I repeat, to blame the
Senator from California for making the quotation, because he
might have copied it from many recent papers and also from
former publications. I now bring the book before the Senate
and the Senator can have it.

l\l{r.WHITE of California. Iunderstand the Senator now very
well.

Mr. SHERMAN. Thatis all I desire to say.

Mr. TELLER. A few days since, when the Senator from Ten-
nessee [Mr. HARRIS] was addressing the Senate, after some col-
loquy between him and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], L
suggested that the Senator from Ohio had made certain state-
ments before a Congressional committee. I was in error as to
the date; ofherwise I wascorrect. Isupposed ithad occurred in
the preceding winter, but I find that it wasin the April follow-
ing the passage of the Bland-Allison act.

%ﬁnd a report of the action of the Committee on Banking
and Currency in the House of Representatives, April 1, 1878,
what I shall read. Before reading, however, I will say that T
only referred toit because the Senator from Ohio said, at the
time of the colloguy to which I refer, that he much preferred
that I should put in the RECORD his exact language, and so that
there may be no mistake about it I will do so.

The Senator from Ohio appeared before a committee of which
Mr. Buckner was chairman. There were present with Mr.
Ewing, Mr. Hardenbergh, Mr. Hartzell, Mr. Bell, Mr. Eames,
Mr. Chittenden, Mr. Fort, and Mr. Phillips, and the honorable
Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. JOHN SHERMAN. This is what
the Secretary said:

Secretary SHERMAN. I would a great deal rather, in this conference, give
the committee the facts and let thecommittee draw its own inferences, than
attempt to give my own opinions. But I have no objections to answering
any of those questions. I think that a certain amount of silver dollars
issued will not have the effect which Mr. Chittenden thinks.

Mr. Chittenden appeared to have thought that there was
danger that the price of silver would be so raised that thesilver
dollar would departfrom the country. The Secretary continued:

I believe we can maintain at par in uiolct acertaln amount of silver dollars;
precisely what amount I wor not like to say, because that is a question of
o nu% m!ig(t’.o' T ha;e the idea mal;trv;a c% m&t ooum ol);i ém éesﬂ

n perhaps more—say from §50,000, ,000; but when-
ever those silver dollars become so abundant and so burdensome that the
people would not have them and would not take them, and that they would

not ecirculate, then undoubtedly they would ﬁ'radua.ll sink to the valoe of
the bullion in them. Thatis my opinion, but I donot ik it wise for either
this committee or myself to discuss this guestion muech, because the silver
bill is a law, and, whatever we may think of its effects, the public mind will
not be satisfied until that law is fairly tried. The effect of the silver bill is
not go t0 be very rapid, nor will the fall in silver be anything like so
wﬁ as s probably feared, and i?'flf before the silver dollar can sink to the
ue of silver bulllon Congress

to have that effect.

If, on the other hand, it should have the effect. which is anticipated, of
< the mass of silver up to the standard of gold, then Mr, Chittenden
need not be afraid. Therefore, I say that I do not think I ouﬁhh to give m’
opinion further on that subject, I have not changed my mind about the.sil-
Ver bill, although the newspapers say that I have. I think that (as a mat-
ter of policy) the silver bill, which makes silver available to pay bonds
issued by the United States either before or after the refunding or resum
tion acts, is not good policy. I have stated that over and over again, pub-
licly, and I do not deny it. But the sflver bill is the law. We are not infal-
ible. It can not operate quickly in that way, and therefore we had better
glve it the full benefit of an experiment, in the certainty that, if Congress

nds that it has the eflect which is now anticipated, Congress can at any
moment stop the issue of silver dollars. Ithink thatthatisas far asI ought
to answer these questions.

I have only presented this statement because the Senator said
he preferred that I should give his exact language, so that there
should be no misunders ing about it.

Mr. SHERMAN. That is all right.

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President——

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary
in%uiry. I ask what is the guestion before the Senate?

he VICE-PRESIDENT. House bill No. 1.

Mr. WASHBURN. I call for the regular order.

The VICE-PRESIDENT., The title of the pending bill will
be again stated.

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 1) to repeal a part of an act,
a.})pt'oved July 14, 1890, entitled * An act directing the purchase
of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for
other purposes.”

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr.President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChairhad recognized the Sena-
tor from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE]on the pending bill.

Mr. DUBOIS. I was going to ask the Senator from South Da-
kota if he would kindly yield to me to make a brief statement
for a few moments on a matter personal to myself ?

Mr. KYLE. I yield for that purpose.

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, a few days ago there was a res-
olution before the Senate which I had the honor of infroducing
and a few minutes before the expiration of the morning hour 1
requested the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], who was
speaking, to allow me o make a motion that the resolution go
over. He declined to yield, and the resolution went to the Cal-
endar. In consequence, I had no opportunity at that time to
make the observations which I now desire to make. The Sena-
tor from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] said:

Mr. President, this resolution is one of a serles which has been introduced
in this body which serve the purpose of consuming the two hours of the
morning hour. Itisperfectly well understood thatitis part of the programme
of the gentlemen who represent the minority of the Senate, as I believe, those
who are opposed to the pending bill, for the purpose of using up the time of
the body.

So far as I am concerned I had no consultation with anyone
in regard to the resolution which I offered. I am not in any
plan to obstruct the business of the Senate. I introduced the
resolution in the interests of three great States. I1twasentirely
germane, I will say to the Senafor from Maryland; and, besides
that, I think the Senate will bear me out in the statement that
I have consumed but little of its time. I doubt if there is any
Senator who has been a member of the Senate for nearly three
years, as 1 have been, who has not consumed more of the time
of the body than I.

It seems utterly beyond the comprehension of almost all
the Senators east of the Alleghany Mountains that we have
great interests in the western section of our country. Theyscem
to resent it if we stand up here in a legitimate way and under-
take to protectthose interests. They do not realize,apparently,
nor do they care for the interest which these States have in the
pending legislation. :

The resolution which I introduced is not without precedent.
The Republicans on this side of the Chamber contended that no
legislation should be had until three vacant seats on this side
were filled, and they filibustered—if that is the proper term;
and the RECORD shows roll call after roll call—to prevent the
majority from filling the committees of the body until those
seats were filled. They did it with such effect that the major-
ity on the other side of the Chamber yielded, and waited until
the three vacant seats on this side were filled.

This was a matter of mere partypolitics. They were contend-
ing for a petty party advantage. If the committees had been
ﬁl.Fed when the Senators came here to fill the unoccupied seats,
the decision could have been reversed, yet the Senators on this
side contended for the principle that even this action should nof
be had until the seats were filled, and they now call it consuming

undoubtedly correct the law if it were

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.
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time, when we, in matters of such great importance as those
which are now pending, contend that three seats shall be filled.
Every Republican on this side voted that that business should
not proceed until the seats were filled. Senator Conkling led the
debate and Senator Ingalls laid down this proposition, to which
all of the Republican Senators assented:

Senator Ingalls said:

But my desire has been and my pur has been to consent to no action
on the part of the Senate that would not gresarva and maintain fully the
equilibrium between the two parties—that is to say, If there were inevitable
vacancies, unavoidable vacancies on this side of the Chamber, they should
be met by a withdrawal of asimilar number from that, unless the present ma-
jority were willing that action should be postponed until the seats on this
gide were fllled.

1 therefore can only say for myself, without the authority or right to
speak for any other member of the body, that it is not my desire or my pur-
pose nor shall I wiilingly consent to action upon this resolution until either
the Senate is filled by the presence of those appointed or elected to fill the
vancanies or unless there is a withdrawal that will preserve the equilibrinm
between the two parties.

Every Republican on this side of the Chamber assented to that
doctrine, and voted for it. Roll call after roll call was had,and
yet the distinguished Senator from Massachusefts [Mr. HOAR],
when my resolution was up the other day, turned o me and said:

Now, I should like to make one suggestion to the Senator from Idaho,
and that is that we might compromise the matter of his resolution. It is
evident that after the attitude taken by the Senator from Oregon the reso-
lution is not going to have the support of all the gentlemen who agree with
him on financial questions, and therefore it is not likely to pass.

To which I replied:

I ask the Senator if I can assume that it will not have the support of any
Senator with whom we do not agree? .

To this question the Senator from Massachusetts answered:

I think the Senator probably can,

I regret that the Senator from Massachusetts is not in his
seat, and I regret also that I seemingly have to criticise him.
There is no Senator for whom I have ahigher regard than him.
I think he is one of the few Senators from the New England
States who really have a genuine sympathy for us in this mat-
ter. He is actuated by the highest sentiments of patrotism; his
course is perfectly clear to him; he believes that the free and
unlimited coinage of silver would be disastrous to this country,
as much so as we believe that it would be a great blessing: but
I contend that the Senator from Massachusetts did not properly
state the position of the other Senators. When the Republicans
filibustered and prevented action on this pefty measure until
three vacant seats were filled, the roll was often called, as I have
said, and the following Senators, who are named here, always
voted to defer action.

Mr. ALLISON—

The Senator from Towa [Mr. ALLISON] was contending that
the seat made vacant by the appointment of his colleague to the
Cabinet should be filled, and that the Senate should wait until
his successor took his place. Surely the Senator from Iowa
would not vote against my resolution now.

Senator CAMERON of Pennsylvania—

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator from Idaho will
permit me, will he please state the precise facts as to the vacan-
cies existing at the time of the discussion to which he refers?
Had Senators been selected either by the Legislatures or ap-

pointed by the governors of the States to fill the vacancies? I
ask what were the precise facts. .
Mr. DUBOIS. The facts were that three Senators had been

appointed to Cabinet positions, the then Senator from Maine,

. Blaine, the Senator from lowa, Mr. Kirkwood, and the Sen-
ator from Minnesota, Mr. Windom. The appointments of Sen-
ators, I think, had been made in two of the States, and in Maine,
if my recollection serves me aright, the sitting member [Mr.
FrYE] had been elected. The question was on the organization
of the Senate, and it makes no difference, I submit to my honor-
able friend from Oregon, whether the filibustering was for two
days or three days or three years. If the principle was right
then, it is right now. -

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I think it would make a very
great difference, so far as I am concerned, if the facts were that
the vacancies existed here and that Senators had been selected,
either by the Legislatures of the respective States or byappoint-
ment of the governors and were on their way here, or w%ether
the Senate knew that they were to be here in two or three days.
I think it would be quite a different case from that suggested by
the Senator from Idaho, where there are vacaucies caused by the
neglect or failure of the Legislature to elect Senators and the
executives of the States absolutely decline, and have declined
uﬁ to this date, to convene the Legislatures to elect Senators to
fill the vacancies.

Mr. DUBOIS. The Senator from Oregon takes a very differ-
ent view of the question from what the Republicans in the Sen-
ate did who were then voting. Their views were laid down by the
then Senator from Kansas,

r. Ingalls, which is precisely the po- |

sition I take; and itrequires a very ingenious argument, it seems
to me, to say that you can filibuster in one case and not in an-
other on precisely the same state of facts.

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do not believe I have ever pur-
sued that course, so far as | am concerned.

Mr. DUBOIS. I am saying what the Republicans who were
then here did.

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] and the Sen-
ator from Maine [Mr. HALE] took that course and voted in that
way. The Senatorfrom Maine was contending that his colleague
should be here to participate, and that it was right and proper
that he should be, and I do not believe that the Senator from
Massachusetts [Mr, HOAR] had a right to class him as one who
would eppose my resolution. 5

Mr. HALE. the Senator will allow me, I remember very
well the circumstances and conditions here. It was simply a

uestion, as the Senator from Oregon has stated, of perhaps a

a{ or two and where there was no question either about the
title of the Senators to their seats or as to the authority which
had sent them here. 1t was felt that it was pushing and crowd-
ing the other side when the vacancies then existing were not in
any way real or permanent vacancies, but were only for a day or
two, and that is the fact. My colleagne [Mr. FRYE] was one of
the Senators elected. The others had besn appointed: and they
were all here within a day or two afterwards.

While the Senator is upon the floor I wish he would state—
because he knows all about it—whether any steps are being t1ken
in the States in which vacancies now exist toward the filling of
the vacancies. Iam informed—I do not know whether my au-
thority is correct or not—that in Montana the general sentiment
is against electing a Senator, and that the governor will notcall
the Legislature together. [ am informed further, from asource
which ought to be authentic, that in Wyoming the governor of
that State, for reasons which are ample for him, will not call the
Legislature together. If this is so in these States, I appeal to
the Senator whether it is not really pretty bro:dly difierent as
amatter of legislative action from the condition yearsago, when
there was only a day or two to intervene before the appearance
of Senators.

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr, President,Irise to a questionof order.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana will
state his question of order.

Mr. VOORHEES. When I had the floor on the regular order
I yielded to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] for the pur-
pose of correcting the record of the proceedings of this body,
which was done between himself and the Senator from Califor-
nia [Mr. WHITE]. I desire to be informed, under those cir-
cumstances, how, why, and under what rule a discussion takes
giace, involving filibustering, the question of vacant seats. from

tates,and anything and everything else, I presume, which may
come in hereafter?

I desire to know, Mr. President, whether I can not resume the
floor, and have it assigned to those who desire to address the
Senate on the pending order? g

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chairwill state to the Senator
from Indiana that the Chair recognized the Senator from South
Dakota [Mr. KYLE] as being entitled to the floor on the pending
bill. The Senator from South Dakota yielded to the Senator
from Idaho for a personal explanation.

Mr. VOORHEES. T happened to be out of the Chamber at
the time and did not hear that.

Mr. DUBOIS. I had the floor by consent of the Senator from
South Dakota.

Mr. VOORHEES. I beg tosay tothe Senator from Idaho that
I did not know the Senator from South Dakota had been ¢n his
feet. I was called out of the Chamber for a moment.

Mr. DUBOIS. I shall continue to name the Senators who are
now here who at the time voted in the way I have indicated.
Before doing so, however, I will answer the Senator from Maine
[Mr. HALE]. I stated the points very fully the other day. I
said then and repeat now that there is a widespread and preva-
lent opinion throughout the Western country that these States
were willfully and maliciously deprived of tieir representation
in the Senate; that immediate measures hostile to their inter-
ests were being pushed, and that it was the understanding there
that they could not send Senators to this body in time to par-
thi%,te this discussion or to vote on the pending measure.
In Washington, I understand the Legislature will soon be called.
I am fully convinced, ag much so as I ever was of anything in
my life, that if the Senate will pass the resolution I have intro-
duced, the Senators from those States will be here by the 15th
of January. I am contending that the Republicans have no
rl{lht. to vote against my resolution. I will continue to call the
roll:

Senator CAMERON, of Pennsylvania; Senator HALE, of Maine; Senator
HAWLEY, of Connecticut; Senator HoAR, of Massachusetts; Senator JONES,
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of Nevadna; Senator MoRRILL, of Vermont; Senator PLATT, of Connecticut;
Senator SHERMAN, of Ohio, and Senator TELLER, of Colorado.

The Senators were all here. As I understand, the Senator
from Pennsylvania,the Senator from Colorado, and the Senator
from Nevada are entirely consistent. They intend to support
thesresolution; I think that the other Senators will, and that
the Senator from Massachusetts was not warranted in saying
that they wonld not au‘i) rt it. He was quoted in the newspa-
pers as saying they would support it. The RECORD, I frust, has
got him wrong.

It certainly can not be that thereis nothing left of the Repub-
lican party except the Representatives from the silver States.
The majority of the party %m‘a are contending against legisla-
tion passad by their party, and they have repeatedly refused to

resolutions of inquiry here respecting the Administration,

uf it is impossible for me fo conceive that they will trample

down every precedent of their party in order to blindly follow
the Administration.

I refer to this record because it is entirely in keeping with the
resolution which I proposed, and I do it in order to show that I
was not only not consuming time, but thatI had abundant prece-
dent for the position I have taken.

Mr. WASHBURN. Will the Senator from South Dakota
yield to me for not more than five minutes?

Mr, KYLE. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]asked
me to ﬁield to him for about three minutes that he might read
a few lines apropos to the question raised by the Senator from
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and I had agreed to yield to him. After
that 1 will see if there is any time for the Senator from Minne-

sota.
milgr. WASHBURN. I will not take more than threes or four
utes.

The other morning, when the Senator from Idaho [Mr. DUBOIS]
introduced the resolution to which he has referred, I did not
sn he introduced it for the killing of time and procrastina-
tion, although that was the inevitable effect of it—TI did not su})-

that he even seriously thought that such a resolution could

pass this body; I did motsuppose that he seriously thought that
the Senate of the United Stafes was to stand still for the next
three months to allow Senators to come from States which have
persistently failed to perform their constitutional duties. I do
not think now the Senator seriously thought of anything so ab-
solutely absurd. I thought at the time his purpose was, in in-
troducing the resolution, that it would offer an oceasion to show
that the opponents of the repeal of the Sherman law were being
t at an unfair disadvantage. I simply want to call the atten-

n of the Senate to these facts, and then it can reach its own
conclusions as to whether the silver men are put at a disadvan-

e by not agreeing to the proposed postponement.

f the three States in question, two are not silver-producing
States; they have no more interest in the coinage of silver than
any other State in the Union, and they are supposed to have avery
intelligent and patriotic population. Furthermore, those two
Statesare represented by two Senators, both of whom arein favor

“of the re of the Sherman law. I should like to inquire, in
view of that fact, what iugustlce is being done to the silver men
on the floor of the Senate? B

Mr. WOLCOTT. WilltheSenator please name the twoStutes
which he siys are represented by two Senators who are in favor
of the unconditional repeal of the Sherman law?

Mr. WASHBURN. Iwill with great pleasare. They are the
States of Washington and Wyoming.

Mr. DUBOIS. I should like the Senator from Minnesota to
state by what authority and by whose authority he makes that
asserftion.

%&r. WASHBURN. By the authority of the Senators them-
selves.

Mr. DUBOIS. Very well. I imagine that those Senators will
resent that imputation. There never has been a time when the
members of Congress from those States have not voted for the
free and unlimited coinage of silver, and I state that the Senators
from Wyoming and Washington on this floor are not for the un-
conditional repeal of the Sherman law. The Senatorfrom Wash-
!ngtoﬂn [Mr. SQUIRE] has offered an amendment in the interest
of silver. -

Mr. WASHBURN. I can only state, in answer, that the Sen-
ator from Washington told me distinctly that he would vote for
th:unconditional repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman
act.

Mr. KYLE. I now yield to the Senator from Nevada [Mr.
BTEWART]. ;

Mr. STEWART. Mr.President, Ishalloceupy buta moment.
I fear that the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoOAR] and the
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] have further complicated the
situation and made the position of Mr. Hooper still more unfor-
tunate. They make the statement still more remarkable. The

true statement the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] had
read, and which Mr. Hooper made in the House of Representa-~
tives, is as follows: .

The bill under consideration is believed to contain all that is valuable in
existing laws, with such new provisions added as appear necessary to those
best acquainted with the subject for the eficiency and economy of the public
service in the important Departmsnt to which it relates, The bill was pre-
pared two years ago, and has been snbmitted to careful and deliberate ex-
amination. It has the approval of nearly all the mint e s of the coun-
try, and the sanction of the Secretary of the Treasury. r. Ernest Seyd, of
London, a dis:.ingnﬁshed writer, who has given great attention to the sub-
ject of mints and coinage, after examining the first draft of the bill, far-
giiflhed many valuable suggestions which have been incorporated im this

The Senator from Massachusetts has printed as a document—
Miscellaneous Document No. 27, first session Fifty-third Con-
gress— the valuable suggestions to which Mr. Hooper referred.
Mr. Hooper declared these valuable suggestions were incorpo-
rated in the bill. I call attention to one suggestion which Mr.
Ernest Seyd regarded as the most important: '

Inow come to the most important part of the bill, that of the valuation;
Which, according to section 15, omits the coinage of tae silver dollar and
confirms the debased silver co of half dollars and below, under the ven-
der limit of 85. I am aware, of course, that throngh the amendment of 1858
the same debased coin: was already established; but although the actual
coinage of the silver dollar had mecuc:uIy ceased, still that piece wasmnot
aboished by law. As this new bill presumably repeals all previous enaet-
ments. I sup that the total abolition of the silver dollar is contemplated.

In my book (Suggestions) I enter fully into the discussion of this matter
and show the gigantic co uences to international as well as national
trade through the demonetization of silver to which the United States would
thus lend a helping hand, and for a number of years this subject of the abo-
lition of silver as tender coin has occupied the attention of European econ-
omists. It is the question of the age, and takes precedence of every other
matter involved in monetary science.

Unfortunately the subject requires not only a thoroughly practical knowi-
edge of exchange matters, the principles of valuation, for which very few

ople have inclination; and so it tmi)gena that even the framers of mint
s do not grasp its importance, as I have found before. You yourself, in
your letter to Mr. Latham, referring to my book, make the remark: ‘*Asto
the theory of the double valuation Ido not understand it." I infer from
this that you have remained a stranger to the controversy, that youn have
not as ﬁm formed an opinion as to the merits of it, and that you have framed
our bill in favor of the absolute %)lr.l valuation according to that which
as been of late the practice in the United States if not the law.

Permit me to beg that zou will first investigate the question of double
versus single valuation. Chapter I1I of my book, * Suggestions,” etc.,opens
the guestion; a dix, Notes VIII ( page 201) the consequences of the gold
valnation, and (page 212) the injustice of the gold valuation. Treat the
matter in their international and national aspects, and they may furnish
you sufcient material for reflection.

Other writers, suchas Mr. Wolowskl, in France, and several other French,
Dutch, and German authorities, defend the double valuation on the same

grounds.

Then he goes on further and gives Mr. Wolowski and other
authoritities in favor of bimetallism, but these suggestions do
not appear to have been adopted, although Mr. Hoopersaid in his
remarks that they had been adopted. If Mr. Hooper had adopted
the augﬁesi.ions of Ernest Seyd, which he informed the House
he had done, silver would not have been demonetized. In cor-
reeting a misquotation of Mr. Hooper's remarks the Semnators
have developed the fact that Mr. Hooper misinformed the House
as to the real character of his bill.

Mr. KYLE addressed the Senate. After having spoken for
some time,

Mr. PETTIGREW said: Mr, President, Isuggestthat thereis -
not a quorum present.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WHITE of California in the
chair). The suggestion being made that there is not a quorum
prescnt, the roll will be called.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names:

Allison, ulkmner, MeMillan, Sherman,
Berry, e, McPherson, Shoup,
Caflery, Gallinger, Manderson, Teller,
QCall, George, Martin, Turpie,
Cameron, Gibson, , Palmer, Vance,
Carey, Hale, Pefler, Vest,
Chandler, Harris, Perkins, Voorhees,
Cockrell, Hawl Pettigrew, ‘Walthall,
Cullom, Jones, Nov. Platt, Washburn,
Davis, Kyle, Power, “White, Cal.
Dixon, Lgxdss.y. Ransom, Wolcott,
Dolph, Lodge, Roach,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-seven Senators have an-
swered to their names. A guorum is present. The Senator
from South Dakota will proceed.

[Mr. KYLE resumed and concluded his speech. See Appen-
dix.

: ELEVENTH CENSUS.

Myr. TURPIE. I have the permission of theSenator incharge
of the bill to ask the consideration by the Senateo of the Huuse
bill in relation to the Census, which is upon the table., I ask
that it be laid before the Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is mo objection the
Chair will k;i.f the bill before the Senate.

The bill (H. R. 3607) to extend the time for completing the
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worls of the Eleventh Census, and for other purposes, was read

twice by its title. -

The %RESIDI’N G OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana
wishes to have the bill considered?

Mr. TURPIE. * Yes, sir.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ts there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. DOLPH. Has the bill been referred in the Senate?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana had
probably better state the nature of the measure for the informa-
tion of the Senate.

Mr. TURPIE. No, the bill has not been referred. In fact
there did not seem to be any necessity for a reference. The
chairman of the Committee on the Census, however, has faken
a poll of the members of that committee, and they are unani-
mously in favor of the bill. Every head of a Department and
head of a bureau interested in the ecensus,every one who wishes
the success of the investigation, and the speedy success of it, is
in favor of the passage of the bill. There is hardly anything in
the bill to justily a reference and acallof the committee in rela-
tion to it. It is very simple. There are only two subjects pro-
vided for. One is the extension of completing the work of the
census until the 1st of July, 1894, instead of December 31, 1893,
the present law. The other is the appointment of Mr. Carroll
D. "Rfri ht, Commissioner of Labor, as superintendent for the
remainder of the term.

Mr. DOLPH. I object to the consideration of the bill at the
resent time. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN]
esires to sddress the Senate. After he has concluded, which

will be within an hour, I will withdraw my objection and the
bill may then be considered.

Mr. TURPIE. 1didnot understand the remark of the Sena-
tor from Oregon.
Mr. DOLPH. Isay, for the time being I will object to the

consideration of the bill. The Senator from Michigan [Mr.Mc-
MiLLAN] proposes to address the Senate now, but he will not
speak long, end when his speech is concluded I will have no ob-
jection to the consideration of the bill.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Affer the Senator from Michi-
gan has concluded,the Chair presumes the Senator from Indiana
.can bring the matter up again.
Mr. TURPIE. Very well.

PURCHASE OF SILVER BULLION.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1) to repeal a part of an act approved
July 14, 1890, entitled “*An act directing the purchase of silver
bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other

purposes.” '

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, those whonow haveincharge
finaneial le%islation have given assurance that the monetary sys-
tem of the United States is to be changed inseveral particulars.
The pearel of the silver-purchasing clause of the Sherman law,
they say, is to be but the beginning of a monetary reform. Just
whatis proposed they are careful not totell. Vague intimations
as tolegislation favorable tosilver and as to the repeal of the tax on
State bank ecirculation are in the air; and the tax re is said,
on definite authority, to find favor in Administration cireles.
Doubtless the promises of & change are induced by the knowledge
lately forced upon the people that some change is necessary to
bring our currency system but of its present condition of unstable

uilibrium.

t has been argued with great spirit that the Governmentecan,
and, on the other hand, that it can not by mere legislation create
value in the form of money. Yet all nations do create value in
otherwise valueless paper, merely by giving to that paper the
legal-tender quality. On the other hand, experience has shown
clearly that when the amount of Government issues exceeds the
usescreated for them by the Government, that currency declines
in value when compared with the universal standard. So, too,
mankind has learned that the onlgr way in which any one nation
can maintain gold and silver in its currenc {imiting the
amount or the availability of that metal whie
world s markets.

To-day this nation has essentially the same kind of a mixed
currency that is in use in France, Germany, Holland, Belgium,
Ttaly, and Austria. Each of these nations is on a gold basis;
each uses silver coins which are legal tender to any amount and
which are kept at par with gold by limiting the guantity; and
each makes a large use of paper money issued either by the
state or by banks chartered the nation. England alone has
both a gold standard and a gold currency. The amount of her
bank-note issues is comparatively small and both law and policy
tend to make them smaller.

By a process of natural selection this country has reached the

is bﬁ
is cheapest in the

point in ¢ evelution that the great majority of the com-
mercial nations have reached. Our people do not favor a gold
currency such as England has; they do favor the use of silver
as a currency basis to the utmost extent consistent with the
retention of a gold standard. Nor is there any objection raised
on any side to the use of the present amount of greenbacks, so
lcmﬁlas their convertibility is maintained. It is oniy to the
small and necessarily diminishing issues of national-bank notes
that any objection is made; and the sure approach of the day
when such issues must cease, for want of a basis, makes the dis-
cussion of national-bank notes pertinent only in connection with
schemes to broaden the basis of issue, or to give to State banks
also the privilege of putting forth notes. |

On the whole, therefore, it may be said that the people are
content with the nature of their currency. The present s-
sion is as to the enlargement of one or the otherof its elements.
It is admitted that the constant increase in business calls for
fresh supplies of money. Thequestionis as to which element—
the gold, the silver, or the paper—shall be increased; and in
what manner this increase shall be brought about.

Perhaps it is not strictly correct to say that there is no objec-
tion to tl}):nae use of gold as a constituent part of our ecurrency.
Every person who advocates the free coinage of silver by t
nation alone is an opponent, by implication at least, of the uss
of the gold basis, for the inevitable result of the free coinage of
silver must be silver monometallism. It is mainfained by some
that the power of the United States is so great that were this
nation to open its mints to the silver producers other nations
would speedily do the same, and that the result would be inter-
national bimetallism.

A careful reading of the report of the Brussels conference
must safisfy any person that so long as England refusas to use
silver as zmunhmitedlegal tender, no European nation will again
open its mints tofree coinage. And, if by reason of Mr. Balfours
utterances on the currency guestion in an address delivered by
him at the Mansion House, London, August 3, 1893, any are so
optimistic as to put their faith in an immediate change of policy
on the part of England, such an illusion must be ed by
the recent reply of the present chancellor of the exchequer to
Mr. R. C. Everett, M. P., in which letter he says: "

Bnt it isof the highest importance in the interest both of this'country and
of othmi&m'arnmants that we should not encourage expectations which we
are not likely to fulfill, * * * Her Majesty’s Government entirely adheres
to the declaration made in the House of Commons, that any interfersnce
with the single mon standard now by law established in this country
is open to the greatest of objections. (See article in London Economistre-
printed in New Yark Sun, September 17, 1893.) 1

After such an expression, international bimetallism must bz
post[l)oned to the indefinite future; and this fact mustbe regarded
in all currency legislation,

Forced to give up, for the present at least, the idea of interna-
tional bimetallism and the free coinage of both gold and silver,
we still have left the refuge of national bimetallism and the use
of silver as unlimited legal tender within wide limits. Silver
will be'used to a ter extent than gold can be in the currency
of each individual nation; and after the production of the white
metal shall reach a normal basis, the value of silver will again
increase, the sugl:l being regulated by the demand, and the
value being established by the cost of production.

The use of silver in the arts: the demand for it as the only
money used by the nations of the far East; the need of it to re-
plenish the coinage of our own and European eountries; all these
causes will in time insure its constant production and give ita
stable value, whereas the artificial stimulus given by the Bland
or the Sherman laws tend to produee such wide fluctuations in
value that thereby silver becomes unfitted for a standard.

II.

It is necessary here to note the difference between gold mono-
metallism, such as England has attained, and national bimetal-
lism, which is the condition of the other nations. The distinec-
tion is easily made; and the difference is very great. Monomet-
allism, either of silver or gold, requires a currency i*t which the
given metal plays the controlling Ea.rt. Monometallic England
is forced to keep a gold currency; but a nation may be on a gold
basis withount having any portion of its currency made up of
gold, as is the case with Canada.* France isona gold basis with
a currency consisting of one thousand three hundred and sixty
millions of silver and }Ei.per and only eight hundred and fifty-
five millions of gold. olland is on a gold basis with but twen-
ty-five millions in gold and one hundred and thirty-five millions
in silver and paper.

If a gold basis rﬁuired a gold currency, then there would not
be gold enoufh in the world to allow either France or the United
States to replace its silver and paper money with gold money
without bringing all other nations to bankruptey. The essen-

*Report of the Indlan Currency Commission, p. 80
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tial condition of a gold basis, however, is that frsons having a
foreign debt to pay shall be able to convert the national cur-
rency, be it gold, silver or paé)er, into the international currency,
which is the commodity gold. The United States should main-
tain its finances on a gold basis, because, as compared with other
nations, it gets gold cheap. Not only is this country one of the
great producers of gold, but the normal condition of our trade
with other nations is such as to draw qoid from them, both by
trade balances and by importing capital.

There is a world of wisdom in the summing up made by that
experienced and clear-headed financier, Mr. gertmm Currie, in
his remarks at the Brussels conference.

The real desideratum for a nation—

Said he—
is to maintain a surplus of revenue over expenditure, and thereb{ fully
establish and extend its credit. When that has been accomplished, it may
command as much gold as it can profitably use, and failing such credit its
monstary system can never rest on & safe foundation.

The revenues of the United States, until the recent depression
set in, have shown a surplus, and doubtless they will do soagain
when businessshall revive. If theydonot, then it should be the
first duty of Congress to establish such a balance. With a sur-
plus in tﬁe Treasury and the authority given to the Secretary of
the Treasury to issue bonds to insure the parity of gold and sil-
ver and paper, the United States may maﬁfmin a gold standard
with a comparatively small stock of gold.

1L,

As the Senator from Jowa[Mr. ALLISON]has well pointed out,
neither of the great parties in this country has called for the
free coinage of silver, at the expense of the gold standard. At
the same time there is a widespread belief that the struggle of
the nations to obtain gold has made the use of that metal expen-
sive to the nations, and that some mitigation should be found
for the condition of affairs soaptly stated by Mr. Goschen to the
House of Commons, when he said:

I feel a kind of shame that, on the occasion of two or three millions of gold
being taken to Brazil or any other country, it should immediately have the
effect of causing a monetary alarm throughout the country.

He might well have said, throughout the commereial world.

What is the remedy? The ideal remedy is the free coinage of
both gold and silver at such a ratio that either one may be used
to pay a debt anywhere in the world. For thatremedy weshould
continue to strive. In the meantime, the best way to reduce the
difficulty to a minimum is the plan suggested to the Brussels
conference by Mr, Van den Berg, the delegate of the Netherlands,
and the head of the great chartered bank of his country.

Is there not a more effective means—

He asks—

for protecting ourselves against “ the struggle for gold " which is to be seen
tq-dgl}o in a more intense form than ever, and which, it seems, must assume
a far more acute and serious charac it the present conferenceshould
lead to no result? For my part, I believe that this means is already discov-

# * * In my opinion,a great step in advance would be taken if all
the great central banks which are subject to the *‘limping standard” were
to be guided by the example of the Bank of the Netherlands in the policy
which they pursue with reference to the stock of gold they hold.

The B of the Netherlands is very miserly with its gold when it 18 de-
manded for home circulation, being of opinion that the coins of 1 florin and
ﬂt florins, together with the state notes for 10 and 50 florins, with the notes
of the Bank of the Netherlands for 25 florins and upward are sufficient for
internal exchange. Holland, which has not exactly the reputation of being
a poor country, accommodates herself well enough to the lack of gold coins
in hercirculation. #* # =

If the Bank of France, the Bank of Belgium, and the other banks could
follow our example, they would see their swei: of gold grow much larger
than it is at present, and they would be able, with no inconvenience, to Iib-
erate as much as at any given moment would be asked of them for export,
with the certainty of seeing it return to them shortly, as we have so often
observed in the case of Holland. If noimpediments were put in the wa‘.ﬁgt
the free circulationof gold, if it were allowed to come and go at the bid
of the temporary needs of the money market, we should see the course o
business assume an entirely different aspect and calm would where,
too often at present, a feverish and unreasonable agitation turns men's
minds and business out of their proper courses.

I have made this lengthy quotation to show that the problem
which disturbs us also weighs upon the minds of foreign finan-
ciers; for commerce, the great civilizer, has united all nations
in a common 1peril and has brought them all into couneil for mu-
tual help. Trade means commercial friendship, not warfare.
We have friends, not enemies, across the Atlantic.

v

The amount of currency in a.ng country depends on the stock
of money multiplied by the rapidity of its circulation, which is
another way of saf'Lng that ““ A nimble sixpence is better than a
slow shilling,” If some means can be found by which the rapid-
ity of the gold circulation can be increased, the result will be
the same as if the amount were increased.

Adopting Mr. Van den Berg's argument that gold should be
reserved for international usas, let us see if some feasible plan
can not be suggested for giving wings to gold, as we have

ven

to silver, by the use of the certificate and Treasury note.

wings
I hei[eva that it isnotonly possible to issue an international cur-

rency based on gold; but that, before many years shall pass, the
inventive genius of the world's financiers will overcome the
present slow, tedious, and wasteful methods of ca.rting gold about
the world. Within the year past over three hundred tons of
gold have been transported across the ocean atan absolute waste
of hundreds of thousands of dollars.

The cost to the Government in transporting gold from Wash-
ington to New York during the gold exodus a few months ago
was $500 a day, the amount of the daily shipments being a million
dollars. Within our own country it costs 50 cents to transfer
$1,000 in gold, whereas the same amount of currency is shipped
for 15 cents. The cost of sending a million dollars in gold across
the Atlantie, ineluding freight, insurance, interest, etc., isabout
$900. Add to this 8500 for transportation from the Treasuryat
Washington to the subtreasury at New York,and the totgl sum
required to deliver $1,000,000 in gold in Tondonis $3,500. More-
over, during the time required for shipment this million dollary
is absolutely withdrawn from the currency and locked up.

Mr. Bagehot, in discussing the gold movement between Paris
and London, well says:

The expense of sending gold to and fro having been reduced to a mini-
mum between the two citles, the difference can never be very great; but it
must not be forgotten that, the interest being talken at a percentage calcu-
lated per annum, and the probable profit having (when an operation in three
months' bills is contemplated) to be divided by four, whereas the percent-
age of expenses has to be wholly borne by one transaction, a very slight ex-
pense becomes & great 1m§)edimenu If the cost is only one-h T cent,
there must be a profit of 2 per cent in the rate of interest or one-half per
cent on three months, before any advantage commences; and thus, suppos-
ing that Paris capitalists calculate that they may send their gold over to
Engiand for one-half per cent expense, and chance their being so favored
by the exchanges as to be able to draw it back without any cost at all, there
must nevertheless be an excess of more than 2 per cent in the London rate
of interest over that in Parls before the operation of sending gold over from
ll;‘;-;nﬁgé‘ merely for the sake of higher interest, will pay.—Lombard Street,

9

If * a very slight expense becomes a great impediment ”in the
flow of gold between two cities where “g’;he cost has been reduced
to a minimum,” how infinitely greater must be the impediment
to the wransportation of hundreds of tons of gold between New
York and London, where for every hour required in transit be-
tween the French and English capitals a full day is required
sf:il;l ﬂée transportation across the Atlantic, with the ocean risks

ed.

I have called attention tothe waste and the difficulties incident
to the transportation of gold between nations for the purpose of
smggestinﬁ a method by which that cost may be reduced indefi-
nitely, and at the same time gold may be made more quickly and
more widely available for the g:yment. of international balances.

Suppose the holder of gold bars were able to depositthem at
a subtreasury of the United States and receive therefor a reg-
istered certificate of deposit payable at the United States su
treasury in New York (or any other subtreasury) in gold certifi-
cates of such denominations as the New York (or other holder)
of the certificate of deposit might find most convenient. These
gold certificates would at once become part and parcel of the cur-
rency of the country, and could take the place of gold coin in
bank reserves, while the actual gold remained in the subtreasury
in which it was originally deposited.

Extend the operation one step further, and pass from national
to international certificates. Suppose the owner of gold or gold
certificates were able to defosit his holdings at the subtreas-
u:l)r in New York and receive therefor registered certificates
calling for gold or its equivalent at the Bank of England, the
Bank of France, the Bank of Amsterdam, or the Reichsbank of
Germany. A small charge might be made to compensate for
such shipments of gold as might be required to pay annual or
biennial balances between the nations. These international
registered certificates would atonce passcurrent in every country
which participates in the movement of gold, and would form an
absolutely safe means of transfer not only among European na-
tions themselves and between those-nations and the United
States, but also with the politically unsettled nations of South
and Central America.

From February 13, 1801, to April 1, 1892, the exports and im-

rts of gold were over $113,000,000; the net lossof gold to the

Tnited States was $40,680,137. The minimum amount in ship-
ments saved by the use of certificates would have been 872,346,-
714. It is not the actual saving in transportation that counts,
although this is noinconsiderable item. e main saving would
be found in the freedom with which gold representatives would
circulate, and the ease with which debts between dations could
be ]i»a.id through an international clearing house, if once an inter-
national currency, based on actual deposits of gold, and guaran-
teed by the issning nations were to be established.

The plan outlined is neither new nor original. Amn for in-
ternational clearing was presented to the London titute of




1893.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

2009

Bankers on November 18, 1885, by Mr. Henry Chevassus,* who
advanced the proposition that warrants based on gold and silver
should be issued, these warrants to be legal tender and capable
of transfer by telegraph. Under such conditions, Mr. Chevas-
sus maintained, there need be no greater fluctuations normally
than half a centime above or below the metallic par between
England and France. ¢

‘Warrants would flock from all financial centers instantly on
any monetary pressure occurring in any one of these. By this
means, he maintained, the seramble for gold would come to an
end, and the reluctance of France to part with gold for export
and the prohibitive measures of Germany would come to an end.

Substantially the same plan was advocated in the London
Economist of December 14, 1889, by Mr. Ottomar Ha.uFt, of Paris,
who contends that by means of certificates the real par of ex-
change would at the same time be the gold point and the remit-
ting rate of exchange through a certificate. He says:

The very highest aim of several economists—the continuance of the gold
bar, or the value thereof, of one nation in the money of another, without
any deduction for coinage expenses, and so on—would then, indeed, have
been attained.

Again—
all the charges incidental to the forwarding of gold bars or coins, as freig
insurance, nay, even loss on the standard bars, would henceforth be done
away with, and even the tage of the letter would not be increased, seeing
that in case of loss an 3f.‘.gan:rrsum:l certificate could not be trifled with. In
one word, the procuring and forwarding of the certificate would involve
no expenses whatever, and oonseqluenuy the price paid for it will find itsim-
mediate and absolute expressionin the rate of exchange itself.

Even though the advantage of the plan should prove much
less than is claimed for it, our own experience with rasa
substitute for coin will readily convince an American that the
use of international currency based on gold would enable one
dollar's worth of gold bullion to do the work of many dollars as
at present utilized.

Since the movement of gold across the Atlantic is mainly be-
tween New York and London, the present Administration could
not do a greater service to the business interests of this nation
than would ba done by opening negotiations with the British
Government for a commission to arrange for cashing, at either
the subtreasury at New York or the issue department of the
Bank of England, of certificates issued against actual deposits of
gold, and for such periodical clearings as might be found neces-
sary. Thiswould be the first step to an international currency,

rtions of which would, in time, be furnished by all countries

aving a gold basis.} 4

It is contended that the appreciation of gold is one of the
causes of the general fall of prices which has been going on the
world over. Admitting that gold has somewhat advanced in
value on account of its increased use among nations, the fall of
prices is due mainly to competition brought about through im-
provements in production and the resort to more productive
soils. Congress should never lower the standard of value for
the benefit of the comparatively few debtors who years ago in-
curred debts measured in money of less value, when by so doing
the result will be to lower the real wages of labor, and toreduce
‘the standard of living among the great mass of the active and
productive people of the nation.

The stri fact brought out in the report of the Senate Fi-
nance Committee on Wholesale Prices and Wages (see volume 1

es 15, 179, 180) is that while there hasbeen a considerable fall
in the price of commodities, there has been an advance in the
priceof labor. Investigationscarried on inother countriesshow
that this advance is not confined to the United States, but that
in every commercial nation the condition of the wage-worker
has steadily improved and that his standard of living has ad-
vanced. Moreover, David A. Wells has shown that when meas-
ured in commodities, the real wages of the laboring man during
what are called the ‘* flush times” that [ollowed the war really
suffered a decline as compared with 1860. (Recent Economic
Changes, page 417.) Itisasufficientobjection to the free coinage
of silver tgat. it will raise general prices in this country, since
in that rise the laboring man, as experience shows, must suffer.

‘We should ever strive to keep the standard of value steady and
uniform; but better a slight fall in prices than a rapid rise in
which the speculator and a comparatively few debtors shall reap
the advantage at the expense of the man whose welfare is meas-
ured by his daily wage. -

After all is said about the increased value of money, the chief
reason for that increase is to be found not in the scarcity of

* London Economist, December 21, 1889,

1+ The international certificate presents no greater difficulties than have
been overcome already in the case of the international postal m order,
whereby money d;g)os ted in any money-order office in the United States
ﬁenay be erred by an order payable in one of twenty-nine foreign coun-
or colonies at a cost of 1 per cent.

hit,

money, but in the improvement olkglroduc'ﬁion, in the decline in
cost of transportation, and the linking together of the markets
of the world. The farmer in the middle United States has ex-
perienced a decline in the price of wheat, due to the fact that
the Indian and the Russian farmer have become his competitors
in the world's markets, while at the same time the resort to new
lands in the West has increased home competition.

But the invention of farming machinery and the extension of
railroads have decreased his cost of production, and every dollar
that he has received has enabled him to command more of both
the necessariesand the luxuries of life. He has seen his rate of
interest decline from 10 or 12 per cent to 6 or 7 per cent; and at
the same time facilities for the education of his children and
the means of enjoyment have vastly increased for him. It is
only when he comes to pay the principal of his debt, if he hap-

ns to be a debtor, that he issomewhat the worse off; and in the

ong run even the farmer would be the loser by reason of the free
coinage of silver or any other method of creating a general rise
in prices. It is true that he might get more dollars for his
products, but he would also pay more for eclothing, groceries,
and those other commodities with which he has to supply him-
self. The only thing that will rea.lif benefit the farmer is to
have his products rise in price while other commodities de-
crease. So long as his foreign and home competition in raising
wheat increases, no decrease in the value of money will give
him real benefit.

The farmer has suffered by reason of the fall in the prices of
his products. The manufacturer and the trader have also suf-
fered from the fall of prices of manufactured articles and com-
modities generally. Every mile of railroad that England has
built in India has helped to reduce the price of wheat in Amer-
ica. The Suez Canal has reduced the value of wheat lands in
Kansas. The competition of the Pacific ports with those on the
Atlantic has become so keen that about one-third of all the
;heat sent from the United States to England goesaround Cape

orn.

What is the remedy for the farmer? Surely not arise in gen-
eral prices which would enhance the cost of everything he
buys, while at the same time the value of his products is regu-
lated by the demand and supply in foreign markets. Hisfuture
prosperity depends, first, on the building up of cities to supply
which he can diversify his products and thus in part esca
from the effects of competition in wheat; and, secondly, in the
fact that according to the best authorities the wheat ac e of
the world can not be extended much beyond the present limit.
When the ultimate limit shall be reached the value of food
products must rise as compared with manufactures, and the
farmer will then be able to command a larger share of commod-
ities.

The argument that this country should continue the purchase
of silver for the sake of the silver-mining and kindred industries
will not stand. Silver has declined in value for the same reason
that iron has. Taking the price of best refined bar iron as 100
in 1860, the tables submit by the Finance Committee show
that the price advanced until in 1864 it was represented by the
index number 249.3. From that year there has been a pretty
steady decline, so that in 1891 the price was 27.6 points below
th&prioe in 1860, and 176.9 points below the price in 1864.

ith every fall in price theiron manufacturers were sure they
could not maintain themselves, and profits have been cut down
enormously; but improvements in machinery, the decrease in
the cost of transportation, and the discovery of richer mines
have all tended to a reduction in the price of ironm, just as the
same causes have reduced the value of silver. I venture to s:
that in the whole silver-mining section of the country the repeg
of the silver- l.u-ehmail:iI clause of the Sherman law will not work
so much suffering as the panic of this year has already worked
in the iron-mining regions of Michigan, Wisconsin, and Min-
nesota. One of the most experienced and most successful silver-
mine owners in Colorado writes me as follows:

I pelieve in the repeal of the purchasing clause of the Shermanlaw. I be-
lieve that supply and demand should regulate the price of silver, and that
the minersshould regulate the sug})ly‘ 1 believe that siivershould beal

tender up to #, and used as acirculating medinm. Letit be coined tosupply

the demand, and when redeemable in silver bullion the demand will regulate
the supply.

The result of closing the silver mines has been to start work
in the gold mines. The reports which come to the New York
Sun from Colorado, Idaho, New Mexico, Oregon, and California
show that capital and labor are now fast turning to the produc-
tionof gold; that instead of men clamoring for work, they are com-
bining toraise the price of their labor, and thatduring tge resent
year the production of gold will be enormously increased.

VII.

One of the most common objections to, the use of gold and sil-
ver and one of the arguments most relied on to justify an expan-
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sion of the paper currency is that there is mot enough money
inexistence to pay the debts of the world. This is an argument
much in vogue with men who claim to be friends of labor. How
fallacious it is may readily be seen by examining the daily rou-
tine of business that is ‘earried on through the various clearing
houses. On September 1, 1893, the interest-bearing debt.of the
United States, exclusive of the $64,623,5612 of bonds issued inaid
of the Papific railroads, amounted to $585,037,5680. The bank
ele in seventy-seven cities for the week ending August 31,
1803, as reported by Bradstreets, amounted to $661,152,209.

In other words, in the leading commercial cities of this coun-
try during one week an amoun: of indebtedness in excess of the
bonded debt of the nation was liquidated without the use of ohe
dollar in money of any sort, kind, ordescription; and this, too,
when the exchanges showed a decrease of about one-third of the
normal amount, There is no greater fallacy than that which
insists that debts are paid in money rather than in credits.
And, further, in estimating the amount of currency, it is neces-
sary to take into consideration credits as well as cash.

’.E‘Vhe Trensurystatement shows that the currency of the United
States on September 1, 1893, was $25.01 per capits, and that the
per capita in France was about $44; but the probability is that
the use of banking facilities in this country so far outstrips those
of France thatdoubtless we have in circulation a greater amount
of currency Eer caﬂlita. than has I'rance or any other country on
the globe. Kven in London, the clearing house of the world, the
sum of the weekly exchanges through the Bankers' Clearing
House of that city fall hundredsof millions below the aggregate
of those of the c{e:u‘ing houses in the seventy-seven reporting
cities of the United States.

‘Whatever may be the evils of a scarcity of money the evils of
an overabundance of money are still greater. When money be-
comes so plenty that the persons to whose keeping it is tempo-
varily intrusted use it to promote purely speculative schemes;
wben itis used to bolster up stocks and bonds of little or no in-
trinsic value; when,in a word, money is so plenty that it can be
obtained readily to prepare the materials for a panic, then the
evils of an .oversupplf become destructive beyond all caleula
tion or conception. I believe that this country has suffered a
hundred times more from the effects of an oversupply of money
than it has suffered from a scarcity in the circulating medium.

VIIL

The chief use of money isasa basis of credits. At the present
time 92 per cent of the world's business is conducted on credit,
and only about 8 per cent is transacted with money. Itneedsne
argument to prove that the most disastrous thing which can
happen to the monetary affairs of a nation is to have its cur-
rency impaired. Better by far lose a portion of the money out-
ri hlt than have suspicion cast on the value of the currency as a
whole.

‘While 1 believe that the money of the country should be main-
tained at a stable value for the sake of protecting the credits
which furnish the lifeblood of commerce, manufactures, and busi-
ness of every kind, I can not overlook the fact that bank credits
are every day being impaired by other means than the impair-
ment of the currency; and that while the banks appeal to Con-
gress to protect them, and through them the peu?le, from the
evils of a debased st.andard, it is equally the duty of Congress to
protect people and banks alike from certain vicious practices
which some banks have adopted deliberately and others have
been drawn into—practices more destructive to credits than the
Sherman 1aw has ever been. I refer particularly to the practice
of the national banks in parting wimhe control of their re-
serves in-order to secure interest on deposits made in ofher

Congress undertakes to control national-bank credits by cer-
tain regulations to which every such bank must conform. Ipro-
pose to show by the testimony of the most experienced bankers
. that the present regulations must be extended if the national
banks are to do the duty which the people have a right to ex-

ct of them. I believe that the man of business, the manu-

turer, the laborer, and the farmer—in a word, every member
of the industrial system—has a right to demand of Congress that
it shall legislate with regard to the national banks so as to pre-
vent, or at least greatly mitigate, those sudden collapses of bank
credits which with alarming frequency prostrate every kind of
business, causing widespread distress and carrying destruction
throughout the land.

The safety of banking depends on the size and the nature of
the reserve. Unfortunutalyﬁ'isimpossible to lay down any exact
rule as to how much money it is necessary for the banks to hold
in their vaults in order to make their depositors safe. The law
does require a minimum reserve of 15 per cent for banks outside
of the reserve cities, and of 25 per centfor all other banks, and it
g;avidea for closing any bank which allows its reserve to remain

low the required amount. X

Admitting that the law provides for a sufficient amount.of re-
serve, provided that reserve were actually at the disposal of
the bank, it.can readily be shown that the law asit now stands
permits the banks outside of the central reserve cities to part
absolutelgewith from one-half to three-fifths of that reserve; and
that by the payment of interest on the deposits made by other
banks the national banks in the reserve and central reserve
cities have builf up a vicious system of banking, by which sys-
tem panics are encouraged.

In making these strictures I have no fault to find with the
bankers of this country as individuals. They are first of all
business men, who give what attention they may to their duties
as directors of banks, and in the evils which a bad system pre--
cipitates they as men of business are the first and sometimes
the only-ones to suffer. More than this, the practice of paying
interest on deposits finds its most strenuous opponents among
the bankers themselves, many of whom resort to it only when
their dwindling deposits give warning that their interest-paying
competitors are outstripping them in the race for commercial
suecess.

IX.

Under the acts of 1887 and 1877 respectively, New York, Chi-
cago,and St. Louis have become central reserve cities and some
twenty-four others have become reserve cities. Of the three
central reserve cities, New York far outstrips the other two.

The practical result of interest paying is to draw money to the
central reserve cities, and particularly to New York. It has
been estimated that as high as $80,000,000 of the reserves of the
interior banks is often held by the New York banks. Hence it
happens that the whole monetary system of the United States
depends for its stability on the solvency of the New York banks.
1f at any time they are unable to meet their liabilities the whole
banking system collapses. They are the link which determines
the strength of the monetary chain.

Take for example the state of the reserves on October 2, 1890.
The country banks, so-called, then held a reserve equal to 26.2
Eer cent of their depesits, or nearly twice the amount required

¥

law. This reserve was divided as follows:
Millions.
Specie and other lawful money e 92,0
Dodinonuagentas. o5 s C DEE IS ar e B i e 128.5
Redemnption tund. . e 5.2

In other words, the country banks, with an apparent reserve of
more than double the amount required by law, really had con-
trol of but 10 per cent of their deposits. Manifestly their sol-
vency depended absolutely on theability of the reserve citybanks
to Eu.y their debts; for nobedy will contend that 10 per cent of

is a sufficient basis to sustain a bank when even a rumor of
trouble is abroad.

On the same date the banks in the reserve cities held reserves
equal to 28.3 per-cent of their deposits. They were 3.3 per cent
above the legal requirements. Their reserves were distributed

as follows:

Millions.
Specie and other lawful money .. ... __... 68.0
IETEC s o o M ol B el ol | B A s [ ) s 61.0
Bedenpidandanl s s e LG i B e s e |

In actual cash the reserve city banks held an available reserv
of but 12,6 per cent of their deposits, and their solvency depended
on the repayment of their deposits in the central reserve cities
of New York, Chicago, and St. Louis.

On that date fthe St. Louis banks held in available cash less
than 21.3 per cent of their deposits. The Chicago banks were 5
per cent above the limit required by law and the New York
banks were 2.8 per cent above the limit.

A month later, on November 12, 1890, the banks of New York
confessed their inability to pay their obiigabions in cash, and re-
sorted to the devica of iss clearing-house loan certificates,
which were not retired until February 7, 1891. The collapse of
speculations in our own country and the Baring troubles in

ingland precipitated a erisis that was prevented from becom-

ing a panic only by the timely action of the Government, which
between July 19 and November 1, 1880, emptied the Treasury of
$499,000,000 of surplus spent in the purchase of bonds. During
the present year no such surplus was available for the purchase
of bonds, and the panic came with full force.

X.

The point to be observed is this: If the national banks, when
supplied with the reserves called for by law and distributed as
the law provides they may be, are unable to sustain themselves
without the intervention of the Secretary of the Treasury, it is
an imperative duty, now that the Tr is no longer able to
afford relief, to provide by law for larger reserves and more
available ones. at duty is one which ss owes to the

people. The banks protect themselves by the issue of clearing-
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‘house certificates, which are in themselves aconfession af tem-
porary insolvency on the part of the banks as a body; but in
their struggle for existence loans are curtailed, stocks are sacri-
ficed, and the army of industry is put to rout.

Hon. Edwin S. Lacey, in the report of the Comptroller of the

Currency for 1891, says:
- The monetary stringency culminated on the 15th of November, 1890, and
its effects within thirty days thereafter had to a considerable extent passed
away, so far as could be observed in the larger cities. Its effecton the coun-
try at large, however, still continued. Inability to place securities and to
borrow money had arrested the operations of a great mmltitude of corpora-
tions ecattered all over the country, and insolvency and fallure had in a
large number of cases ensued. Where failure did not take place new work
was stopped, all credits were curtailed, and business in its various forms
became greatly depressed. The wth of cities and villages was in many
ocases arrested, a the prices city property, especially of a suburban
character, became greatly reduced.

Mr. Lacey calls attention to the fact that under the present
system of banking a general monetary stringency is felt firstand
most seriously by banks located in the larger of the reserve
cities, in part because banking associations in those cities pay
interest on bank balances in order to accumulate loanable funds.

Attention has been called to the dangerous condition of the
bank reserve, even when they meet large requirements—a con-
dition which demands prompt and effective treatment at the
hands of Congress. Isay at the hands of Congress, because the
banks, while [ully conscious of the source of danger, are power-
less, in and of themselves, to work a remedy. I believe that the
time has come when the New York bankers should maintain «
much larger reserve than 25 per cent of their bank deposits, and
that legislation should be enacted to put a stop absolutely to
the payment of interest on deposits of banks. Occugyiug a po-
sit'on analogous to that of the Bank of England, and yet being
we ker than that institution in times of stress, because both of
divided responsibilities and also because of not being able to re-

lenish their reserve by a rise in the rate of discount, the New

‘o k banks should not be content with a 25 per cent reserve
when the Bank of England needs from 33 to 44 per per cent, and
at times even more.

I have shown by figures taken from the reports of the Comp-
troller of the Currency how small the actual cash reserves of the
hanks in the country and the reserve cities usually are and how
the e banks, sending a large proportionof their reserves to New
York, impose upon the banks of that city burdens which the
nature of their loans and the character of the demands liable to
be made on their deposits ill fit them to bear.

In the light of what has gone before, let me quote from the re-
port of the Committee of Nine, which was prepared by that ex-
perienced and conservative banker, Mr. George S. Coe, and
adopted by the New York Clearing House Association in 1873.
The evils to which I have called attention, although acknowl-
edgzed by the New York banks,have not been corrected, but rather
have become more widespread.*

Mr. Coe's report a.gplies as well to the crises of 1884 and 1891
and to the panic of 1893 as to the panic of 1873.

Banks—

Says the report—
are the natural depositories of the current capital of thenat\iongm!a.lng into
and out of active industry and commerce, The balances held them are
for the time specially reserved by their owners from permanent investment
and kept subject to immediate control. ®* # # The custodians of such
funds are consequently bound by the very nature of their trust o preserve
them in their i'm.eﬁ;lty and to apply them only in such ways as will prevent
them from falling into inactivity, and also to hold such proportion in ready
cash in hanfi aslong experience has proved to be necessary to meet imme-
diate demands in every possible emergency.

How the banks have recently failed to meet these necessary
and reasonable requirements needs no discussion.
Mr. Coe continues:

No institntion can, in the long run, purchase deposits of money payable
on fiemand of the owners, and at the same time secure to itself a just and
E'apcr compensation for the business, without violating some of the con-

tions indispensable to the public safety. It must either nse them in ways
that aro illegitimate and perilous or use them in excess. This has been
abundantly proved by innumerable instances in {;‘a.rs t, and the practice
of paying imt for such deposits was unan ¥ condem by the
bank officers in 1857 as one of the principal causes of the panicatthat period.

The panics of 1857 and 1873, as the bank officers themselves

conless, were caused by the payment of interest on deposits, and

et the banks suffe the practice to continue until this year
or the third time it has culminated in a panic.

A sharp and degrading competition hasnot only prevailed among banks in
‘this city (New York), but has been excited as a ¥ o Q in
other places, where the far-reaching enterprise of some of ourassociates
has led them in the pursuit of bmﬁnﬁs. % = * Banks throughout the
comtry have been aroused to enlist in the same destructive practices to-
‘ward each other and In defense of their various localities. A premium has
unnece! been given for business which. left to itself, would fall with-
out cost into its natural channels, and adjust itself to such localities as the
convenience of the peopleand the best interests of the country require.

» Justhere the report makes a most important point. Itis the
*8ee New York Financial Chronicle, November 15, 1873,

complaint of the West and the South that New York drains

away their money. In sofar as mo naturally flows to the
%hlce where it is most needed, this complaint is unfounded.
ut in so far as the central reserve cities or the reserve cities
create a dangerous and unnatural demand for money, the com-
plaint is one that deserves not only the negative consideration
i)ft!innkars, butalso the positive operation of restrictive legis-
ation.

Without such rivalry—

Says the report—
the resources of the nation would be so diffused among the banks as to
give increased finanecial strength and stability to every part, and noto;n‘g »
Temove a great cause of irritation, but add to the comfort, efficiency,
profit of all.

Since the report was written this nation has esecaped from an
irredeemable currency, but we are still afflicted by the lesser ills
which attend an inelastic currency. Like an irredeemable cur-
rency, it is superabundant in summer and scarce at the cﬂﬁ;
moving season. At times money accumulates in New York.
the report says:

Legitimate commerce does not then demand it. It is still subject to in-
stant call. There i3 co; uently no resource but to loan it in Wall street
upon stocks and bonds, in doing which so much of the nation's movabile cap-
ital passes for the time into fixed and immovable forms of investment, and
its essential character is instanily changed. Loans are made with facility
upon securities which have no strictly commercial quality, new and unnec-
essury enterprises are encouraged, wild speculations are stimulated, and the
thoughtless and unwary are betrayed into ruinous operations. The autum-
nal demand finds theresourcesof the nation unnaturally diverted from their
legitimate channels and they can be turned back only with difficulty and
pnblic embarrassment.

Such has been our well-known experience year after year. Interest
money has,as a consequence, fluctuated widely from 8'or 4 per cent
num in suminer to 156 or 20 per cent in the fall and winter nupon commercial
paper, and upon stock to one-half to even 1 per centaday. Vicissitudesiike
these are utterly destructive to all legitimate commerce, and institutions
whose operations tend to such results are enemies to the public welfare.

These are strong words to be printed over the signatures of
nine of the leading bankers of New York City, but the facts
show that they are none too strong, When the panicof 1873 be-
ga.n twelve interest-paying banks held about one-half the total

eposits in New York, and the other forty-eight banks held the
other half. The active demand for currency came first, as it al-
ways does, from that portion of the d;.?)oalts due country banks,
made timid by failures among their New York eorreapondents.

The deposits were loaned largely in Wall street “on eall.”
The banks, on undertaking to call these loans to fill their de-
pleted reserves, not only shut off the borrowers from every re-
source, but also made stocks unsalable. In twenty-four daysthe
legal-tender reserve dropped from thirty-four millions fo five
and eight-tenths millions. The interior banks, whose resources
consisted mainly of debts due from other banks, found themselves
unable to meet the demands of their depositors. For a time the
whole monetary system of the country was in disorder; and it
'was not until the strong banksof New York came to the aid of
their weaker brethren that the finances once more assumed

an-

ape.

On asking themselves what reforms are required in the opera-
tions of the banks with each other and the public to increase in
security of their business, the committee “first and most promi-
nent recommend that the banks entirely discontinue the payment of
interest t?)m g?om'ta, whether directly or indirectly.” =

Unfortunately, the New York Clearing-House Association,
while admitting the evil, fook no effective steps to remedy it.
Se it remained to breed another panie.

Mr. FRYE, Is thatlimited to deposits made by other banks?

Mr. MOMILLAN. Yes, deposits of other banks—eountry
and reserve city banks.

In my judgment, the time has come for Congress to say that
no national bank shall pay interest, or procure interest to bs
paid, on deposits, and the penalties for the violation of the law
should be sufficiently stringent and sufficiently simple in their
application to insure obedience. In this way each would
seek uses for its money at home, the reserves would become
more widely diffused; rates of interest on local loans would be
less and money would be more available for domestic purposes;
Chicago and St. Louis would increase in importance as money
centers, and probably New Orleansand San Francisco would be-
come central reserve cities. In this way the annual drain of
money from New York for erop movements would be lessened,
and the exchanges of the country would be put on a mere con-

servative basis.

The objection to a law which should prevent the natiomal
banks from paying interest on deposits is that State banks, not
being subject to such a provision, would enormously at the
-expense of the national banks, and that there is no hope of se-
curing restrictive legislation in the various States.

The late John Jay Knox, in the report of the Comptroller of
the Currency for 1873, recognized the foree of this objection and
proposed that a tax be imposed on all deposits which either
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directly or indirectly are placed with other banks, whether
national, state, or private, with the offer or expectation of re-
ceiving interest.

Such legislation—

He says—
if rigidly enforced, would have the effect not only of reducing the rate of
interest throughout the country, but at the same time would prevent the
illegitimate organization of savings banks, which organizations should be
allowed only upon.the condition that the savings of the people shall be pru-
dently and carefully invested, and the interest arlamﬁm erefrom, after
deducting reasonable expenses, distibuted from time to e among the de-
positors and to no other persons whatever.

Mr. MANDERSON. Ishouldlike to ask the Senator whether
that course in savings banks has not led throughout the coun-
try to this remarkable condition: That profits have accumulated;
that depositors have passed away, ceased to be depositors either
bf death or transfer of accounts or what not, and we have a con-
dition such’ as obtains, we will say, in the saving institution or
association of Cleveland, where there is an accumulation, I
understand, of $15,000,000 or $20,000,000 that does not seem to

belong to anybody.
Mr. MCM&‘LAN . Itis a pretty good security for depositors’
any way.

r. MANDERSON, Exactly—
Mr. MCMILLAN. Iam only quoting John Jay Knox, who is
an expert in banking, and who gave it as his opinion that that
would be the wisest course. I understand that in New York
State there is a law to the effect that the interest and profits
of savings banks, after deducting reasonable expenses, shall be
distributed among the depositors.

Mr. MANDERSON. There is, butwould it not be better than
the New York law or the suggestion of Mr. Knox to establish in
this country the English system of postal savings banks?

Mr. MCMILLAN. Possibly it would.

X1

It may be that the simple prohibition of the payment of in-
terest on deposits would not be sufficient to place the reserves on
a basis of safety. If experience shall show such to be the case,
the next step should be to increase the percentage of reserve to
deposits. e average reserve of the New York banks is about
28 per cent. Those banks ht be required to keep a reserve
of 40 or even 50 per cent of the deposits of other banks. Even
then the element of flexibility is absolutely wanting. The New
York banks are restrained by the usury laws from adapting the
rate of discount to the demands for money, and in this manner
drawing cash from abroad or from the market.

In times of panic or crisis we have no method of filling the de-
pleted reserves other than the harsh and dilatory one of foreing
a fall of prices and so increasing exports of commodities in ex-
change for gold. The business community has great need of
some means of turning securities into cash at will, and thus
quickly and effectively preventing a crisis from developing into
a panic. I believe that such a means would be supplied by giv-
ing to any holder of United States bonds the option of present-
ing them at any subtreasury of the United States as a special
d it and receiving for them legal-tender currency redeemable
only in bonds.

’l.yha only objection tosuch a plan is o be found in the encour-
agement it gives to bank officers to throw off a part of this re-
sponsibility for prudence; but with proper legal safeguards to

rotect the reserves, the elasticity in the ourrency to be secured
Ey the convertible-bond plan seems to me the best that can be
devised to secure relief from the financial storm and stress that
no amount of human prudence can at all times foresee.

There are other reforms which can be invoked to make bank-
ing more serviceable to the people; but by far the greatest part of
the journey towards a sound monetary system will have been
taken when Congress shall do three things:

First, provide for a currency every part of which shall always
be maintained at par with the world’s money;

Secondly, provide for adequate banking reserves distributed
throughout the counfry as nearly as may be in accordance with
the local business necessities; and,

Thirdly, provide a ready means of converting securities into
cash and cash into securities according to the need for amoreex-
panded or & more contracted currency.

These things accomplished, the quantity of money may well
be left to natural business causes, which, in the long run, do de-
termine the value of money inspite of all hindrances devised by
man.

Mr, TELLER. Mr. President—

Mr. WOLCOTT. Before my colleague proceeds with his re-
marks, I desire to call the attention of the Senate and the Chair
-to the fact that there is not a quorum present.

The PRESIDING OI"FICE&. The absence of a quorum be-
ing suggested, the Secretary will call the roll.

.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names: 7

Allen, Dubois, McPherson, Shoup,
Bate, Faulkner, Manderson, Stewart,
Berry, e, rtin, Teller,
(.:n.f!ery. Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Turpie,
Call, George, Morgan, Vance,
Qm-ry. Gibson, Palmer, Voorhees,
Chandler, Gorman, Pefler, Washburn,
Colquitt, Gray, Perkins, White, Cal.
llom, Harris, Platt, ‘Wolcott.
Davis, Hawley, Ransom,
Dixon, Lindsay, Roach.
Dolph, MecMillan, Sherman,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-five Senators have an-
swered to their names. A quorum ispresent. The Senator from
Colorado will proceed.

Mr. TELLER. I understand that the Senator from Oregon
[Mr. DOLqu desires to take alittle time now, and for that pur-
pose I will allow him to go on, if it is agreeable to the Senate,
insteed of going on myself,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest to the
Senator from Oregon that the Senator from Indiana%Mr. TUR-
PIE] desired to eall up a matter at this time, if the Senator from
Oregon will yield.

Mr. DOLPH. I promised the Senator from Indiana that I
would withdraw my objection to the consideration of the census
bill, and I will give way for that purpose.

ELEVENTH CENBUS.

Mr. TURPIE. I ask for the present consideration of the bill
(H. R. 3607) to extend the time for completing the work of the
Eleventh Census, and for other purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the Senator from Indiana?

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill be read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read.

The Secretary read the bill, as follows:

He it enacted, ete., That the time provided in the act making appropriations
to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year I and for
prior years, and for other purposes, approved March 3, 1883, for clo:ing the
work of the Eleventh Census, under the provisions of the act of March 1,
1889, entitled ‘* An act to provide for the Eleventh and subsequent
Census,” and of any subsequent act rela to the Eleventh Census, be, and
the same is hereby, extended from the 31st day of December, 1803, to and in-
cluding the 30th day of June, 1804; that the President of the United States,
may, in his diseretion, authorize and direct the Commissioner of Labor
to perform the duties of Superintendent of Census, under the direction of
the Secret;rdy of the Interior until the work of closing the Eleventh Census
is completed, at such additional compensation, payable from the appro-
priations for compiling the results of the Eleventh Census, as the Secretary
of the Interior may determine, not exceeding one-half of the compensation
now fixed by law for the Superintendent of Census.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. HARRIS. There is noobjection so faras Iam concerned.

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, Bmceeded to consider the bill.

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

PURCHASE OF SILVER BULLION.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1) to repeal a part of an act, ap-
proved July 14, 1890, entitled '‘An act directing the purchase
of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for
other purposes.”

Mr. DOLPH, Mr, President, a few days ago, when the Sena-
tor from Colorado [Mr. TEIJ..ERﬁ was addressing the Senate on
the pending measure, the Senator from New Jersey [Mr.
McPHERSON] interrupted him to ask him a question, which was,
If the operation of the Sherman law has not caused our present
business depression and financial disturbances, what has? The
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], in an elaborate speech, re-
cently undertook to give a great many causes for our present
business and financial troubles, some of them in my judgment
having no existence except in the minds of the Senator from
Kansss and others who believe with him, and all of them to-
gether not sufficient to cause our present deplorable condition.

Believing itimportant that the Senate and the country should
not lose sight of the real cause of our present disturbances, [
have ventured again to occupy the time of the Senate for a few
minutes for the purpose of very briefly giﬂnt{: my views as to
what is the cause of our present business and finaneial troubles.

As I have said before in the Senate during the present session,
I believe that the cause of our present disturbances is the fear
of tariff legislation hostile to our industries. Itis the fear of
the same cause that, when the colonies had separated themselves
from the mother country and declared and won their indepen-
dence, flooded this country with foreign goods, des ed our
domestic industries, deprived labor of employment, the
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country of all its specie, and depreciated property so that im-
proved farms would not sell for the amount of taxes. :

In the State of Connecticut alone 500 farms were sold in a sin-
gle year for taxes which the ownerscould not pay. It is thefear
of that which,during that period of free trade in the United
States, drove the people to despair and discontent, incited in-
surrections in half of the States of the confederacy, made it doubt-
ful whether our experiment of free government would be suc-
cessful, and alarmed the fathers of the Revolution for the safety
of the Republic—a condition which continued until the present
Constitution was adopted and power was conferred upon Con-
gress to protect domestic industries, and legislation for that

urpose was enacted.

It is the fear of hostile legislation like the compromise act of
1833, which, after our country had enjoyed a period of prosperg;g
unexampled in its history, under the tariff of 1824 and 1828,
under which great industries were built up, labor given employ-
ment at remunerative wages, the countrg was prosperous and
the Treasury overflowing, struck down the protective system,
stopped the wheels of E:ogreas, closed our great industrial es-
tablishments, deprived labor of emplo{ment, and brought on the

reat business and financial crisis of 1837, by which ruin and

kruptey became universal, and which brought about the po-
litical revolution which placed the Whigs in power in 1841 and
restored the protective policy by the act of 1842, Itis the fear
of legislation hostile to American industries, like the act of
1846, which, again, at the behest of the South, struck down the
rotective system and impoverished our Treasury, deprived
Fﬁ.bOl‘ of employment, and finally brought on the great business
and financial depression of 1857 and the condition of the country
so graphically portrayed in the last annual message of President
Buchanan.

The Republican gu.rtv took control of the Government in 1861,
with an impoverished Treasury and the national credit gone.
Our bonds during the Buchanan Administration drawing 12 Eer
cent had sold in the markets of the world at 17 per cent dis-
count. It found not only a depleted Treasury, but the Na
scattered to the four quartersof the globe, the Army demoral-
ized by treason, a great conspiracy on foot to destroy the Union,
and hostile armies actually in the field. It took control of the
Government, restored its credit, marshalled and maintained in

the field millions of men in battle array, and paid the expenses

of a great war. In the midst of war, while great contending
armies were devastating large sections of the country, itadopted
the protective policy and started the country on an era of pros-

rity such as this country and no other country on the globe
ﬁs ever witnessed before. For thirty years our industries pros-
vered, our people were employed, our wealth increased.

The who}e valuation of our property in 1860, according to the
census, I believe was $14,000,000,000, which represented all the
savingsof the people for two hundred and fifty years; but under
the administration of the Republican party ang the protective
system the wealth of the country increased until in 1
sus showed that the assessed valuation wgggerty in this coun-
try was 844,000,000,000, or an increase of 30,000,000,000 in twenty
years. Again, in a period of ten years, from 1880 to 1880, the
value of the property of this country had increased to $63,000,000,-
000, an increase of $23,000,000,000

Suddenly this magnificent prosperity is checked, the wheels of
progress are stopped, our spindles and loomsare silent, our forges
and furnaces and factories and mills and other great industrial
establishments are closed, and all this occurs concurrently with
the success of the Democratic party and its coming into control
of both branches of Congress and the Executive department of
the Government.

Mr. President, most common people would be disposed to con-
nect these two facts to consider that one had some relation to
the other, and to attribute our present condition as the effect of
the success of the Democratic party. To my mind it is as ab-
surd for Democratic Senators to go searching throuah history
and indulging in speculation to find some cause for the present
condition other than the real cause, as it would be if & man had
jumped from the dome of the Capitol and been crushed on the
solid pavement below, for some one to undertake to prove that
he had died of heart disense or some kindred troubls.

The Democratic party is in power in both branchesof Con-
fress for the first time in thirty years] and the great apostle of

ree trade in this country occupies the Presidential chair. It
came into power on a platform which declares that protection
is robbery and is unconstitutional, and the party stands with a
H%hted torch in hand, ready to apply it to our great industrial
fabrie, built up under thirty years of protection, by industry,
toil, and enterprise; and Democratic Senators innocently ask if
our present troubles are not the result of the Sherman law, what
has caused them? If they were not so wedded to free trade as
to be unable to comprehend that the destruction of the protect-

the cen-

ive policy would destroy domestic industries, they would not
ask such a question.

Mr. President, is it a wonder, with this threat hanging over
our industries, that our mills and factories have been closed and
that idle men walk the streets and demand work and bread? Is
it a wonder that the great captains of industries have paused to
see where the blow will fall?

When the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS] the
other day was discussing this question, the Senator from New
Jersey [Mr. McCPHERSON| asked him if the threat of hostile tariff
legislation is the cause of the presenttroubles, how is it they did
not commence immediately after the result of the Presidential
election became known? I interrupted the Senator from Dela-
ware to say that I was informed that the great manufacturers did
at once commence to curtail their operations, to dispose of their
surplus stock, and to collect their outstanding dues.

e Senator from Delaware made another answer. He said,
what was true, that our manufacturing establishments were
then running on orders, that they had large orders for goods
and continued in operation until tiey had tﬁled the orders; but
I will give that Senator and other Senators a stronger reason
why the manufacturers were not affected by the result of the
Presidential election at once. They did not know for months
what would be the political complexion of the Senate; none of
us knew until after the State Legislatures had met and had
elected, or had undertaken to elect, United States Senators,
what the complexion of the Senate would be, and someof usdid
not know until after the Senate was actually organized—after
the 3d of March, 1893.

The truth is that our business disturbances and financial dis-
tress did commence just as soon as it was known that the Dem-
ocratic &u't,y would control both branches of Congress. So
long as the political complexion of the Senate was in doubt, the
people and the manufacturers did not know but that the Senate
would stand as a bulwark against hostile tariff legislation, as it
did in the years from 1885 to 1889,

The attitude of the Democratic party on the guestion of the
tariff has never before in our history been so hostile as it is to-
day. At least in recent years, when the Democrats have met
in national convention and resolved to reform the tariff, have
declared in favor of a reduction of the tariff, or for fariff for
revenue only, they hayve taken pains to assure the counfry that
tariff legislation would not be had so as to seriously interfere
with or destroy protected industries. In the Democratic plat-
form of 1884 is contained the following plank:

HEnowing full well, however, that legislation affecting the operations of
the ple should be cautious and conservative in method, notinadvance of
publie opinion, but reponsive to its demands, the Democratic party is

'p!edﬁeg 10 revise the tariff in a spirit of fairness to all interests. Bug, in
mak

reduction in taxes, it is not proposed to injure any domestic indus-

tries, but rather to promote their healthy growth. ¥From the foundation of
this Government taxes collected at the custom-house have been the chief
source of Federal revenue. Such they must continue to be. Moreover,
many industries have come to rely ugon legislation for successful continu-
ance, 80 that any change of law must be at every step regardful of the labor
and cafita.l thus involved. The tprocass of the reform must besubject inthe
execution to this plain dictate of justice—all taxation shall be limited to the
requirements of economical government.

That is sufficient, Mr. President. It showsthe attitude of the
Democratic party toward our protected industries in 1884 accord-
ing to their platform. In1888 the national Democratic platform
contained the following:

Our established domestic industries and enterprises should not and need
not be endangered by the reduction and correction of the burdens of taxa-
tion. On the COHW&Y. a fair and careful revision of our tax laws, with due
allowance for the difference between the wages of American and foreign la-
bor, must promote and encourage every branch of such industries and en-
terprises by giving them assurance of an extended market and steady and
continuous operations.

It will be seen that in both of the Democratic national plat-
forms of 1884 and 1888 the manufacturers were assured that
in any reform of the tariff they would not be destroyed, the
fact that there is a difference in wages of labor in the United
States and in foreign countries was recognized, and the promise
of the party was given that in any tariff legislation this differ-
ence should be recognized.

At the Democratic national convention which assembled in
Chieago in June, 1892, a committee on resolutions was appoinwd,_
I believe, consisting of a delegate from every State and I‘erritob;g
of the Union. That committee performed itslabors, and repor
to the convention a platform through Col. Jones, who was chair-
man of the committee, which was read by a distinguished mem-
ber of this body, thesenior Senator from Wisconsin|[Mr. ViLAs],
which contained the following statement:

We reiterate the oft-repeated doctrine of the Democratic party, that the
necessities of the Government are the only justificatlon for taxation
whenever a tax is unnecess: it {5 unjustifiable. That when custom-house
taxation i1s levied upon articies of any kind produced in this couniry the
difference between the cost of labor here and labor abroad, when such a dif-
ference exists, fully measures an'].rhpossiblo benefits to labor; and the enor-
mous additional impositions of the existing tariff fall with crushing torce
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upon our farm workingmen. And for the mere mvanta? of the
few whom it enriches exacts from labor a grossly nst share of the ex-
penses of Government. And we demand such a rev of the tariff laws
as will remove every iniguitous uality, ughm every oppression, and
put them on & constitutional and equitable basis.

Now, mark—

But in making a reduction in taxes it is not to injure any do-
mestic industries, but rather to promote their heal growth. From the
foundation of this Government taxes collected by the custom-houses have
been the chief source of Federal revenue. Such they must continue to be.
Moreover, many industries have come to rely on tion for successful

continuance, =0 that any change of 1aw must be at every step regardful of

the labor and the capitalthus involved. The process of reform must be sub-
ject in its execution to this plain dictate of justice.

It will be seen that the platform reported by the eommittee
on resolutions in 1892 repeated substantially the portions of the

latforms of 1884 and 1858, which I have quoted. It recognized
Ehat there is a difference between wages of laboring men in this
country and of laborers in foreigncountries. Itrecognizedthat
vast amounts of money had been invested in building up domes-
tic industries which provided employment for iabor, and it was

roposed to assure the country that these industries were not to
Ee ruthlessly destroyed, butthe Democratic party in convention,
controlled by the South with its peculiar views upon the tariff

uestion, determinsd that that resolution should not be adopted.
gdr. Neal, of Ohio, submitted a motion to strike out the portion
of the platform relative to the tariff which I have read and to
insert as a substitute the following:

‘We denounce Republican protection asa fraud, a rob of the greatma-
jority of the Amer?can peop]l,o for the benefit of the few. e declare it tobe
a fundamental principle of the Democratic party that the Federal Govern-
ment has no constitutional power to impose and collect tariff duties except
for the pur; of revenue only, and we demand that the collection of such
taxes shall be limited to the necessities of the Government when honestly
and economically administered.

The Democratic party in convention assemblad was not will-
ing to be committeg to a statement that there wasa difference
between the wagesof labor in the United States and in foreign
countries; it was not willing to be committed to the statement
that it did not propose to change the tarifl laws so as to destroy
existing industries. That portion of the platform was stricken
out by a vote of 564 out of 910 votes. -

There were only 344 votes against Mr. Neal's motion, and
only 90 of them came from the Southern States. Is it any won-
der, when the Democratic party has come into power and con-
trols the legislative and executive branches of the Government,
and succeeded on such a platform as that, which, properly con-
strued, is a declaration that our protected industries must be
destroyed—is it any wonder that our mills and our forges and
our otﬁer indus establishments are silent?

The Senate may pass the House bill now pending before the

Senate; it may repeal the provision of the Sherman law provid--

ing for the purchase of silver bullion, but it will not restore con-
fidence. e money which has been withdrawn from the banks
by depositors may be restored, infact, muchof it hasalready been
restored, but the banks will hold it. The great manufacturing
establishments of this country will not want it. They are not
going to expend money to manufacture a surplus. enever
they can get orders to be filled at once, they will run, and upon
full time, if necessary, and give employment to labor, but they
are not going to manufacture a surplus fo compete with free
foreign importations.

If Senators on the other side of the Chamber are really desir-
ous of restoring prosperity to this country, let me tell them what
to do. Pass a resolution through Congress assuring the country
that there will be no hostile tariff legislation for the next two
years, give the manufacturers a respite of two years, give them
& chance at another election to reverse the verdict of last No-
vember and elect & Republican House of Representatives, and
it will not be twenty-four hours until confidence will be restored.
It will not be ten days until every spindle and loom in all this
country is in operation; until every mill, every factory,
every industrial establishment is being operated upon full time
and giving employment to the laborers of this country at full

wages.

1 submit a statement clipped froma leading paper favoring the

rotection of American industries as fo propositions which have
Eeen established by the hearings before the House Committee
* on Ways and Means. Ihave notseen the testimony taken before
that committee, but whether the statement is correct or not as
to what the testimony shows, it is no doubt a fair statement of
what the effect of hostile tariff legislation would be.

WHAT THE HEARINGS HAVE ESTABLISHED.

For two weeks the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Represent-
atives has been engaged in hearing testimony regarding the effect of the
McKinley tariff on American industries and the wages of American labor.
Skilled work'iniman, domestic manufacturers, farmers, importers, and for-

rs have appeared before the committes. The conclusions which

new
fnsv:’le es! by the practically ous evidence of these men,
citizens and i’ur?alﬁners. Democrats as well as Republicans, may be briefly
as OWE:
The tariff is the foreign producer as toll for admittance into the
Amuimnm.u‘g’f = _

, and

Since the enactment of the McKinley law, the price of manufactured prod-
ucts to the consumer has m-dglll'smm'

The M tariff has established many new and flourishing industries,
and has revi mnngogtheu which were thus creating an en-
larged demiand for la and giving profitable employment to hundreds of

mAmerbcwfrwasum ﬁmm&uﬂﬂ from 100 to 800 t
are m cen'
her than those of E in corres gr
of

workmen ponding industri
0 the ent industrial pms;gruy which followed the enact-
ment of the M y law the standard ving and comfort in the homes
of America reached a higher point during the year 1882 than ever before.

Specific duties on fo goods ought o be malntained,since experience
has shown that ad valorem duties invariably result in systematic under-
valuation and frand.

The admission of “‘free raw materials’ would not materially benefit the
manufacturer while it wouild deal a death blow to many important Ameri-
can industries.

The present widespread stagnation of industries and suspension of enter-

which have reduced or stopped entirely the wages of more than 1,000,-
men were caused solely and d by the t of the destruction
of the tariff in accordance with the de tions of the Democratic platform

at Chicago.

Apomsvo pledge from the party in power that the tariff shall remain sub-
stantially unaitered for the next four years would open every closed y
start up every idle wheel, and give employment at good wages to every la-
borer in America.

The overthrow of the McKinley tariff and the abolition of protection will
either destroy American mdmm-{ea or reduce American 8 to European
figures and degrade American workingmen, their wives and their children,
to the European level of wretchedness and want.

These facts have been by the expert and nomn an_testimony
before the Committee on Ways and Means. They show that the destruction
of protection under prevalling circumstances would be a crime against
country and humanity: deliberate treason to the hest interests of the
nation; anatrocious assault on American honor, American manhood. woman-
hood, and childhood; thatitwould substitute serfdom for independence, and
the aimshouse for the laborer's cottage! Will the Democratic majority in
Cﬂﬂﬁ!“:sﬁ heed thess facts? Will they act the part of friends or enemies of
the American people?

The effect of threatened tariff legislation in producing busi-
ness troubles and financial disturbances was supplemented by
the systematic effort of the Democratic newspapers and Demo-
cratic politicians to bring about the repeal of the Sherman law.
Last winter an attempt was made to bring about a repeal of that
law by a Republican Congress, to save the incoming Democratic
Administration from the embarrassmentit would encounter in at-
tempting to carry out the Democratic platiorm. Weall know that
the great papers of the city of New York and other important

pers in the East clamored for the repeal of that law, and pre-

cted that its continued operation would be disastrous to the
businessand finances of the country. Senators know thatagents
of the incoming Administration came over from New York City
to labor with Congress to have the purchasing clause of the Sher-
man act repealed during the last Administration.

Mr, VEST. May I interrupt the Senator?

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly.

Mr. VEST. Will he kindly inform us by what Senator a
proposition was made here to repeal the Sherman act, or the pur-
chasing clause of it?

Mr. LPH. That is entirely foreign to what I say.

Mr. VEST. With great respect, it is not foreign. The Sena-
tor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] was the first public man to attack
the Sherman law, which bears his name. Yet the Senator says
the effort was made by the Democratic party.

Mr. DOLPH. I have stated facts, which nobody will deny.
The Senator will not deny what I state in r d to the attitude
of the great Democratic newspapers of this country and the

nts of the incoming Administration. It is entirely immate-
rial as to who introduced the bill in the Senate. The bill was,
I believe, introduced by the Senator from Ohio; and, while I am
in favor of repealing tﬁe purchasing clause of the Sherman aet.
I voted at that time against taking it up. Ibelieved that it was
a matter which should be left for the Democratic party to under-
talke, under its platform, and that it was unfair in the last days
of the Republican Administration to attempt fo relieve the
Democratic party of the trouble it had brought upon itself.

I do not care to continue the discussion of this point further.
I do notecare to elaborate it. It would look to some like obstruet-
ing the consideration of the measure before the SBenate, however
pertinent it may be. I am prepared, as soon asI can do it with-
out appearing to obstruct the pending measure, to take up our
tariff legislation from the beginning of our history to the Preas
ent day, and to endeavor to establish the propositions which I
have now made in such a summary way, in such manner that no
one can deny the correctness of them. !

The Senator from Coldrado [Mr. TELLER] the otherday, after
I had discussed the speech he had made the night before in the
Senate, instead of replying to my suggestions, said to me that
I begged the question, that free coinage wasnot an issue. I was
discussing the speech of the Senator {rom Colorado, and if I dis-
cussed any question that was not involved in the pending measure
it was because the Senator had presented it and fo it upon
the attention of the Senate in his speech.

Mr. TELLER. I will say to the Senator from Oregon, with
his permission——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WHITE of California in
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g;: n::lg:)lfgmdlgges the Senator from Oregon yield to the Senator tiggrﬁe?fggét tlhﬁgc}xi?cm that matter on another proposi-

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly.

Mr. TELLER. During the présent session I have not dis-
cussed for a moment the question of free co. e. In answer to
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], who sits on m
right, I stated that it was respectable to bs in favor of bimetal-
lism, and that I was a bimetallist to the extent of free coinage.
Before the debate is over I intend to take up and discuss the
question of free coinage. But what I meant fo say upon the
question of repeal was,that a man might be in favor of repeal,

rhaps, and be a free-coinage man, although I did not know any

rec-coinage man who was in favor of repeal.

Mr.DOLPH. Iquoted from theSenator'sspeech. It wassub-
stantially that the Senator believed, with free coinage of silver
by the United States, the price of silver bullion would be in-
creased until the old ratio of 16 to 1 would be restored.

Mr. TELLER. Yes; that is true.

Mr. DOLPH. And if he believed there would be adivergence
he himself would not be in favor of free coinage. That is the
Erognaition Iwasdiscussing,and I wasonly discussing the matter

e had brought before the Senate. I think, taking his own
statement, I showed conclusively (certainl satisfmtorl]{yasto my-
self and, I think, to other Senators) that that was in issue be-
between uswas the effect of free coinage, and all that was neces-
sary, in order that the Senator and Imxgilt be in complete accord
and we might march hand in hand upon the great crusade to
restore silver to its old use and value, and undo the mischief
which has been done in other countries by legislation hostile to
silver, was that the Senator should convince me that with free
coinage the price of silver bullion would be increased until the
old ratio of 16 to 1 would be restored, or that I should convince
the Senator that he was wrong, so that we might-unife upon
some other proposition in favor of bimetallism.

Mr. TELLER rose.

Mr. DOLPH. I yield to the Senator from Colorado.

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Oregon seemed to think
that was a new enunciation of mine. If the Senator had lis-
tened on various occasions he would have heard me repeat it;
and then I have added, which I will add again, that whenever I
became satisfied we could not maintain the parity between gold
and silver I would be in favor of the single silver standard as
against the gold standard., That I shall take occasion to discuss,
too, before the debate is closed.

Mr. DOLPH. I do not make any issue with the Senator. The
Senator said, “‘If I believed there would be a divergence, as 1
have stated many times in the Senate,” or substantially that, “T
would not be in favor of free coinage.” The Senatorin the very
quotation which I made from his speech asserted that he had
stated the same thing many times in the Senate.

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to say one word
further?

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly.

Mr. TELLER. A divergence between silver and gold, if both
have access to the mints alike, means the single standard of one
metal or the other; and if there is a divergence I have always
said that in my judgment it would be wiser to go directly to one
stindard or the other, rather than fo have an uncertain standard
of that kind.

Mr. DOLPH, I so understand the position of the Senator.
If the Senator from Colorado could convince the advocates of
the free coinage of silver by the United States alone that free
coinage would have the effect of increasing the price of silver
bullion so that the old ratioof 16 to 1 would be restored he would
soon be & very lonesome man in the United States Senate. As
rats leave a sinking ship the advocates of free coinage would
disband and in twenty-four hours they would stop demanding the
{free coinage of silver and would demand the issue of an irre-
deemable paper currency or the subtreasury plan and 2 per cent
money. They do not want a silver dollar which is the equiva-
lent of a gold dollar. They want a 56-cent dollar. They want
a cheap dollar—the cheaper the better—with which todischarge
obligations ereated under the present standard, dollar for dollar.

Mr. STEWART. May I answer the Senator?

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly.

Mr. STEWART. We know that free coinage did keep them
together for a thousand years, and how are we going to know
that it will not do it again until we try it?

Myr. DOLPH. Oh, Mr. President, we do not know any such
thing. Free coinage atalegal ratio which differsfrom the com-
mereial ratio, never in this country or in any other country se-
cured the concurrent circulation of both metals.

Mr. STEWART rose.

Mr. DOLPH. I ecan not yield further.
tthflle PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon has

e floor.

Mr. STEWART. All right; that will be satisfactory.

Mr. DOLPH. I do notcare togointo it now. Irepeat,there
is not a nation on the face of the globe with the free coinage of
both gold and silver and a legal ratio differing from the com-
mercial ratio, that maintains in its circulation both gold and
silver at a parity. There is not a nation under the sun that
maintains the concurrent circulation of silver with gold that
does not do it by providing for the conversion of the silver into
something more valuable than itself, for its redemption in some
manner in gold.

But, Mr. President, I was discussing another proposition. Do
the advocates of cheap money ever stop to consider that money
may be too chea[{); that money is but a tool of exchange, & meas-
ure of value, and that if we have cheap money we must have
everything cheap? Do they ever stop to consider that if we
have a 2 per cent dollar it would take five 2 per cent dollars to
be equal to one 10 per cent dollar? Do they ever stop to con-
sider that it does not make any difference to a man who sells
s:}methjn% by linear measure whether it is measured by a foot
or a yard? I put the question the other day to my honored
friend [Mr. PEFFER] who sits in front of me, and is doing
me the honor to listen to me, when he was discussing this gues-
tion of 2 per cent money, ‘“ How could people pay 2 per cent
taxes on 2 per cent money?” It is well known that our taxes in
many of the great cities of the country do amount to 3 per cent.
The Senator said substantially thatlegal tenders are not taxed.
Money is taxed, mortgages are taxed in his own State, certainly
in mine, and taxed at their face.

Mr. PEFFER rose.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon
yield to the Senator from Kansas?

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. The Senator from Kansas did not
answer the other day. I will let him answer now.

Mr. PEFFER. I donot desire toanswernow, but Ishould like
to know what the Senator means by 2 per cent money and 10 per
cent money. I should like to know afso what is his opinion as
to the amount of money compared with other property in the
country that is taxed to-day. =

Mr, DOLPH. I meanby 2 per cent money, money which can
be loaned for only 2 per cent, which will bring only 2 per cent
per annum. That is the kind of money the Senator advocates.
In his speech the other day he said that people who loaned
money either should be required, or at least should loan it for 2
per cent per annum.

Mr. PEFFER. 1 do not believe the Senator from Oregon de-
sires to misrepresent me. What I meant to say and what I say
now is that the rate of interest for the use of good money, the
best money, ought not to exceed 2 per cent, for then any man or
woman in a legitimate business could afford to borrow money,
p:%,g' the riuc%pal, pay the interest, and save the property.

Ir, DOLPH. I do not misrepresent the Senator. That is
precisely what I understood him to say, not that the Govern-
ment alone should loan money at 2 per cent, but that everybody
hu.ving money fo loan should loan it for 2 per cent; that the law
should require that money should be loaned at a rate no gréater
than 2 per cent.

Mr. PEFFER. Thatis right.

Mr. DOLPH. That is what the Senator contended for. . I do
not misrepresent him,

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Oregon
a question.

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly.

Mr, TELLER. IfIunderstand himarighthemeans by cheap
money money that brings small interest.

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly.

Mr. TELLER. Is that what the Senator means?

Mr. DOLPH. That is what [ am talking about.

Mr, TELLER. Then I suggest to him the cheapest money
that is now known to commerce and trade can be found in the
city of London to-day.

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, that is immaterial. That does
not answer the proposition I make. If the law is not to permit
more than 2 }la):r cent interest I want to know what use money
is going to to people, and how we are going to pay taxes
on money? I said to the Senator from Kansas the other day, if
money is a measure of value and you have 2 per cent money you
will have 2 per cent property; that is, property measured in that
kind of money will only bring 2 per cent per annum for any use

ou can put it to. The Senator answered me by saying that he
ped the time would come when land and property of all kinds
would pe worth no more than 2 per cent; but the Senator did not
answer the other%uaation that I put to him, which was how people
without lands and without security are going to get moneyeven
if it is loaned at 2 per cent by the Government or by individuals?
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Mr. PEFFER. [ did answer that, but the Senator did not
happen to be in at the time. E

ﬁr. DOLPH. Then I will read it in the RECORD, rather than
have the Senator answer it again for my benefit.

Mr. President, those people who advocate free coinage of sil-
ver for the sake of cheap money would be woefully disappointed
if free coinage should q)e authorized. The great bulﬂ of the
debts of the country are to-day payable in gold coin. 'We heard
the other day—I think it was stated by the Senator from Con-
necticut—what we all know to be the fact, that all the $4,500,-
000,600, or #5,500,000,000 of railroad bonds issued by railroad
companies in this country are, by express stipulation, payable
in gold coin of the United States, and the practice is now to
make them J)a.ya.bla in gold coin of the United Statesat the pres-
ent standard.

There is not a State, or a city, or a county, or a school district,
or a road distriet in the United States East or West or North or
Southabout to borrow money and to issue bonds, if they expected
to sell them, that would not make them payable by express stip-
ulation in gold coin. The present occupant of the chair [Mr.
‘WHITEOf Californiain the chair], in discussing the pending meas-
ure the other day, called attention to the fact that for thirty years
on the Pacific coast the rule had been to make every written obli-
gation for the payment of money payable in gold coin; and I
undertake to say to the Senator that if there is a promissorynote,
or a bond, or a mortgage, or other legal obligation west of the
Rocky Mountains to pay money that is not made payable by ex-
press terms in gold coin it is an accident. Even when my dis-
tinguished friend from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] takes notes or
other obligations for the payment of money he makes them pay-
able in gold coin of the United States.

Then I wish to say to Senators that a very large proportion of
written obligations to pay money east of the Rocky Mountains
have been made in recent years payable in gold coinof the United
States; and if there wasany real [ear of free coinage in the United
States and of our coming to a silver standard there would be
scarcely an obligation that would not be forced fo immediate col-
lection in view of such a situation; and even the very few debtors
whoshould succeed in paying debtscontracted under the present
standard in de recia,teg silver coin would find that the sacrifices
necessary to obtain the money and furnish the securify and the
incre rate of interest would largely offset anything they
would gain by sealing down their debts.

Mr. TELLER. I will notinterrupt the Senator, but I should
like to enter a protest.

Mr, DOLPH. I yield.

Mr. TELLER. The State thatI in partrepresent lies on both

.sides of the continental divide, and tEe State that lies north of
the State of Colorado aliso lies on both sides of the continental
divide. I wish to say to the Senator that in those two States,
which may be considered Pacific States in some sense of the
word, it never has been the rule to insert in ordinary transac-
tions a provision for payment in gold.

Mr. SOLPH. - Do not all the banking establishments have
their notes printed that way?

Mr. TELEER. They do not. I should like to call the Sena-
tor's attention to the fact that a great many other securities are
issued, for instance. the drainage securities of the city of Chicago
were issued, payable in currency and not in gold; and I call the
attention of the Senator to the fact thatlast year they sold practi-
cally for the same in New York City asif they had been payable
in gold.

r. DOLPH. They were payable in le?a,l-tender currency,
and of course they would sell for practically the same, because
legal tenders are payable in gold on presentation at the Treasury.

%&r. TELLER. They were payable not in legal tender, but

yable simply in currency, which, of course, means legal ten-
ggr, but it does not mean gold. It means silver as well as gold.

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Colorado said the other day
in substance that if the people of this country had not believed
that the platform adopted at the national Republican convention
at Minneapolis had contained a declaration in favor of the free
coinage of silver we would have been beaten worse than we were.

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, this is the sec-
ond time that he has made that statement. The RECORD will
show what I said, and I said nothing of the kind. I said, “If
the people of the United States had not understood that we fa-
vored the double standard.” That was my remark, and it has
never been changed.

Mr. DOLPH. The RECORD will show.
when I discussed the matter on a former ocecasion,

1 had it before me

The RECORD

will show which of us is nearest correct in regard to the Sena-
tor’s language, and certainly the remark was made in referencs
to the ﬁlhform. I wish to say to the Senator if the people ol
the UnPbed States had believed that the Minneapolis convention
had declared in favor of free coinage, the Republican party

would not only have been beaten worse than it was, but it would
have been dead and buried and damned beyond the hope of
resurrection.

Mr. TELLER. It would havebeen noworse off than itis now.

Mr. DOLPH. The people of the United States are not in
favor of the free coinage o!P silver, and they never, I think, will
declare in national convention in favor of the free coinage of sil-
ver. Whatever may be the sentiment in the State of Colorado
or in other States upon this question, all those who belong to
either of the two great political parties who advocate the free
coinage of silver are only doing that which tends to demoralize
and defeat the party to which they have professed allegiance,

Mr. TELLEE. ill the Senator yieldg'

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly.

Mr. TELLER. I ahcmlg like to say for the benefit of the Sen-
ator from Oregon that we conducted the last Republican cam-
paign in the State of Colorado with the distinet avowal thatthe
platform did nof demand free coinage. I made a large number
of speeches myself, and I always admitted that it simply meant
the double standard. We were ingloriously beaten in that
State; and no matter what may be the sentiment in other sec-
tions of the country, it is certain that the people there wanted a
free-coinage Elatform. and were not satisfied without it.

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, no less disastrous to the Demo-
eratic party would have been a declaration in favor of the free
coinage of silver. Their candidate for the Presidency would
not have accepted the nomination upon such a platform, and the
party would have been defeated in New York and in the New
England States. That party not only adopted a platform in
which it was declared that d‘;a silver dollar of mintage should
be intrinsically worth a gold dollar, but they nominated a can-
didate who had already been President of the United States and
who during ‘his Administration had approved of a recommenda-
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury that the surplus in the
Treasury should be used for the purpose of redeeming the legal-
tender notes’ instead of being applied to the redemption of
United States bonds—something tga.t would have contracted the
currency and brought financial distress upon the country—a can-
didate who had in three, certainly two, annual messages declared
emphatically in favor of repeal of the Bland-Allison act, for the
discontinuance of the purchase of silver, and the discontinuance
of the coinage of silver dollars; and the success of the Demao-
cratic party on such a platform and a candidate with such a
record was a declaration not only in favor of the repeal of the
purchasing clause of the Sherman act and the discontinuance of
the purchase of silver, but for the discontinuance of the coinage
of standard silver dollars.

For fear, Mr. President, that it may be said that I am mis-
taken in regard to this, T groposa to quote from the report of
Mr. Secretary Manning and from the messages of the President.
I quote first, with reference to the first proposition, from the
report of the Secretary, under date of December 6, 1886:

But in order to transfer our present and accrnh%i!?meeeda of surplus tax-
ation from the Treasury vaults to the pockets of ople; in order, also,
to effect the most economical compliance with the sinking-fund law above
cited, whilst the bonds not yet due are too far nd our reach; and in or-
der also to fulfill the law in Which * the faith of the United States is golemnly
pledged to the payment in coln” (redemption is elsewhere separately prom-
ised, and since 1879 has been practiced), to the pa) in coin or its equiva-
lent, of all the obligations of the United States not bearing interest, known
as United States notes" (R. S. 3603, March 18, 1869), a mere reduction of our
present surplus taxation is not enough.

Currency reform and taxation reform are both necessary and both un-
avoidable, if the Forty-ninth Congress, during the remaining three months
of its life, shall perceive how ?owartully we are constrained by our duty,
our interests, and our necessities to enter now upon the open path of safety.

The financial situation, scanned at large and as a whole, plainly indicates
our best policy. We should—

I hope Senators will listen to this—

reduce taxation immediately to an annual revenue sufficing to pay our
annual expenditure, including the sinking fund and excluding the silver
purchase; pay our unfunded debt of £346,681,016 with the present surplus
and the surplus which will acerue before the whole reduction of taxation can
be made or take effect, and while no more funded debt can be paid except
at a preminm during the five years from now until 1891,

Mr. MCPHERSON. From what does the Senator read?

Mr. DOLPH. Iread from the report of Mr. Manning, Secre-
tary of the Treasury, under date of the 6th of December, 1886,
in which he advocated the payment and withdrawal from circu-
lation of our $346,000,000 of legal-tender currency, instead of
applying the surpfus in the Treasury to the payment of United
States bonds.

Mr. COKE. I ask the Senator from Oregon whether that is
from the report of Secretary Manning?

Mr. DOLPH. Itis. Secretarv Manning made two reports.
This report is signed by Daniel Manning, as Secretary of the
Treasury, and addre to the Hon. Speaker of the House of
Representatives, under date of the 6th of December, 1886.

Mr, President, on the other proposition I desire first to quote
from Mr. Manning, and then I shall quote from the message of
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the President, and then let Senators say whether, when the
purchase clause of the Sherman act is repealed, any further sil-
ver legislation is likely to be had. I will ask the Secretary to
read what I send to the desk.

The é’RESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re-
quested.

The Secretary read as follows:

" A POORER DOLLAR REDUCES THE WAGES OF LABOR.

A large proportion of our worl en of mature years have had an in-
structive experiencesthat lowering the value of any so-called dollar, legal
tender of payment for their wages, is a lowering that is compensated to
everybody else before compensation reaches them. It is a lowering that
lifts the prices of all commodities before it lifts the rate of their wages. A
cheaper dollar for workingmen of the United States means a poorer dollar,
The daily wages of our workingmen and workingwomen are by far the
largest, by far the most important, a.%gre%ate of wealth to be affected by the
ggfrmmion of the dollar, or of any legal-tender equivalent of the dollar.

other a.zgreﬁnt.es of wealth, the accumulations of capitalists, which can
onldy obtain profitable use by being turned overdally in the wages of workmen
and the employment of the captains of their industry, all other aggregates
of wealth which remain unemployed in the payment of wa.;ies of the day, the
month, the year, are not to be compared in thelr sum to this gigantic sum.

It is this antic sum, the wages of labor, which is assailed by every pol-
icy that would make the dollar of the fathersworth less than its worth in
gold. The debt of the United States, large as it is, is a wart beside that
mountain., If by defrauding our fellow-citizens who, directly or indirectly
through the sa f' banks, hold those promises to pay a dollar on deman
or in due season; if by letting the silver dollar fall below the gold dollar, we
could take a third off the burden of the public debt, much less than $10 a
head would thus be saved to the people of the United States. How lo
would §10 apiece pay our working men and women for the loss of a third o
every dollar of their wages? How long before they could get their wages
raised enc&lgh to buy as much as before?

Our 215,000,000 silver dollars are by law full legal tender. Sharing that
function with the monetary unit itself, the honor of the country, not less
than its interests, is involved in the preservation of their equivalence with
that unit wherever our citizens dwell and our laws run. uivalence in for-
eign trade, for the reasons above indicated, is for the present quite imprac-
ticable. Equivalence in domestic trade is practicale. But that equiva-
lence is now imperiled by the continuing co! and increasing number of
the silver doliars. This is much more than a deliberate judgment of the
Secretary of the Treasury. Itis attested to him from the centers of trade
in all of the country, as much from the South as the North, as much
from the West as the East. Not alone our able statesmen and tructed
economists and financiers advise the stopptgl‘g of the silver coinage now, but
wherever our fellow-citizens are concentrated in commercial cities and towns
the business classes e ed in the trade, the enterprises, and manufactures
of those centers, and the still larger masses of workingmen employed by
them urge the stopping of the silver coinage now.

It is these classes which are alwaysfirst to perceive such dperila to industry
and trade and the consequences they entall. To their judgment in such a
matter even the acts of Co touching commerce and currency are finally
appealed. For it is their interests first, and afte the interests of the
agricultural classes, which are endangered. Every busipess man from da;
to day must form his separate judgment of any medium of exchange whic
he may be obliged by law to take in his next bargain. Tm:ﬁ years ago
the gold dollar was not kept from a premium, to-morrow the silver dollar
can not be kept from a discount, in disregard of their appraisal.

ONE-METALLISM OR TWO-METALLISM OUR ONLY CHOICE.

The cholce before Congress is not between sllver monometallism and gold
monometallism. Both are inadmissable. The cholce before 88 is
not between bimetallism and either gold or silver monometallism. elat-
ter are not admissable, and bimetallism is only possible with the cotpera-
tion of other nations, which is not now to be had. For, although France
holds the same friendly attitude, and would be followed by some of her as-
sociates of the Latin Union, England now, as in 1878 and 1881, is unwilling
to depart from her mintage of gold alone into coins of unlimited legal ten-
der, and Germany now, as in 1881, regards the concurrence of England in an
fnternational bimetallic union, as a qua non. Such being the facts es-
tablished upon abundant testimony, official and unofficial, gathered by the
Department of State, it becomes plain that the choice of Congress is only in
fact between stopping the coinage of silver dollars, or risking by further
coin the inequivalence of those dollars with our mone unit, risking
the fall of the value of 215,000,000 silver dollars from their legal domestic
rating to their commercial international value, which is 20 per cent less,
and involving such a disuse in our domestic trade of 550,000,000 dollars of
gold coin, as when gold was ejected by paper during the war.

The only choice before Co , therefore, is the choice between one-met-
allism and two-metallism. e silver dollar can not be kept in equivalence
with the gold dollar if the coinage of silver continues. The gold dollar can
not be kept in full domestic circulation if the silver dollar is suffered to fall.
Cof more necessitates its fall. Doubtless some may h that more
silver dollars can be coined, and yet their equivalence with the monetary
unit not be lost. It is respectfully submitted that there is no compensation
for that risk, and that ajudgment so accordant of the great business classes
who carry on the exchanges of the country must be accepted as a final esti-
mate of that risk.

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I also quote from the report of
Secretary Manning made in December, 1886. I will read a por-
tion of it myself under the head:

SHALL THE UNITED STATES GIVE FREE COINAGE TO BILVER NOW ?

L The free-silver-coinage preseription for the monetary dislocation sat-
isfies but one of the several indispensable conditions which I have set forth
abovein full detail. While it is an indispensable condition of permanent
restoration that the free monetization of silver shall be equally complete as
of gold, yet were it now given tosilver in this actual moment of dislocation,
the practical result would be to withdraw the same from gold. That would
be a change without advantage in any re t. and in every respect with
disadvantage. In the first place it would bring us to the Asiatic silver basis.
This has been commended in some quarters. There 18, however, no such
E;.lbllc desire. The preponderance of public opinion seems overwhe!

favor of the joint use of both metais. No party and no administration
could survive or would deserve to survive the deliberate or the unforeseen
and unprevented change to a silver basis,

But the proof is simple that the free col of silver now, wounld at once
entail a silver basis. Offered by the open mint to both metals, free coinage
of ailver forsilver-owners into legal-tender dollars would stop theuse of the
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mint for free coinage of gold by gold-owners. It wouldstopthesimultaneons
circulation of gold and silver dollars. The gold dollar will be ata minm,
and be exported. Throughout the United States it would make the use of
gilver in legal-tender payments exclusive, apart from the greenbacks, which
would first be used if possible to empty the Treasury of gold, and then
would cease to by ‘“dollar "’ myth{ng else than the debt of a silver
g‘?rin—not. at all the monetary unit once embodied in equivalent coins of the
0 metals,

Thus the free coinage of silver now, or, what is the same thing, the Asiatic
silver basis, would but shift our lameness to the other foot. It would
neither restore nor tend to restore the world-wide use of the two metals in
a rated equivalence, which is the cure for the monetary dislocation, as their
disjolned use has been its canse. But the change to the other foot would be
disadvantageous, not a matter of indifference, :Now we make a limping use
of both metals, as is possible since the difficulty is with respect to the

cious metal, which we manage, by the legal-tender power and the receipt

Or taxes, to hold in some general use along with theother. Then, however,

we could keep in use but one, not the two—not even by legal-tander laws, or

penal laws. Thus the free-silver coinage prescription and the silver-basis

Prescrlpt.lnn are alike—amputation of an uninjured leg to cure temporary
ameness in the other.

A\roldmrf repetition of what I had the honor to saly last winter in reply to
the inquiries of the House uof Representatives, I willadd butone estion
which shouid be fatal o the freesilver coiage proposal, As our imited
sllver coinage paralyzes, so our free-silver coinage at this moment would
destroy the power of the United States to promote the restoration of silver
to its old and equal place in the monetary order.

I will send up to the desk and have read the remaining portion,
which I wish to incorporate in my remarks.

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Oregon whether he
is quoting these passages from the report of Mr. Manning to
contr?vart the statements or a sa reénforcementof hisown argu-
ment

Mr. DOLPH. The recommendations contained in this report
of Mr. Manning, except the one for the payment of the legal-
tender notes with the surplus, are sound, and I do not hesitate

to say so.
I will say here that Senators on this side of the Chamber have

been called, in derision, Administration Senators. Mr.President,
I am with the Administration when the Administrationisright.
I can not afford to oppose the Administration for any personal
or politieal reason, but I disagree with the Administration on a
great many things, and whenever the Administration recom-
mends to Congress anything with which I disagree Ishall be as
alert, as vigilant, and as active in opposing the Administration
as any Senator upon this floor.

Tht?a é’RESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re-
quested.

The Secretary read as follows:

SHALL THE UNITED STATES BUY MORE THAN $20,000,0000 OF SILVER ?

hn{. To go on as we are is the least creditableof all the courses open to our
cholce.

The Treasury silver purchase is defended by nobody, approved by nobody;
even every vote for the free colnage of silver is a vote that the Treasury sﬂ-
ver purchase shall cease; an assertion that it ought to cease.

It has thrown away the opportunity to let loose abroad the silver we have
kept, stamped and stored, and it has discarded the power to reduce by as
3}}”" gllxe foreign stocks of gold, two arguments that would have had an in-

8 COgency.

It is a policy which, if now prolonged by our hopes, may easily be 80 pro-
tracted thereafter by astute delays and dilatory proc and by the
taken for negotiation itself as to force an Asiatic silver basls for America.

It is thus, at least, the remission of all control of the silver question to ad-
T as :;rr? o ?ig%gf&hmsaw f perlect equality of position (i

eprives tates of perlect equ of pos noncoinage
in negotiation with foreign powers. 2

It is an expense and a taxation demonstrated by experience to be of no
avail for any useful end. Needless as a tax, our silver purchase is also a
disturbance in the Treasury, which threatens the currency without relie
the taxpayer. Itis heapingup a heavy load of silver coin need!ng tobe ke?
but increasingly difficult to keep, in domestic commercial equivalence with
our monetary unit. Of that unit the silver coins can never be a true em-
bodiment as the gold coins are, by any other means than those which pre-
serve to the gold coin its function as such an embodiment, viz., open mints to
the silver of the world and a full legal-tender ?ualit.y in the payment of
debt, imparted by law to any ssible output of silver coin, thus insuring
to the unminted metal an equal value with the monetized coin. It is, there-
fore, glutting our currency with depreciated metal, while also imped the
only means of reversing that depreciation and resto: its value.

It has been as futile as costly. It neither gives mor it a tendency to
give an international currency to the silver of these 250,000,000 coins. It in-
creases by one the number of nations burdened with the task of holding a
depreciated metal at its old level in their bimetallic monetary units. There
is a single difference. When the monetary dislocation began, the people of
other nations had large stocks of silver coin subject to depression, we had
none. We created one, and are daily adding to it.

To the feebleness of self-defeat in the exercise of our influence abroad, it
thus unites the mjuﬂ of a costly inflation at home. It is not merely the ab-
dication of our actual power to hasten a solution of the international prob-
lem which will restore silver to its former use and value; it is the taxation
of an otherwise overtaxed people £24,000,000 per annum to delay and defeat
that solution, besides being a use of the proceeds of that taxation to disorder
our domestic currency, jeopard the stability of our unit of value, and accu-
mulate a surplus which on the one hand presses the Treasury towards a
silver basis, and on the other hand tempts Congress beyond a frugal expense,
It blocks every avenue, not only to monetary but to fiscal and tax reform.

SHALL THE UNITED STATES PROMOTE CURE OF MONETARY DISLOCATION?
IV.tTo stop the purchase of silver is our only choice, our duty, and our in-

rest.
rrit w&l stop a wasteful and injurious expense, and the taxation which de-
5
It will commence and promote reform in the sum and the methods of Fed-
eral taxation.
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It will recover to the United States an equality of
with forelgn powers, which will give us due influence in nego

I:w.uur\ﬁugamgomuon.mdnogousHonwmmﬂotmllst.nutmm

of delay.

Stopping the purchase and coinage of silver 18 the first step and the best
Which the United States can take in d their great pa.rtpt.o repair the
monetary dislocation of the world. Its was forelgn: its remedy is
international. The time is ripe for this powerful commonwealth to enter
decisively u that international transaction. The ripe moment must not
be let sli; ter becoming entangled in negotiation, we should not be {ree,
a8 now, to act, first for our own advantage, and then for the promoting of
our 0;2 dmim% a.t:lr_ly the wg;l‘id‘nlgﬁwmn:r tzs:m this w;or d-wide rau-

prossing industry and 8, ects private pros iy ever, ere,
Bus its influence upon Government finances h? a wpnmblop&uyry, an{l‘;ariaa
Erdé:mnt States according to the fiscal and currency systems which it dis-

In England the depression is serious, but the disordered finances of her
largest dependency, India, are the point of trouole which touches the
Government of Great Britaln. In France and Germany the depression is
general, buu the fiscal problem is the maintenance of an enormous but not

em;rglng stock of colned silver lately depreciated nearly 30 per cent, s:s?ar'
on

with gold while kee both in use. In the United States the depre
of trade Isgreat, caused by the natural unwiliingness of those whose savings
are little as of those whose capital is large, to risk its loss in falling prices
and the hazard of a sllver m?n. thus contracting everywhere, not money,
of which there is a superab ce. but the employment of sav ascap-
ital, by means of money, in orml.zln%jn.lmt-ry and keeping labor busy.
But the trouble meanwhile caused to the Government finances is different.
too, as in France and in Germany, thereisneed of holding an enormous
and also enlarging stock (hﬁer now than that of France relatively to our
commerecial and banking habits) of coined silver, lately depreciated 30 per
cent, at par with gold while kee both in

To sm]ﬁ:’ purchase and age of silver is for this, our local troubls,
also the first and best step. ‘To increase our stock is toincrease the dificul-
ties of the Treasury, illegitimate and atmormal diMeunlties, which ought
never to be imposed umeuury of any democratic government, and
which ought not to be Its mission is to coin the two metals into
money for the public—as much as everybody asks. It hasnofitness for coin-

for itsel! and keeping the colnage. Its proper business as a fisc is tore-

ve the ple's revenue irom taxes in good money which it has coined for

them, and 1o expend that money as Congress bids, keeping no surplus at all

beyond what insures punctnal payments. A Treasury surplus is standing
proof of bad finance—of bad 1laws, if such hove made 1t necessary.

If to manufacture and store or distribute coin of a depreciated metal
could stop its depreciation, or relieve the depression of trade, or improve
the moLey circulation, or eall out into use for the employment of labor more
of loanable capital, or arrest the drop in prices, then the Treasury trouble
and the tax turden would have some offset. It in-
spires the owners, the borrowers, and employers of capital, who organize
work for workingmen to do, with an utterly incurable distrust. Itis a rea-
gonable distrust, which every man who has earned and saved $ that he
wonld like to employ or lend as capital, knows as well as those who have
saved thounsands of dollars from their earnings. Every wi £&T, 00,
knows as well as they that silver inflation has not stimulated and does not
stimulate industry or trade. Silver has never been as low as this year (42
mnce). though the Treasury has bought and stamped $250,000,000 of 1t in the

t eight years. Prices of all commodities range lower than in any pre-
vious year of the nineteenth century.

CONSEQUENCES OF STOPPING SILVER PURCHASES,

To stop the purchase of silver will enable the Treasury, while the mone-
YS! is to its normal conditions, to maintain with certainty

an ater ease the present stock of silver eoin at par with gold in all our
fiscal and local uses, to the great relief from distrust of the ownersand em-
ployers of capital, and so to the greater rellef and increas employment
{ labor—the first fruits of sound finance and the first tion of pros-

use.

But it does the reverse.

rity.
To stop the purchase of silver of course will cause a new fall in the Lon-
don market., Speedier and more will then be the day of its final

assured
restoration to its former place in the money of the world.

Mr. HARRIS. May I ask the Senator from Oregon who is
the author of what the Secretary has been reading?

Mr. DOLPH. That is from the report of the late Secretary
of the Treasury, Mr. Daniel Manning, of December, 1886.
vIﬂl'ow, I am ready to yield to the Senator from Indiana [Mr.

OORHEES,
Mr, VOORHEES, I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of executive business. :

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate groeeeded to the
consideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent
in executive session the doors were reopened and (at 5 o'clock
and 40 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow,
Tuesday, October 3, 1893, at 11 o'clock a. m.

CONFIRMATIONS.

Execulive nominations confirmed by the Senate, September 29, 1898.
CONSULS.

Charles M. Caughey of Baltimore, Md., to be consul of the
United States at Messina, 1taly.

Joseph Whalen, of Louisville, N. Y., to be consul of the United
States at Prescott, Canada. :

Sheridan P. Read, of New York, to be consul of the United
States at Tien-Tsin, China.

H. Christian Borstel, of New York City, N. Y., to be consul of
the United Stites at St. Helena.

Edwin F. Bishop, of Buffalo, N. Y., to be consul of the United
States at Chatham, Canada.

Isasc M, Elliott, of New York City, N. Y., to be consul of the

United States at Manila, Philipline Islands

tion (noncoinage)

COLLECTOR OF QUSTOMS.

Benjamin P. Moore, of New York, to be collector of customs

for the district of Alaska, in the Territory of Alaska.
POSTMASTERS.

Albert A. Manda, to be postmaster at Short Hills, in the
county of Essex and State of New Jersey.

John F. Cruse. to be postmaster at Ridgewood, in the county
of Bergen and State of New Jersey.

Jeremish C. Byrns, to be postmaster at Ware, in the county

of Hampshire and State of Massachusstis.
George S. Wilson, to bo tmaster at Berlin, in the county
of Coos and State of New Hampshire.

Ezecutive nomination confirmed by the Senate October 2, 1893.
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY.

Robert Charles Lee, of Mississippi, to be attorney of the United
States for the southern district of Mississippi.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
: MonDAY, October 2, 1893.

The House matat 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev.
SAMUEL W. HADDAWAY.

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap-

L proved.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows:

To Mr. SIMPSON, for two days, on account of important busi-
ness.

To Mr. WisE, indefinitely, on account of sickness.

To Mr. MORSE, for one week, on account of important business.

To Mr. POWERS, indefinitely, on account of important busi-
ness.

To Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi, for ten days, on account of im-
portant business.

ORDERE OF BUSINESS.

Ttt;e SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re-
ports.
The Clerk proceeded to call the committees, and completed the

call, therﬁaii&%"no reEorhs.

The SP R. Thiscompletes the callof the standing com-
mittees of the House. There is no second morning hour to-day.
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Cox, its Secretary, an-
nounced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 824) granting
settlers on certainlands in Oklahoma Tervitory the right to com-
mute their homestead entries, and for other purposes; in which
the concurrence of the House was requested.

It also announced that the Senate had ed to the amend-
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 721) to au-
thorize the Commissioners of the District of Columbia toappoint
two additional clerks.

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of
its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed without amend-
ment the bill (H. R. 3607) to extend the time for completing the
work of the Eleventh Census, and for other purposes.

ELECTION LAWS.

The House then, according to order, resumed the considera-
tion of the bill (H. R. 2331) to repeal all statutes relating to su-
pervisors of elections and special deputy marshals, and for other
purposes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arvkansas [Mr. DINs-
MORE]| is recognized.

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, during the brief time in which
I shall ask the indulgence of the House in consideration of the
pending measure, I desire to submit a few reflections which seem
to me to be pertinent to the question under consideration, and
which I hope will xau;:t{zt:u:n.l:llam;1 themselves to the members of this
body. Indoing so,sir, I shall refrain from going further into the
consideration of sectional issues, or being actuated in what I shall
say by sectional feeling to a greater degree than is demsnded b;
afull and fair discussion of the issue before us.” Iindulge myse
in the hope that if what I have tosay does not commend itself as
logical and eonciusive tothose who hold different opinions from
myself, it may at least be thought by them to be fairly applicable
to this debate, and to be prompted by patriotic sentiments.

If I know myself I approach this question not with the feeling
of a blind partisan having only a desire to promote the interests
of his party, but under a high sense of the responsibility resting
upon me as a citizen of this country, and one standing 1o-day in
a representative capacity, speaking in behalf of the district
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which has honored him with its trust, and of the whole Ameri-
can people, every citizen of whom is deeply interested in the is-
sue which is about to be determined.

The question presented is one which appears to all of us, on
whichever side we may cast our voice and vote, to be fraught
with vital interest to the country.

Upon the one hand we who favor the repeal of the law now
authorizing Federal interference in elections, believing it to be
improper, unauthorized, unwise, and wrong, are impressed with
the betief that it stands as an obstruction to the carrying out of

reat principles of government which were incorporated in the
%onstitution in the %eginning, and by which the government of
the States and of the nation was so long conducted, and that it
involves peril to republican institutions.

On the other hand, those who believe that the present laws
are right and just,] must assume to be actuated by a fear that to
deprive the National Governmentof the powers which are vested
in it by this law will deprive it of the ability to perpetuate itself
and of maintaining its integrity and preserving the Unionof the
States.

The Democratic party, as a party, represents distinet ideas of

vernment which have long been incorporated in its creed of po-

tical faith. Ithasever protested against the enactment of such
laws as the one now under consideration, and insisted that the
present law should be repealed. Time and again have we in our
platforms inveighed against this law and promised the people,
if the time ever came when we should be invested with full
power in all branches of the Government, enabling us to put into
effect the ideas which we believe to be in conformity with the
rinciples of the Constitution and the sentiments of our patriotic
athers, that we would immediately address ourselves to the re-
peal of this law, which we consider obnoxious, iniguitous, and
subversive of the principles of free government.

Now for the first time in more than thirty {'Eea.ra we find our-
selves possessed of both branches of the legislative department
of the Government and of the Executive, and true toour pledge
we come to the performance of this our high duty. In doing so
we are not surprised that we meet at the threshold of our efforts
the stern unyielding opposition of our political opponents, but I
confess that [ was not prepared to find them resorting to the ar-
guments which have characterized their speeches up to this
point in the debate. Almost withoutan exception the gent'e-
men who have spoken already have introduced their remarks
with an expression of deep concern and regret that weshould at
this time, when the country is involvedin a iJMt financial crisis,
when there are great economic questions which demand the at-
tention of this Congress, bring to the consideration of the House
aquestion which they contend is calculated to arouse sectional
feeling and to produce bitterness and inharmony in the lezisla-
tive branch of the Government, as well as amongst the people
of the country.

Mr, Speaker, it is not to be denied that there are other great
questions which demand the immediate attention and consider-
ation of this House, and which the Democratic party is pledged
to consider, involving reforms which they are pledged to carry
out; demanding the enactment of laws which they are pledged to
enact; callingfor the repeal of other laws which they are pledged
to wipe from the statute books; and I for one, sir, ﬂope and ex-
pect tosee the party true to its every pledge, not only upon the

at question of taxation, not only upon the question of a health-

ul and plentiful currency to meet the demands of business, but

also I hope to see the consummation of the pledges the party

has made upon this question, which, I believe, is vital to the in-
terest of the Government and the happiness of its people.

Why should we be enjoined by Repubiicans to refrain from the
consideration of this question? Do they not know that we have
ever opposed the existence of this law? Do they not know that
we hold it to be contrary to the spirit and intention of the Con-
stitution itself and to the purposes of the men who made it? Do
they not know that we believe it to be in its tendency destructive
of local self-government, involving the very basic principles of
Democracy as interpreted by its leaders and declaved by its plat-
forms? And if we are sincere in these professions is it not a
matter of profound importance for us to put in legislation our
views upon this great question? Why, sir, we were told in the
preliminary discussion prior to entering upon the general debate
upon this bill by our friends on the other side of the House that
the repeal of the Sherman law had not yet been accomplished,
and that to precipitate the House into the consideration of this
measure might have a tendency to defeat the will of the Admin-
istration upon that.

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], took occasion
toremark with a great deal of unction that—

An appeal was made to the '%gﬂlbncans to aid the Administration, tostand

:yh:ha Aministration and up it, and save the Administration from over-
Iming disaster and defeat at the hands of its own party e

Said he:

the Republicans in Congress nearly unanimonsly —

At tl?is pat'ucmaroor.tms wien three millions tﬁ‘;fegol?g;& loyed in the
United States, with a pros of an approaching winter, sucg as we have
never witnessed before in this country, with b men and hungry women
on every band. and the whole country fookmg ﬁ;{lﬂy to Congress for some
shadow of reiief, we are met here by what I can only characterize as amost
remarkablse condition of affairs.

An appeal was made, says the honorable gentlemen, to the Re-
ublican party to assist in carrying the Wilison bill to repeal the
herman law in this House.

same Republican party to enact the Sherman law when it was
placed upon the statute books? Was that done at the instance
of a Democratic Administration? Was that done at the request
of Demoecratic members of this House? Do notthey know on the
contrary that it was a Republican measure and put in force only
by Republican votes? If they haveforgotten we have not, nor do
we intend that the country shall forget it.

An ap?aa.l to the Republican parg, he says, torepeal the Sher-
man law! Mr. Speaker, who appealed, I repeat, to the Republi-
can party when the Sherman law was paaseg?and induced them
to enact and place it upon the statute books of this country?
The gentleman from Ohio says the mostextraordinary condition
presents itself; that there are three millionsof hungry menand
women in the land waiting with deep anxiety the result of the
legislation of this Congress upon these vital questions, and he
says this with reference to the measure to repeal the Sherman
law. He invites us to the repeal of the Sherman law.

Does the gentleman maintain before this House that the Sher-
man law is responsible for the condition of these three millions of
people who are out of employment and suffering from hungerand
want? Hedid notcontend that. On the contrary, he intimated,
and others of his party have insisted, that thisanxiety thatexists
to-day, that this depression of business, this stringency in the
monetary affairs of the country grows out of the fear that Con-
gress will lay its iron hind upon the McKinley tariff law that
was enacted by a Republican Congress.

These puling “infantindustries” of ours lived and thrived and
fattened upon the tariff for years before the McKinley law was
passed; they have reveled in it since; and now when a Demo-
cratic government comes into power pledged to a wise and just
reduction, they are so alarmed that the factories are closed, the
spindles stopped. Like the sensitive plant they can not even
bear the touch of the finger of reform. Mr. Speaker, if I mis-
take not the temper of the people and this Congress they will
have more cause for alarm before an adjournment is had.

These gentlemen have cited to us the evil and disastrous ef-
fects of a measure which they are ready with virtuousand patri-
otic sacrifice to offer their services to repeal, which is of their
own creation, and was enacted into law by them without any as-
sistance whatever from the party which they now denounce.
Mr. Speaker. we of the Democratic party, wﬁ'ﬂe we may have
different opinions about the cffect of the Sherman law and as to
its results and the necessities for its immediate repeal, have ever
been agreed upon one proposition, that it was a ** cowardly make-
shift” enacted by the Republizan party, not for the purpose for
which it was professedly made, to encourage and bring about an
extended use of silver as money, but, as it has been admitted by
its author that he never favored it, we can only believe it was
done in order to preventCongress from passing a {ree silver law
in accordance with the demands of the people of the country.

But, he says that three millions of people are out of employ-
ment and hungry. T{it bs true, to what is this to be aitri
uted? If if is to be attributed to bad laws that exist u the
statute books, who are responsible for those bad laws? Is it the
Democratic party? Do these ﬁeutlamen here, learned and dig-
nified statesmen, come and tell the people, as the newspapers
and the journals are in the habit of doing, that it is the incom-
ing of the Demccratic Administration that has caused all this
trouble throughout the land? They have been telling the peo-
ple for many years that the Democratic party could not be
trusted; and in last November the people rose up in their might
and trusted the Demoecratic party, and placed it in power for the
g;:rpose of enabling it to bring relief from bad laws that have

en enacted and put in force by the Republican party in this
country. .

But a warning is given tous by thesame gentleman, that if we
perform the duty which we feel is incumbent upon us in this

uestion—the Sherman law isnot yet repealed; it will take from

e Administration the aid the Republicans are so virtuously
rendering to effect the repeal of that measure.

Mr. Speaker, there are some of us on this side of the House
to whom that threat conveys no terror. There are some of us
here, sir, who though we believe the Sherman law to be a bad
one—but a poor, lame, and weak provision expensive in its ad-
ministration—we nevertheless believe th 't it contains the onl
hope at this time of those who believe thit the people of th.li

ho appealed, Mr. Speaker, to this




—

2020

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

OOTOBER 2,

country are euntitled, according to the platform of the Demo-
cratic party, to the use of both gold and silver as money.

There are these among us who believe that when the Demo-
cratic party declared in its platform that it was a ** cowardli
makeshift,” it meant it was a cowardly substitute for the free an
unlimited coinage of silver; and that when it declared that *‘ we
hold to the use of both gold and silver as money,” and declared
for the coinage of both, ** without cost of mintage” and “‘ with-
out diserimination against either,” that it intended thereby to
make a demand for the free and unlimited coinage of silver. The
people elected their President and Members of this House upon
issues set out in that platform; they did it with a clear under-
standing of the declarations of the platform, and they havearight
to exp=ct good faith of the party.

But I have no intention, Mr. 1S:‘[pese;ke\:-, to openupa debate that
has been already closed in this House, and I have only referred
to the matters involved in it in answer to what has been said in
the course of this discussion. I have already said that there are
differences of opinion smoaﬁst Democrats upon this important
question. I concede to all honesty of purpose and sincerity of
action, and I ﬂa-vou‘t.nl.ﬁv:l trust that in the end right may prevail
and that be accomplished which is for the best interests of our
common country.

For three-quarters of a century from the beginning of our na-
tional history there was throughout the whole citizenship, and
on the part of all administrations in charge of the General Gov-
ernment, ever observed a healthful and profound respect, not
only for the reserved rights of the States, but for all the public
and official institutions of the States, the enactment and enforce-
ment of their laws, the adjudications of their courts, and the
honesty of purpese and patriotism of their officers and citizens.

To establish justice, insure domestic tranquility, provide for
the common defense, promote the general welfare, and secure
the blessings of liberty to themselves and their posterity, the

ople of the United States had adopted the Constitution and

ormed a more perfect Union. From time to time great ques-
tions arose out of differences of opinion as to the proper inter-
pretation of thé Constitution and the powers of the General
Government under it. DBut local self-government in the States
during that happy period was held sacred as life and liberty
from any interference of Federal Government.

What pdartisan so bold in that time as to dare suggest Federal
interference in elections? What Administrationor Congresshad
the temerity to insult the sovereign citizens of any State by the
establishment of returning boards and the impertinent innova-
tion of marshals, supervisors, and bayonets of Federal gower at
the elections held 'in the States under their own laws? What
Senator or Congressman arose in his seat in the National Assem-
bly to advocate an interference with the right of the people in
the different States to select their own public servants and by
theagency of their own election officers

Tﬁs was a government of the people administered by the peo-

le for the benefit of all, and there was no thought of doing vio-
ence to the fiurpose of the Union of the States, the spirit of our
free institutions, or the integrity of individual citizenship. The
msumﬁtion of honesty was enjoyed by every ecitizen in the
nd. But, sir, it is not so now. 1t was left to the Republican
rty to dishonor State laws, to belittle statehood, and degrade
E%ate citizenship. Leftin power atthe endof acivil war, flushed
with vietos ang conquest, they availed themselves of the tem-
per of the time to break down old ideas and establish new forms;
to set up their notion of a strong National Government, absorb-
ing as far us possible the proper powers of the States.
hether that party went to greater extremes of violence and
stringent, not to say cruel measures, in the reconstruction of the
Government after the war than were necessary or humane;
whether a just policy was pursued; whether it was wise or neces-
sary to set up over the States in reconstruction strangers and
adventurers having no kindred associztionsorcommon interests
with the people over whom they were placed to rule, is quite
apart from my purpose to discuss, and I am willing to leave it
to the unbiased judgment of future history. But, Mr. Speaker,
can it be justly contended that this generation, twenty-seven
years after the settlement of that great conflict, when there are
multiplied thousands of voting citizens who were not then born,
must still be held under the bonds o war measures? Is the loy-
alty and devotion to Union and country of the people of the
Southern—yes, and of Northern States, still in doubt?

Mr. Spesker, I wish to say in behalf of my native State of
Arkansas, which I have the honor in part to represent in this
Congress, that no State in this Union has a people more devoted
to our beloved country, its flag, and its institutions, than hers.
And though they have drunk the cruel cup of war to its bitter
dregs; though they can never forget the pitiful pictures of ruin
and desolation left by fire and sword in their once beautiful land,
ﬁcefu], ix;psperous, and happy, there is no geople in this broad

d, in whatever State or section, that would be sooner or more

cheerfully afield at the bugle call to defend the honor of the flag
or the liberty of the people.

Mr. Speaker, I wish that gentlemen upon that side and upon
this could have been present and witnessed the condition of our
country at the end of that most unhapp riod. Our citizens
of this day were in large measure the soldiers of the fortune of
the lost cause; and what matters it now whether they were
right or wrong. They fought for their convictions of rigIYnt, and
every true-hearted soldier of the victorious side will concede to
them this justice. Af this day has there not been time for pas-
sion to subside; has there not been time for all the feeling of
hate and enmity to have passed away?

The close of the war came. The Confederatesoldier had staked
his all upon the cast of the die and it went down in the dust with
the flag he had followed in battle. While the victorious troops
of the Union were returning to their homes untouched by war,
to the merry strains of victorions music and with banners gaily
flying, he, in his deep humiliation—conquered, but not hisspirit
gone—inspired alone by his faith in God and his own manhood
and love for his family, returned to the country that had been
his home; the country that he had left smiling with golden har-
vests and adorned byrizeauti.{ulhomeswa.ds, surrounded by happi-
ness and prosperity. - But when with faltering steps, broken in
fortune and in health, he came back, the besom of war had swept
all in its relentless track, and there was but little of that which
had been to him so dear in the past.

The fields that had been white with the fleecy fiber that clothes
the world, that had been yellow with the waving corn in the
goldenharvesttime, were grown up with the unrestrained forests
of nature; and the home around which his heart had clung
throughout all these hard gears, that gone, too; the old roof-
tree about which hung every dear association of childhood, youth,
and goun g manhood, melted by the flames of hungry war; onlya
black, crumbling chimney stood as a melancholy headstone at
the grave of dead hopes, of buried ambition.

Did they falter? Did they give up? On the contrary, they
turned themselves with new purpose to build up a new citizen-
ship under a new condition OF gs.

I need notepeak of what they have accomplished. Every year
from their fields come the teeming fruits OP harvest that clothe
and feed the millions of the world. |

Every year they pour into the coffers of the Treasury taxes to
support and add to the glory of this Government which we all
respect and love. Without a pension, asking none, expecting
none, feeling that none is due, each year these old Confederates
contribute to the fund that goes to pay the pensions of the hon-
orable Union soldier who fought for the flag and saved the Union.
Are they worthy of citizenship? Unmurmuring and uncom-
plaining, they perform its every duty, and all they ask is that
they have equal recognition with the rest of the citizens of this
Government and have their rights respected. Gentlemen, of
such, and their descendants, are in large part the constituents I
represent. Are you willing to honor an&l to trust them as your
fellow-citizens?

Whatever may be youranswer, be assured of this: I am prouder
to stand here as their chosen servant thanI would be to be the
leader of a conquering host.

But how long, I say, must the people of this Union be kept
under the operation of war measures? To raise the revenues
necessary to prosecute the war in suppression of rebellion, and
never upon any pretense of protection, the now favorite policy
and darling theory of the Republican party, a high tariil, was
imposed upon foreign imports, which, the war over, it has taxed
even Republican recklessness and prodigality to devise plaus-
ible means to dispose of to people hungering for paternal sup-

port.

Notwithstanding the fathers of Democracy, before the war had
crushed out, it was thought forever, the vicious scheme of na-
tional banks, these were set onfoot by the Republican party and
furnished with the Government's bonds, upon which they receive
from the Government their annual payments of interest. In the
present financial crisis the bankers and their friends, while the
people are being robbed of one-half of the present and future
product of their metallic money, which they denounce as the
despised and dishonored dollars, ‘‘ cheap and nasty,” desiring to
make the coveted %old dearer, and caring not that thus the debt-
paying people shall become poorer, are demanding that the Gov-
ar!llénent issue more interest-bearing bonds and purchase more

old.

- The beneficent pension system has been abused and extended
until the names that once made it a roll of honor are becoming
obscured and confounded in a confused list of eamp-followers,
beach-combers, bounty-jumpers, and impostors.

The present statute authorizing Federal interference in elec-
tions in the States, and which it is our present duty to repeal
(and the duty shall be well and fully performed), has not been
thought to be sufficient to answer the demands of Government
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under Republican views. Led on by apartisan President, swayed
and biased by sectional bitterness, the Republican party in the
Fifty-first Congress enacted a scene inthe political drama which
will be long remembered by the people of this country. How
they struggled, with what unyielding pu e and nervous en-
ergy they strove to enact the foree bill, a law tenfold more ne-
farious and disastrous tofree elections than the one we are about
to repeal. But they failed; theirefforts proved abortive. Thank
God for the few ?atriotic Republicans in the other wing of the
Capitol, who, defying the party whip, gave their assistance to
save the people at the polls from the otherwise inevitable fate
of Federal bayonets.

It has always appeared to me, Mr. Speaker, putting aside all
consideration of the Constitution itself and the peculiar wisdom
which characterizes its provisions, and looking only to the
source from which it emanated, that the great and patriotic men
of wisdom who created it in the evolution of their thought and
discussion, stimulated by high and noble aims, being moved by
a sacred desire and determination to lay the foundation stones
of a Government which would be the freest and best that all
civilization had ever known, and one which they hoped would
live in garpetuity to bless its citizens and to honor the men who
inspired it, were better prepared to know what was best calcu-
lated to promote with success their undertaking, and to give
permanency and health and vigor and justice to that Govern-
ment, than any, however wise, who were to follow them as
statesmen having in charge the interest of the people living
under the beneficenceof the Government which they had formed.

There is no man free from party zeal. It isimpossible for the
human mind to free itself from party bias. Therefore, I hold,
sir, that the safety and welfare of our institutions depend la,r%ely
upon adhering as closely as may be to the principles and dec-
larations of our organic law. And when we come to consider
the instrument itself, we are more impressed with the justice
and wisdom of its provisions and the danger of departing from
it. It has’ been said, sir, upon this floor, more in the spirit of
reproach than of commendation, that Democrats are ever ready
to stand up and defend the Constitution; that Democratic mem-
bers are ever on the alert to detect in any proposed measure a
conflict with constitutional provisions; that they are the cham-
pions of the Constitution.

Mr, Speaker, whatever may have been the spirit with which
these things were said, I feel, sir, that no higher tribute could
be paid to the party of which I am an humble member than to
say theyare true. We do honor the Constitution of our country:
we venerate it as a great and beneficent gift handed down to us
from men consecrated to anoble and humane purpose and under-
taking, one full of the inestimable blessings of liberty; and that
which inspires in me more admiration for the party which I love
than aught else, is that in my opinion if is truer t{la.u any other
party to the principles laid down in this honored instrument
which is the organic law of our land, and therefore to the prin-

les of freedom which are most conducive to the happiness and
ﬁberty of the people.

Mr. Speaker, why should we not defend the Constitution? Is
it not the very bond of the Union itself? Is it not the golden
chain that binds together the States in a great and indissolluble
sisterhood? Is it not that, and that alone, which isthe evidence
of the power given by the people, that has vitalized and given
form, indeed, to this blessed T}‘nion, this National Government,
to which gentlemen on the other side of the House are wont
to pay such adoration, regardless of the individual members of
the Union itself?

‘We people of the Southern States—those States which were so
unfortunate as to become involved in the causes and results of
a great civil war—have cause, Mr. Speaker, to love the Con-
stitution, because after conquest it stood between us and the
loss of every civil liberty that we had enjoyed before that un-
happy issue had itsorigin. I have no desire to bring up remem-
brances of that unhappy time, and the excitement, bitterness,
and hate of the reconstruction period; but I desire to assert that
it is my firm belief that but for the provisions of the Constitu-
tion itself, which could not be palpably broken down without an
absolute destruction of all forms of republican government, the

eople of the South would not to-day be enjoying the inestimable
munities of citizenship in this greatRepublic thatare now their
possession.

There is a constitutional phrase to this question, Mr. Speaker;
and while it is not my purpose to go into a prolonged discussion
of this feature, I shall not be deterred from a brief reference to
it by the derision of gentlemen on the other side of the House
who say that Demoecrats are in the habitof resorting to the Con-
stitution to impede progress, advancement, and higher achieve-
ments. It matters little to me, sir, if voluble gentlemen speak

libly of ‘ Democratic stupidity,” or question the decrees.of
rovidence in allowing a Democratic party to exist, if the

great throbbing millions of my fellow-citizens in this great coun-

try stand with us and uphold us in the measures which we pro-
pose and upon which we act.

Article I, section 4, of the Constitution of the United States
to which I may refer, I trust with forbearance onthe part of the
House, is as follows:

The times, places and manner of holding elections for Senators and
resentatives, shall be prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof;
but Congress may at any time bg law make or alter such regulations, ex-
cept as to the places of choosing Senators.

I beg to refer briefly to the phases of the constitutional view
of the question that present themselves to our minds. What
was the purpose of this provision of the Constitution? It was,
and alone, for the purpose of enabling the Government to pro-
tect itself against dissolution. You may search the annals of
that period, illustrated by the wisdom of the men who laid the
foundations of the Union and those who interpreted the Consti-
tution to the States in their conventions, and you can not find
any other view of it than that which I have expressed.

Mr. Madison said:

It was meant to give the National Legislature a power not only to alter
the provisions of the State, but to makeregulationsin case the States should
fall or refuse altogether.

And again, in the Virginia convention:

It was found impossible to fix the time, place, and manner of election of
Representativesin the Constitution. It was found necessary to leavethesein
the first place to the State government as being; best acquainted with the situ-
ation of the ple, subject to the control of the General Government in
order to enable it to uce uniformity and prevent its own dissolution.—
8 Elliott's Debates, page 367.

There was no more zealous, no stronger advocate of central-
ized power in the National Government than was Mr. Alexan-
der Hamilton of that period. Mr. Hamilton said:

Thi 8 the evid f the plain tion that -
ernnfe?:at.a:hr:gjd ?c?n?t?ﬂin?naitae??ﬁeomeaﬁgf 1&35}%11?;&““:{6” =y

And again in the Federalist:

Suxgpoaa an article had been introduced in the Constitution empoweri
the United States to regulate the elections for the particular States. ConrH

man have hesitated to condemn it, both as an unwarrantable transpo-
sition of power and as a premeditated engine for the destruction of the State
governments. The violation of principle in this case would have required
no comment.

And yet, Mr. Speaker, by the laws which have been enacted
with reference to this question an innovation has been made
upon our system; assault has been made upon local gelf-govern-
ment; an interference has been indulged in in the local affairs,
in the elections of the States, equally as greatas thatpointed out
by Mr. Hamilton, against which he said the ple of that time
would have protested as wrong and destructive of the State gov-
ernments.

Such were the views of statesmen at the time the Constitution
was adopted. Our own Supreme Court have in their decisions
upholding this law gone beyond, it seems to me, what was in-
tended by the framers of the Constitution should be its inter-
pretation, and in dissenting from the opinion of a majority of
the court in the case of Clarke, ex parte (100 U. 8., 418),
Justice Field, I think, defines the true meaning of the fourth sec-
tion of Article I as follows:

The power vested in Congress is to alter the regulations
Legislatures of the States, or to make new ones as to the times, places, and
manner of holding the elections. * * * Re, tions as to the manner of
holding them can not extend beyond the designation of the mode in which
the will of the voters shall be expressed and ascertained. The power does
not authorize to determine who shall participate in the electlon or what
shall be the qualification of the voters. These are matters not pertaining to
or involved in the manner of holding the election, and their regulation rests
exclusively with the States.

If the Federal Government may, in the exercise of the powers
given in this law, send its supervisors and marshals into the
pollinF places at elections and challenge votes, it may also send
them into our legislative halls and challenge the rig{w of mem-
bers of a State Legislature to vote for United States Senators,
for it is only the **places of choosing Senators” that is left ex-
clusivialy to the States. I have no doubt thateven this would
find plenty of supporters at any time it might suit the purposes
of the Republican party to avail itself of such a oontsnt?on.

In the brief remarks made on last Friday by the gentleman
from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR], who for so many years rep-
resented his State with honor and distinguished ability in the
Senate of the United States, and for whom and whose opinions I
beg to assure him I have the profoundest respect, he took occa-
sion to deplore the temper manifested upon thisside of the House
in this discussion as indicating that notwithstanding the war we
are adherents to the dangerous and objectionable doctrine of
States rights, which indicated to his mind that the war had been
fought in vain so far as the suppression of false notions of the
Constitution were concerned, e avowed that it was not the

uestion of sla.verﬁhat caused that war; that the question of
slavery could not have caused it; but if I understood him cor-
rectly he maintained that the doctrine of States rights as advo-
cated by the Democratic grior to the war was completely
ﬁlt:'lllloded al:lid forever settied and put at rest by the arbitrament

e sword.

escribed by the
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Mr. Speaker, I say for m ,and I think I may vouchsafe
the statement for all upon this side of the House, that we do not
agree with the honorable gentleman in that conclusion. Far beit
{from me ever, at any time, to give my consent to revive any

nestion settled by that most unfortunate and unhappy contest.
&'he question of slavery was involved and was secttled and con-
gidered abstractly. I think T can mﬂ truthfully for myse.f and
my whole people that we are glad the institution of slavery no
longer exists.

right of the States to secede from the Union, which had
been for so many years contended for and maintained in discus-
sions in this body and the other branch of Con rior to the
war, and which had been threatened by States of the North prior
to ﬂm effort of the States of the South to put it into practice,
was forever settled and determined. We who live in the States
which were involved in that movement, and who, whatever ma;
be siid of us by our political enemies, claim to be as loyal an
devoted to this Federal Government as any of its citizens, hold
that the question can never be reopened; that it is forever at
rest and that nothing short of a revolution totally destructive to
every form and principle of republican government could ever
'bren.ﬁ the ties that blng us together in the American Union, one
and inseparable ,now and forever.

But beyond this, sir, I am not prepared to admit that an
rincipleor feature of the doctrine of State rights, as interprete
E the Democratic party, has been impaired or destroyed by the

vil war., What was there in the terms of surrender th.t has
taken from the States any other rights than thoss specified?
‘What change has there been in the stitution which we hold
is the foundation and the evidence of all power held by the Na-
tional Government that hasdestroyed any other claim of ours for
the integrity and support of State organizations and the exer-
cise of their legitimate power under their reserved rights, ex-
pressly reserved when the Constitution was framed for the gov-
ernance of the National Union? The administration of our
jnternal affairs, the control of our local self-government accord-
ing to our own desires, the will of our people in the States, except
so far as limitations have been placed upon them by the power
and authority conceded to the General Government in the Con-
stitution, remains with us and shall be exercised by us until a
majority of the people of this Government, by right or by force,

1 deprive us of that valued heritage. :

Gentlemen seem to think beecause the Supreme Court of the
United States has declared this law to be constitutional, that
this forever closes the gates to all argument upon this question.
My friend from Iowa [Mr. LAacEY] remarked the other day that
Democrats discussed it as though they were wholly unconseious
of the decisions of the Supreme Court upon this point. We are
told that this matter is res adjudicata.

Mr. Speaker, we are notin an inferior court trying a cause
with reference to the law that exists and is applicable o the
case at bar; we do not stand here as lawyers appealing to the
Supreme Court to reverse its decision upon a question already
made, but we are here as members of an entirely separate and
equnlfl{ independent branch of the Government,representing the
sovereign people of this country, for the purpose of revising and
enacting law, and it is entirely proper, sir, that we should dis-
cuss the constitutional phases of any question. I know of no
restrictions forbidding the expression of our opinions if they
happen to differ from those who have authority to pass upon
and construe'the laws already in existence. Suppose, sir, that
our contention is wrong, and that the law isconstitutional under
a strained construction of that instrument. Even if that be true,
we hold, sir, that the law is wrong in its policy and its effects,
and is injurious and may become disastrous to the prineiples of
free government under a republican form in a union of States
such as ours.

This law is not consonant with that feeling of frust in the peo-
ple which should characterize the statutes in a popular govern-
ment. It smacks of espionage, suspicion, distrust, and [orce, and
is more in keeping with the harsh and imperious measures of
monarchical government. If such an emergency existsas threat-
ens the dissoiution of the Union by a failure of the States to
carry out the law with reference to representation in the Fed-
eral branch of the Government; if an -emergency has arisen
which imperils the integrity and existence of the Union, and
under the section of the Constitution discussed the Federal Gov-
ernment hasthe power to controland regulate the time, place, and
manner of holding the elections, and under this provision the
right to determine the qualificationsof voters, to count the votes,
to certily the returns, to declare the result—for all this is prac-
tically placed in their hinds—then, sir, do away with the hol-
low mockery and pretense of having elections conducied by State
authority, take the mat‘er into yo.rown hands, and cease to in-
sult the dignity of the States and the honesty of its citizens and
its officers. ;

The opposition do not disguise their motive for the favoring

of this law; they make no effort to conceal their reasons for de-
siring that it shall remain in force. Indeed, sir, they openly
and avowedly declare that without it there can be no fairnessof
elections in the Southern Stites and in the State of New York.
The burden of their argument has been that there have not
been fair elections. They insist thatthe elections in the South-
ern States are carried for the Democrats by fraud, bribery, per-
jury, and intimidation. They assume that all the colored
voters are Republicans, and make their estimate as to what
should be the result of the election upon this as an accepted and
infallible basis.

Mr. Speaker, more and more each year the negroes of the
South are leaving the Republican party and voluntarily giving
their support to the Democratic party. They are learning by
degrees each year that the white people are their friends in po-
litical matters as well as in business affairs; and there is a mu-
tual relation of dependence between us, the one upon the other,
that is bringing us closer together in politics. I appeal to any
man who is at all familiar with the condition of affairs existin
in the Southern States, to say to whom the negroes go when af-
fliction comes upon them. 1 appeal to the only Representative
of that race upon the floor of this House if it is not true that, in
their matters of business, in trials, in sickness, and in trouble,
they turn most naturally to the whites with whom they have
been born and reared and associated throughout theirlives, and
not to their political bosses who have been in the habit of con-
trolling them in election affairs.

I have been born, and reared, and spent my life in my native
State—which was a slave State—and | have watched with inter-
est the careful changes which have been going on in the solu-
tion of the race problem. I have seen the practical application
of all the laws that have been apilied to our people, and while
I do not pretend to deny that there are frauds committed in
elections in our State, as I believe there are in every State of
the Union, I believe, sir, that we have as fair, and safe, and just
a law of elections as any other State in the Union. Ihavenever
seen a negro driven away from thepolls. Ihaveneverseenhim
denied the right to deposit his ballot freely and according to his
own choice. I have never seen him thre:itened and bulldozed
and treated with violence to influence or prevent his vote.

But, Mr. Speiker, I have had him come to me voluntarily and
request me, before the enactment of our recent election law,
which is modeled after the Australian system, to prepare his
ticket for him, and I have done it under my honor and in accord-
ance always with his request, and he has gone and placed it in
the ballot box. [ have seen more. After the last November
election, when the people of our country were celebrating a

rand triumphant yictory of our Democratic hosts, when the

emocracy swept this country like a cyclone and hurled the
Republicans from power in every branch of this Government,
the people in their rejoicing had ratificition meetings. I at-
tended a number of them in my district, and in every one I saw
colored Democrats walking side by side with white men, carry-
ing torches and transparencies, and rejoicing with our peop.
over the result of that election. EA plauss. ]

Yea, more. Much has been said about the cruel treatment of
the blacks in political affairs by the whites of the South. Inthe
town of Van Buren, in the gong county of Crawford, in my dis-
trict, a Demoecratic county, last fall, in one of those ratification
meetings, where there wus a procession marching through the
streets with banners flying, bands playing, and colored men
marching in that procession, there w.s a venerable old colored
mn who prior to that time had held office av the hands of the
Democratic party of that county, who had been nominated upon
its ticket and elected to office, who was marching quietly with
this procession through the streets, and some cowardly hand
from some dairlk corner unseen, I will not say of what political
complexion, hurlel a stone at him and struck him down. I saw
him bleeding for being a Damocrat and in a Democratic proces-
sion; and that sime evening another stone was hurled into an
open float or carriage filled with ladies and broke the le&gf a
young woman; and yet these restless, outbreaking, bloodthirsty
Democrats sought no personal retribution on that occasion.

1t is easy for gentlemen who do not have this difficult problem
at their own doors to criticise the action and conduct of those
who have; to attribute to them improp:r motives, and believe
all base slanders that have been manufactured for political effect
and circulated throughout the States of the North. But I wish
to tell you, gentlemen, in behnlf of the peop'e in the South, who
are endeavoring to deal withithis question intelligently and hon-
estly, that you ignore the faet that our people are taxing them-
selves heavily each year for the purpose of educating and ele-
vating these nontaxpaying coloved citizens, who have been in-
vested with the right of franchise before they were ready for its
intelligent exercise.

In the views of the minority on the pending bill (which have
been printed and placed before this House) we find severe criti-
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cisms and reflections upon the election laws which have been
recently enacted and put in force in the Southern States, which
they insistare arranged for the purpose of confusing and mysti-
fying illiterate voters, thereby depriving them of the right of
franchise, to reduce the Republican vote and increase the Demo-
cratic majorities in these States.

I will not t ke the time of the House by ing attention to
the references made to all the different States and their respec-
tive laws, but will read brief extracts from what is said with
reference to one or two. Particular attention is called to Mis-
sissippi, which State, they say, ‘‘has {Aerhaps the most perfectly
operaiting system for fraud yet devised in the South.”

I thought I had the quotations in my notes, but will eall atten-
tion to the points from memory. The State of Mississippi is
cited as an instance. In the laws of that State there is a pro-
vision thata voter must be able either to read any section of the
Constitution, or to explain it when read tohim, and the minority
say that that is an effort on the part of the people of Mississippi
to deprive the colored voters of their right of franchise, that
that provision is enacted for the purpose of fraudulently striking
down the liberty of the voter in Mississippi. But, Mr. Speaker,
when, in the Northern States, Connecticut for example, you find
an exactly similar provision in the constitution, except the al-
teration requirement of an explanation of the constitution or
section thereof; that is presumed to be in the interest of liberty
and of securing a fair and intelligent election.

In the State of Arkansas we havea provision of a kindred na-
ture, that before a man can vote he must exhibit his tax receipt
showing that he has paid to the collectora poll tax, and Arkansas
is held up to odium as trying fo beat down a part of her citizens
and prevent them from exercising the right of franchise, al-
though in some of the Northern States similar provisions exist,
only on a larger and more sweeping scale, for in some of those
States the voter is reguired to own grope ‘ty. Butof course such
provisionsin the North are enacted in the interest of fair elec-
tions, and an intelligent exercise of the right of franchise, while
in the South the object is the suppression of the liberty of the
citizen. Massachusetts, Connecticut, and Rhode Island may pre-
scribs prerequisites, however extreme, without a suspicion of
unfairness. A Southern State can provide for none without
bringing their motives in question.

I hope it will not be overlooked, Mr. Speaker, that when the

ple of the Southern States who havethisignorant population
vested, as I have already said, before it was proper, with tha
* right of franchise: who are ignorant and have thei;&:rajndices
fired against the white people of the States by wicked and irre-
sponsible white adventurers in our midst when our people are
endcavoring to protect themsalves against the predominance of
ignorance over intelligence, by creating gualifications of intelli-
gence, the Republican party immediately holds up its hands in
virtuous indignation and declares to this Congress and to the
people that it is for the purpose of willful and premeditated sup-
pression of the rights of colored voters. Yet &ﬂerent States of
the North have for years had upon their statute books electoral
qualifications of almost exactly a similar character without in-
viting the reproach and insulting accusations that have been
hurled at us. :

But what have you gentlemen created forus by thislaw? And

what kind ol agents have you selected and appointed for the
urifying of the ballot and the protecting of the interests of the
neral Government against frauds, which you insist the whole
people of the South are determined to perpetrate against it?

I shall not undertake to speak for any of the other States, and
shall leave it to tiiose who are best informed to denounce the
character and methods of John Davenport in New York and to
the Republicans to defand him and hold him up as “ one of the
purest and most enlightened citizens of the country.” ButIsup-
pose I may be allowed. to say a word with reference to the ofii-
cials established in the State in which 1 live myself.

Let it not ba forgotten that these officers are appointed for the
purpose of preventing fraud and bringing about a fair and pure
election. Yet, sir, in the State of Arkansas the Republican party
has selected, constituted, and appointed as the chief supervisor
for the control and direction of all the other supervisors, as the
man best fitted and most suitable for the performance of this sa-
cred work, one John McClure, known throughout the State, and
beyond its confines, by the naume of ** Poker Jack,” who, in recon-
struction, was made, withoutthe will of the people whose rights
he was to take in his hands, chief justice of the supreme court—
God save the mark—and who, while holding this position is said
to have boasted that he had never yet seen the case in which he
could not render as good a decision on one side as on the other.

A man who was in at the birth of rascality in elections, and all
other political iniquitiesin the State of Arkansas, where hisname
is a synonym for all that isignoble, immoral, and objectionable.
And this man in the performance of his supposed duties has had
various and divers good citizens of the country, without any
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foundation whatever, arrested and brought before the courtsand
harassed with prosecutions for which there was notfhe slightest
ground and which had to be dismissad by the prosecutor without
a trial, He has dragged from different parts of the St te
ful and law-abiding citizens to attend the courtsand sacrifice their
time and means waitiny to appear as witnesses in caces where
there was no reason to believe there would ever be any necessity
for their presence.

this man, Mr. Speaker, while he was holding the high
and dignified office of chief justice of the State of Arkansas,
was at the same time chairman of the Republican executive com-
mittee of the State. Not only so, but while chief justice and
chairman of the Republican executive committee he was editor-
in-chief and had his nameat the he:d of a partisan political paper
in the city of Little Rock which was receiving the publie printing
from the State. In the archives of this Government. in a report
mde to the House of Representatives, will be found a record
where he himself admits under oath these facts which I have
statad. Now. is not that a beautiful agent to select to preserve
the purity of the ballot?

As a compens:tion for his supposed services he sent up his
accounts to the Federal Government, which are stated in a letter
which I have received from the Treasury Department, and which
by permission of the House I will read:

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE FIRST AUDITOR,
Washington, D. C., September 20, 1593.

Sin: Replying to your inquiry of to-day, I would state that John MeClure
chief supervisor of elections for the eastern district of Arkansas, preaemed
im algcsu;:éb for services at the November election, 1890, containing the fol-

OW, ms:

1. To drawing and instruetions to supervisors, being 31

folios, at 15 cents per folo ..o oe e e oo e =R B 65
2. Preparing, turnishing, and forwarding 1,630 copies of instruc-
tions to 1,630 supervisors, 81 folios each, at 10 cents per folio.. 5,053.00
3. Attaching seal of office to 1,630 coples of instruction furnished
and forwarded to supervisors, at 20 centseach .. ... ... 326.00
4. Drawing and preparing oaths of office for 1,630 supervisors, 1
folio each, and forwarding same to supervisors, 16 cents each.. 24450
5. Filing 1,192 oaths of office of supervisors, which have been re-
turned to the chief supervisor, at 10centseach ... .. ... ... 119.20
6. Making record of 1,030 supervisors, appointments, 110 follos, at
g B e N T S 16.50
7. Indexins record of supervisors, appointments, 90 folios, at 15
cents ﬁr o e Rl W L T TN O SR el Sl 13.50
8. Fill returns and reports from supervisors, at 10 cents 7.8
e e e " N e Y | oo il o i &
9. Filing 188 letters from supervisors, at 10 cents each............. 13.80
10. For attendance on the circuit court of the United States, in the
matter of the appointment of 1,630 supervisors, and in for-
nishing information to said court in relation to appointment
of same, 20days at S perday. . o .o iiceennaenn- 100. 00
11, For cost of printing inswructions to supervisors; for cost of
prin oaths of ofice for supervisors; for envelopes nsed in
transmiiting same and return of oathof office of supervisors, :
as per bill of **Press Printing Company ' hereto attached .. 41.50
12. For postage stamps nsed in mr\i‘arding instructions to super-
visors, and oaths of office tosame, and in correspondence with
BUDAEWEBORE .~ S L e 16. 50
Tobal SOt h S0 s i e s e e = s S ©,086. 95
I‘El;s 1, 2, 4, 6, and 10, amounting to $5,418.65 were disallowed or sus-
pended.

He also presented an account for services at the November election, 1892,
containing the following items:

1. For receiving and filing 146 petitions for the a: intment of
supervisors in different counties in Arkansas, 10 cents each.. §14.60
2. For preparing and drafting instructions to supervisors, 63folios,
At eents per fallo. T e 0.45
3. For attaching seal of office to 2,310 copies of instructions fur-
nished and forwarded to supervisors, 20 cents each.__.._.___ . 462,00
4. For preparing for mail and forwarding 2,310 copies of ipstruc-
tions to 2.310 supervisors. 10cents each. .. ____. ... .. .. ... 231.00
b. For drawing 2,310 oaths of ofiice for 2,310 supervisors, at 15cents
D O e = e e S et e s A b 316,50
6. For filing 2,193 oaths of office of supervisors. 10 cents each...._. 219. 30
7. For 1%1.113 1,738 reports and letters from supervisors, 10 cents T
T it ot o e S A i e i e e M ) i,
8. For indexine 2.310 appointments of supervisors, 2,310 folios, at 15
o cente‘! p&rtng% ...... St e R A i S S e R 340.50
. For prini tructions to saparvisors. and stationery, as
of Morton & Mowder, horeto AACHOR... - rn ASPT s
10. For stationery, as gar bill of Wilson & Webb Stationery Com-
pany, hereto attac s ol 7.2
11, For posiage used in sending oaths of office of supervisors, blanks,
[ e TR 7 N e M R S 0 S Y T s 40.80
12. For dra and preparing 24 oaths for supervisors in the city
of Little , Ark., for compensation; 24 folios at 15 ecents =
13, For administering oaths to 12 supbrvisors, city of Little Roclk,
Ark., 10 cents aa%h 2 V. 1.20
14. For juratto 24 afiidavits of suvervisors, city of Little Rock, Ark,
24 folios, at10 cents each 3.60
15. For attachingseal of office tosald afMdavits and jurats, 24 in
number, 20 cents each._.. WIC = A AN e 4.80
TORL AN O o e e e i v e e e 1,061.90
Items 3,4,5,8 %0 of 9, 11,12, 13,14, and 15, amounting to $1.525, were dls-
allowed or nded by the First Comptroller. Three hundred and ffty-
nine dollars and seventy cents of the above was disallowed, becauss, paya-
ble from the appropriation from fees of co rs instead of fees of
supervisors of elections.
Respectfully,
o b oy E. P. BALDWIN, Firsl Audilor.
on, HUGH INSMO
House of Bm&tﬁm.
=
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1t is true that this is but a small demand in comparison with
that which has been shown to have gone up from the State of
New York: but of this sum of more than $6,000, which he stated
was due him on this account, Republican officials of the Treasury
Department, who are not supposed to be niggardly in paying out
the money of their country nor oversensitive as to tEe charac-
ter of the service rendered, could not find it in their conscience
to approve, but reduced the amount $5,418.65, or to $618.30. Isit
any wonder, Mr. Speaker, thatour peo}gle, under these conditions,
have grown weary and sick of this law? Is it surprising that
they should resent the insult conveyed in its very enactment
and existence, when, under a sham and hypocritical pretense of
a desire for fair elections, the law has been administered in such
a spirit and by such agents?

And, Mr. Speaker, while I am upon this question I want to
refer to another phase of it, one which has been spoken of al-
ready, the expense of putti gt\hia law in force, and the ques-
tion of the necessity of it. Ior, mark you, gentlemen, we con-
tend that there is no necessity for the existence of such a lawas
this. We sdy that when there is no just ground to authorizeit,
no conditions to justify it, itis an insult to the free citizens of a
State to employ agents to watch and to hound them, as is done
under this law. But now, Mr. Speaker, let me call attention
to the cost of enforcing this law. First, let us consider the
number of convictions that have been had in the whole United
States under these election laws for the years 1800, 1891, and
1892, as they are found in the reports of the Attorney-General.
In 1890 the number of convictions was ninety. That was the
number for that year throughout the whole United States.

In 1891 the number of convictions was forty-six throughout the
whole United States. Of these, one was in Florida, one in Mary-
land, ten in Massachusetts, three in New Hampshire, three in
New Jersey, and so on. In 1892 the total number of convictions
in the whole country was thirteen. So that we have hereinthese
three years throughout the whole United States, with their thou-
sands of voting precincts, a total of a hundred and forty-nine con-
victions for violations of this law. And what has been the ex-
pense of putting the law in force? To say nothing of the court
expenses, witness fees, and matters of thaf kind, the fees of su-
pervisors alone have been as follows for thess three years:

Amounts paid du the flscal years ending June 50, 1890, 1891, and 1592, for fees
of wpewimrﬁﬁ'ongnsﬁonﬂ elections (section 3659, Revised Stat ).
1890,

Amount paid.
State. e Repay-
District. | State, | Tments
Alabama, middle and sonthern districts. .. $450.00 $50.00 1..cunenneex
California, northern district ... .. ........ 12, 605. 22 12, 605. 22 #55.00
Delaware 333. 333. 156

ts._.
New Yoik, northern
New York, eastern district......
New York, southern distriet ..__
North Carolina, eastern district
Ohio, southern district

TOEBS ...ooc——cacasnmsnnnn
e 7 L I B e S e e
1891
Alabama, northern district.......ceeaees $78.55 |.
Alabama, middle and southern districts.. 1,200.10
Alabama, southern district. . ...cceaammaa. 883.10
Arkansas, eastern district.. 618. 80
California, northern distric 44, 316. 65
Callfornia, southern distric 4, 700. 00
DAIRWRIN s et by 677.50
Florida, northern district. ... .. .. .cco. 96. 95
Illinois, northern district.. .| 49,515.00
dian 5, 300. 00
6, 925. 00
9,921. 75
21,572.84
80, 376. 97
2,428.00
7817
142. 40
6, B80. 35
9, 6:20. 00
58, 160. 64
40, 575, 00
72, 641,20
Pennsylvania, distri 139, 2?3*' ﬁ
eastern ot - i L
Pennsylvania, western district. . ...... ... 40,00 | 139,313.00 |..even----
RO IR . e N S s e 333. 55 888.56 | oo

Amounts paid during the flscal years ending June 30, 1390, efe.—Continued.

Amount pald,
State. = e Repay-
District. Stata, || ek

£110.00

Texas, eastern district .__
Texas, western district...
Virginia, eastern district

Virginia, western district.

g v~ S e L LS e e

1892,
&

Alabama, southern district .. ........__.. £0.00 . 90 #40.00
California, northern district.. 40, 00 40,00 95,00
Qalifornia, southern Alstrict. oo o] aeeceeceencealencaancnnann- 260. 00
Oolorado.. ... . .. i iiiiiic 578.52
Illinois, northern district , 50
Indiana.__...... A =
A I L e i B W N , 516,
Massachusetts _..._......... 400.
Michigan, eastern district o
NEW JOTBOY - v o coirim
New York, northern distric LR R 8 el e
New York, eastern district. ... - 26,854.50 |.voonennnnn 270.00
New York, southern district. .. cooeevennnns 20, 690, 27 61,912,61 | 1,770.00
O o e S it 882, 60 382.60 |....eenen
Pennsylvania, eastern district. 6, 948, 85 6, 948. 85 270. 00
Tennessee, western district ... 81.40 v og 1 e T LT
Texas, easterndistrict_ . ... oo oo feiaaiai e annaaiaaas 110.00
Virginia, eastern distriet. .. ..o oceeana.. 45. 55 [ [

e R e S e Sl £3, 609. 51 83,600.51 | 4,108.02

Here in these three years we have a total expenditure for fees
of supervisors of 8757,105.78. Mr. Speaker, does not this seem
to be a farce, such an expenditure for such results? And, sir,
if the people of the States, with their feeling of State pride and
their local and immediate interest in enforcing the laws upon
their statute books designed to secure fair elections, can not be
trusted to do if, does any man suppose that these special agents,
appointed under Federal authority, can or will do it any better
or more honestly?

Mr. RAY. May I interrupt the gentleman?

Mr. DINSMORE. Yes, sir.

Mr. RAY. Would you repeal fhe laws against murder be-
cause, comparatively speaking, there are but few murders, and
therefore few convictions under those laws?

Mr. DINSMORE. Are you through?

Mr. RAY. Iam through with that question.

Mr. DINSMORE. Then I will answer it. If the Congress of
the United States should enact a law to punish murder in the
States, in disregard of the State laws and the Constitution, I
would vote to repeal it, if that could be thought necessary. We
have laws in the several States to secure fair elections,and I in-
sist that that end is better secured in that way than it can pos-
sibly be by these Federal officials.

Mr. RAY. I refer tothe United States law against murder.

Mr. DINSMORE. AsIunderstand the genileman's question,
there isno such law as he refers to.

Mr. RAY. Do I understand the gentleman to deny that there
are United States laws against murder—defining that erime?

Mr. DINSMORE. No, sir; I did not say so.

Mr. RAY. Well, the fact is there is scarcely ever an offense
committed under those laws and scarcely ever a convietion; but
there are a few. We amended those laws at the last session of
Congress; we passed a law defining murder under United States
law. Now, would-the gentleman argue that we should repeal
.those laws because there is only now and then an offense against
them and only now and then a conviction under them?

Mr. DINSMORE. I think I now understand the gentleman.
He says there are United States laws defining what the punish-
ment for murder shall be. So there are, within the jurisdiction
of the United States courts. But what I said before is, I think,
a fit answer to the gentleman’s question; and that is that there
is not and should not be a law of the United States to punish
murder committed against the laws of the different States on
that subject. They have laws for the prevention of murder and
for the administration of penalties for that offense, and they put
those laws in force and punish offenders against them. They
have, too, laws rﬁula.ﬁng the government of elections in the
States, and they adopt measures for properly carrying them out
and for putting in force the penalties for the violation of those
alection%aws.

Here the hammer fell.]

r. ROBBINS. I request that the time of the gentleman
from Arkansas be extended, so as to allow him to finish his re-
marks.

There was no objection.

OCTORBER 2, -
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Mr. DINSMORE. T thank my friend and the House for this
courtesy. Ishall trespass but very little longer upon the pa-
tience of the House, but shall draw my remarks to a hasty con-
clusion.

Mr. COX. Before the gentleman from Arkansasresumes will
he allow me to interrupt him a moment? The statute referred
to by the gentleman from New York [Mr. RAY] as having been
.passed at the last session of Congress is a statute defining mur-
ger; but it is confined entirely to places where the United States
have exclusive jurisdiction. .

Mr. BAILEY. Where no State has any jurisdiction at all.

Mr. COX. Where no State has jurisdiction.

Mr. DINSMORE. Exactly. That is what I tried to make
myself understood as saying—that the United States Govern-
ment does not attempt to exercise jurisdiction within the States
in cases of murder.

li\r;r. RAY. The gentleman does not seem to understand my

oint.
L Mr. DINSMORE. I think I do; and I think my answer is sat-
isfactory to the House, if not to the gentleman.

Mr. Y. What I wanted to inquire was, does the gentle-
man think it is a reason for the re of a law simply because
there are few offenses against it and few convictions under it?

Mr. DINSMORE. I answer the gentleman as a general prop-

osition, no. Butit is, to my mind, a good reason for the repeal
of the law under consideration, among many other good reasops,
ave laws to

because, as I have said reEeated] y, the States all
protect the security and the purity of free elections, which laws
provide for penalties for theirinfraction, and they have thecourts
and proper officers to enforce those laws with their penalties;
therefore this expensive system under the Federal laws is wholly
unnecessary and useless. Besides, and here is the greater ob-
jection, it is meddlesome, offensive, and tends to bring into con-
flict Federal and State authority.

But, Mr. Speaker, a great deal has been said about ‘' a solid
South ” during past years. Would gentlemen break up “ the
solid South? ” ?Dhey will never do it by keeping in force such
laws as these. Americans resist being watched and spied upon.
Americans resent be treated with distrust and suspicion.
Take the mailed hand of the Federal Government off our insti-
tutions in the States; join with usin enacting laws which rec-
ognize the equality of all citizens before the law and that mete
out to the whole peo&:la of this country, in whateversection they
mag be, all the benefits to be derived from good government,
and distribute equally the burdens of government upon all; and
the ““solid South ” may become soon dissolved; our country will
be reunited not only in fraternal spirit, but without reference
to section in a common effort to build up our institutions, every
interest, every section, and the prosperity of the whole will be
promoted. at is an era upon which I would be glad to see
our country enter. If gentlemen on the other side will meet us
in that spirit, there will be a new glory added to our country’s
history; there will be new luster added to her brilliant firma-
ment of stars; then will our beautiful flag float out yet more
bravely over land and sea, shedding a brighter radiance of hope
for liberty and prosperity and happiness for the American people
under God’'s sun. |Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. DENSON. Mr. Speaker, the question which we have be-
fore us is one which is very far-reaching in a free government.
In m%gtpiniou—and I believe it is the opinion of those who have
gone before us—this question is the foundation stone upon which
free representative government rests. It is a question which
can be decided by ourselves alone, aided by the light derived
from the past and the enunciations which Envs been made by
ourcontemporaries. Thesituation has been aggravated because
of the discussion in this country for the last twenty years. There
has arisen in connection with it jealousy and distrust, which
ought never to have entered into the hearts and minds or con-
trolled the actions of people who proclaimed themselves as one
peoplein a common country, working outacommon destiny. We
ought to consider this matter entirely from a statesmanlike and
business standpoint, in view of the constitutional regulations
and in view of the necessities that exist in this land for the ex-
istence of such laws.

I admit these laws have been decided by the Supreme Court
of the United States to be constitutional. As a citizen of these
United States, it is my duty as well as my pleasure to obey these
laws so long as the supreme power in the country asserts their
force and efficacy. But when it comes to discussing the repeal
of these statutes, when this body has the right and power of re-
view of the constitutionality as well as the wisdom of their en-
actment, then I think the question is an integral one, and in its
consideration T shall act as a Democratic Representative and
from the standpoint of my own convictions upon the subject.
This is a question of suffrage. These laws were not the sudden
conviction of the people or party that enacted them. They are

but the logical sequence of a train of causes which reaches back
to the very foundation and organization of the Government itself
Itisanotheractin the great tragedy that is tobe wroughtin these
American States by the destruction of free government.

As I stated before, Mr. Speaker, it goes back beyond the pres-
ent; and, being a question fraught with such results and inaugu-
rated for such purposes, the calmest consideration and the most
earnest attention should be given to the discussion of the matter
and our inquiry into the subject as to whether or not, under our
organic law, according to the fundamental principles of conati-
tutional liberty and free government, these laws are to last until
to-morrow, or next week, or next year, or whether or not they
shall continue to stand as a menace to the constitutional liberty
of the people and a distrustas to the capacity and honest will of
the people of each State to continue tgelr self-government. I
like all of the people of this broad land. Iwant to see peace.
want to see prosperity. Iwant to see brotherly love, and I want
tosee the destruction of all sectionalism in the United States.

How does my Northern friend expect me to continue to grasp
him by the hand and shake it in friendly, brotherly affection,
when he impresses laws upon the statute books that question
my integrity as a citizen, as well as the dignity and honor of the
State which I have the honor in part to represent on this floor?
Isit notfar better to take the united, brotherly,affectionate whita

ple of the country, stand with them shoulder to shoulder in
this battle for freedom in America under the flag of the Ameri-
can Government, rather than to interpose any other race to
breathe distrust and create sectionalism? For whomisthe Gov-
ernment of the United States administrated, and what is the ob- -
ject of this administration? It is for all of the people of all
parts of this great country.

Whatis the basison wh{ch the perpetuity of republican govern-
ment stands? Every man of intelligence will admit that it is
based on the intelligence of the voter, and it must stand and ex-
ist upon that. You are bound to admit that if I am capable of
self-government it implies on my part knowledge and judgment
wisdom and character sufficient to work out my destiny and
those who depend upon me in a spirit of wisdom and common
sense for the benefit of the private and ‘gublic good. You take
away the right of the lunatie to vote. hy do you do so? Be-
cause he is not sufficiently capable of exercising that great and
far-reaching power. He has not the mental capacity to exer-
cise it. You do not allow the minor for the same reason to ex-
ercise the right of suffrage, and the reason is, it is supposed he
has notsufficient wisdom, knowledge, or ability to determine with
sufficientintelligence what is for the bestinterests of the country,
?nd how for that reason he should exercise the right of the suf-

rage.

It was said by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] that
the Republican party gave up the South. That is true. You
were obliged to give it up; and this being true, why should
these laws stand here, and why in the name of brotherly affec-
tion and constitutional comigemtiona, as well as expediency,
should they not be wiped from the statute books? Why do you
insist upon maintaining them upon the statute books as a menace
to the peace and good order of the people of the South? I am
addressing you as your fellow-citizen, and I trust in God as your
friend and brother under one flag and one Constitution. pr—
plause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. LACEY. Does the gentleman wish an answer to that
question?

Mr. DENSON. I will yield to the gentleman.

Mr. LACEY. But it is %rract.ica.lly applicable in the great
cities, those centers of population, whereit has been found nec-
essary by the experience of the past to provide such safeguards
as these laws provide.

Mr. DENSON. It looksso to the man who is up in the tree
in South Carolina, referred to by the gentleman the other day.
[Laughter.] But why was the burden of your speech and the
point of the speeches of your associafes directed solely to the
administration of the election machinery of the South, when
you confess now that this law was for the great cities?

But, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDER-
s80N] the other day said that if the liberties of the country went
down it would be by a crooked ballot. That New York was ad-
vocating this repeal for the purpose of turning over the con-
;?ituti:iona.l laws of the country to the rabble. This is in the

orth.

The next, Mr. Speaker, was a gentleman from New York
[Mr. PAYNE], who said: ‘“If you do not keep these laws upon
the statute books you turn over the government of the South to
the Democratic party, and negro suffrage will be suppressed.”
So here we have one Republican from JTowa seeking to prevent
this government from being turned over to the rabble in the
North, when another gentleman from the Stats of New York
makes a speech in favor of turning over the government in the
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South to the rabble. Where is the consistency of the proposi-
tion contained in their s hes? Where is the reason of such
a statement as that? hy not meet the question boldly? 1t is
a part of good administration that all laws should bear uniformly
and for the same purpose th:oughout the Union.

Now, if this is a good law for the South, it ought to be a good
law for the North, and if we are a common people, protected under
a common Constitution, then the reasons for the law should be
as appropriate for the North as well as for the South, and for
the same purpose. Now, my friends, we have lived thirty years
since the war, since that conflict came, yet to-day we have the
bloody shirt waved at the South. Why 1s thisnecessary? Your
people propose to put money into our country. You trust us
there. You trust the white man of the South with the right to
inaugurate laws, to control and administrate them properly
through their domestic institutions, and by their enforeement of
those laws. You will trust yougaijroperty to them, but when it
comes to the question of political ascendency for political and

ty purposes, you come here and decry the South and say there
f:;o secure government in the South, and thai we ignore the
laws passed by the General Government to protect the ballot
box.

Here is your inconsistency, and inconsistencgotha.t shows your
denunciations of the Southern customs and Southern govern-
ment are not honest or based upon any sufficient ground to con-
trol the judgment or the reasonof afair-minded and honest man.
These are questions that I have listened to from day to day, and
that I can not solve inmy own mind. Why, if you will take your
property and put it under our control in the South, under the
administration of our State laws, and our State governments, if
you are perfectly willing to risk your property there. and risk
the heritage of your children in the South, to be controlled by
Southern men and Southern laws and Southern State govern-
ments, why is it, and what motive prompts you to come hereand
hurl at us the statements that we do not enforce the law, that
fraud and corruption exist at the ballot box.

My friends, I can only answer it in one way, and that is, that
it is for the purpose of political and party ascendency. To gain
advantage in political issues, to be fought out hereafter in your
own States, where you can wave the bloody shirt against the
white peo le of the South: where you can appeal to passions
and prejugices that I had hoped, after slumbering for tbiﬂg
years, might never be kindled again, and sroused at a time

when your inconsistencies can not be e
. But I do not know that I hold you responsible. Man isa crea-
ture of circumstances. There are natural laws that control him.
- There are instincts and forces that operate upon him, that direct
his conduct, and that he is powerless to stay in their effect and

course.

Mr. Speaker, the people of the North and the %elople of the
South were the first that settled this country. ey took up
their habitations and occupied a little narrow scope upon the
Atlantic coast, and if seemed as though nature had puta barrier
to the rapid settlement and quick development of the Western
country beyond the Alleghany Mountains. The civilization of
the people of these United States and the governmental insti-
tutions formerly inaugurated in the States and in the United
States sprang from this Atlantic coast, and by the force of cli-
mate, by the force of nature itself, and by the force of industries
different pursuits operating upon the North and upon the South,
the great political line of demarkation and geographical distine-
tions arose.

Your climate in the North being cold, you have to contend
against the conflicting laws of nature and of competing man for
your support and advancement. ¥You had to contend against all
the attendunt difficulties upon a rigorous climate, and rather a
barren soil to maintain your individusl existence and prosperity.
The result was that the inlluence of these natural laws and your
peculiar pursuitsand inthe economy of yourinstitutions, individ-
ualism as to the person and unionism as to the Goverament
became the basis of your social and governmental ideas and
advancement. This wasfreelabor. Oursin the South wasslave
labor. In the warm, generous climate of the South we did not
have to contend with the rigor and cold of a merciless climate.

Our slave labor gave us wealth, and with it came leisure, and
gave fime and opportunity for investigating the prineciples of
government and all systems of laws. Large plantations were
necessary to employ this slave labor in the production of tobacco,
rice, cotton, and sugar cane,and from this was developed the idea
in the South of personal independence in the individual and States
rights in the community. Th's was the beginningof it. I had
no power to prevent or stay these laws and conditions from op-
erating upon my anc:stors,and neither had you. From the very
nature of the civilization that impressed itself u your an-
cestors and ugon mine, and upon the very systems of government
wrought out by the independent idea and forcesof our ancestors,

we are standing here to-day discussing questions which we are
as powerless to avoid as we are to siop the shining of the sun on
the morrow.

Your system of labor was free and applied to machinery in the
workshop, and you grew up a manuiacturing and commercial
people. The system of labor in the South wasslave, and applied
to large agricultural enterprises. We became great producers
of agricultural productsand became a great agricultural people,
but of that peculiar personal independence and desire for free-
dom from any inter.erence from any source upon our conduct
and actions only as necessary to preserve the peace, good order,
and enforcement of justice between individuals.

AsTIsaid before, this slave system of labor gave the opportunity
to the men of the South to learn, investigute, and discuss the
principles of government and of municipal law. He lived upon
the labor of another, and upon the very products of that labor
he secured the time and the opportunity for the investigations
heretofore referred to. The man of the North having to work
for hi ,living upon the proceeds of his own toil his interests
demand it, quick and immediate rewu:ns from such toil, in order
for his support and comiort. The intellect from these causes
differed. e intellect of the South went to the forum, to the
halls of legislation, and especially came to Washington; he had
time and he had the means to attend upon the enactment of laws
and the administration of government.

The man of the North from different conditions being com-
pelled to have the immediate returns from his labor as before
stated, the intellect of the North went to pulpit, to the school-
room, and to the machine shop. After you commenced your ad-
vancement in the procuring and collecting of we .lth you dis-
covered the fact that Southern intellect dominated in the Halls
of Congress and in the enactment and enlorcement of laws. The
South commenced to resist your system of taxation as contained
in a protective tariff and your system of finance asdeveloped in
a United States Bank. You becams discontented with yourself.
You said to yourselves, **What is it that gives the South her
predominance, and what power in this Federal Government is
there that forces it upon us?” Youdiscovered that it was a sys-
tem of slave labor.

That was obnoxious to your conscience, as you claimed, but
more to your pocketbook; and then you commenced the inau-
guration of the means and instrumentality to destroy that sys-
tem of labor, and to assert your power and your supremacy in
the Government. I donotrefer o these matters for the purpose
of censure or blaming you for it, but I want to state to you that
the results in the final operation of the war were very hard and
excrucintingly distressing to us. Its results and ravages swept
four billions of our property away, the accumulations of our an-
cestors of one hundred and fifty years. We were reduced almost
to abject want. It wasa t-ernb{e ordeal through which we had
topass. Our labor system destroyed, no financial support upon
which to commence business and reorganize our industries and
advance avocations and pursuits, of acquiring means with which
to maintain and support ourselves and es and with which
to commence the redstablishment of our lost fortunes.

Had you been subjected to the same crucial experiences, the
results and possessions of the labor of your ancestors for one
hundred and fifty years been swept away from you at one fell
blow, as was ours, what would bs your condition to-day? To the
motives and impulses of selfishness, and the desire of individual
success which dominated and controlled all your efforts, and was
and is the chief elemens in your civilization, you were as much
a slave as was the African to his master in the South, and my
ancestors were the sameslaves toour psculiarideas and develop-
ment. When you discovered that slavery was the cause of the
predominance of the South, what was the first step? You inter-
fered with thatinstitution. Whatdid you do? Yousecured the
establishment of an imaginary line on the 36° 30’ parallel north
latitude exoegt that tarritory included in the State of Missouri,
north of which the institution of slavery should not go, and you
called this the Missouri compromise. r?[‘hia
ery.

Iyt. was a stroke at the labor system of the South, and while I
will say that labor is the basis of all national power and national

rosperity, it is labor, and the results of labor, that at last
gui] sup the country, advances civilization, and develops the re-
sources of the land directed by that intelligence thut always se-
cures prosperity. You cared nothing about slavery. All your
interests, all your impulses, all that political philanthropy that
you manifested about the poor negro slave was only as sincere
as you feel to-day for the wild negro rambling in the jungles of
Africa. It was for an economic and political purpose that you
looked forward to his interest and his freedom, and that alone.
With our consent and believing at the time it was for our inter-
ests, we together estiblished the protective tariff system.
This was a movement that resulted in the rapid accumulation of

was to restrictslav-
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wealth and development of manufacturing interests in the
North. It built up manufactories, supported free labor by
‘means of levies laid upon the South in the purchase of the com-
forts and luxuries that you sold us.

The third scene in the tragedy was a strike made by the South
on the labor system of the North to get rid of this heavy and
oppressive system of taxation, which was called nullification by
South Carolina, against the Federal laws on the tariff question.
And just here, that you may understand the end that I propose
to reach by this line of argument, I state to you as my country-
men, and {sme it to you because you are my countrymen, that
the whole contest batween the North and South, the struggles
between the different political parties in this country has been
for the purpose of establishing a financial and revenue system
peculiar and beneficial to one section or the other.

Every other question about which we have contended, and
for the maintenance of which we have respectively struggled,
were but corollaries that arose, and do now arise, from the
Bystem of taxation and finance each political party desires to
set up for itself. We understand the importance of the power
of taxation and the influence of mastery in financial affairs.
These are the very soul and power of government itself. A
State can not exist without revenue. Revenue is necessary for
the existence of any form of government. Not a wheel of gov-
ernmental power and authority would turn but for revenue.
Hence, the man who has money controls the revenue of a country,
and therefore he controls the Government as you understand
it. Alongside of these propositions—every one of them was
undertaken by the North as a stroke at the systems and insti-
tutions of the South, and the conduct of the North was resisted.

These assaults were upon her domestic economy. The great
West, so powerful, so grand, so mighty, and so hopeful in allits
expectations and realizations, we did not have then. We were
on};a alittle fringe of Stateson the Atlantic seaboard. Impelled
by the inspirations of your own development and progress, as
well as the elements of your civilization predicated upon the
competition of your fellow-men, seeing the Southern man stand-
ing in your way, asyou considered, in the securing of weulth and
the grasping of riches, you inaugurated and made these inva-
gions against the source and the power from which he derived
his support and his advancement. The South, adhering to the
doctrine uf State rights, and resting upon that most comfortable
feeling of personal independence, was slow to discover the pur-
poses of your attacks.

Now we must not and we should notecensure or blame each other
for our course in these matters, because they resulted from that
civilization and that development of ourselves and our institu-
tions from laws over which we had no control, and which were
beyond the reach of mortal, meiﬁﬁ intellectual forces and en-
actments., During this time you established your financial
instrumentalities and your physical ascendencies in the shapeof
aUniied Statesbank thatcontrolled and dominated and protected
the financial matters of this country.

We !ouﬁht. that system of finance as we fight it to-day. We
then found in the person of Old Hickory Jackson a President
who would put down nullification in South Carolina, enforce
obedience to law, and preserve the integrity of the Union, who
said, By the Eternall I will destroy the national-bank sys-
tem, which is a menace to the liberties of this p=ople and the
grpetuat.ion of free institutions.” He did destroy it. Would

God inspiration from his memory, courage from his life, and
hope from the result of his will could inspire and direct us in
the present and future. The South, then striking back at your
tariif system, demanded the annexation of Texas as a State of
the Union. That had been acquired by Southern men from Mex-

ico and estublished as an independent R:public. 'What did the
South do this for? To extend African slavery.
‘Wht was the next scene in the tragedy? e war with Mex-

ico and acquisition of California. The question at once entered
the Halls of Congress whether or not Californii should come into
the Union as a free orslave State. In the agitation and discus-
sion of this question the very strength and force of our institu-
tions were put to the test. There were then entertained and
gen ts expressed looking to the dissolution of the Union.
The great commoner Henry Clay, the guallant Harry of the
‘West, appeared upon the scene with his compromise resolutions
that in substance ame law. The Missouri restriction wasre-
pealed and California came into the Union as a free State.
Next, the cause of agitation and of erimination and of recrim-
ination between the two sections arose from the proposed admis-
sion of Kansas and Nebraska as States into the Union, the two
labor Sﬂibems of the North and the South meeting here on this
battle line. The South contended that the Constitution of the
United States carried slavery into the Territories, and it could
only be emancipated or prohibited in thess Territories by action
©of the people in the Territories in forming their State govern-

ments under an enabling act of Congress. The North contended
that the Constitution of the United Sta‘es did no such thing,
and the existence of slavery in either one of these Territories
must be determined by theaction of the Territorial government.

‘We see antagonism between the two ord=rs of civilization and
the two systems of finance and taxation, as well as the system of
labor that supports all, in close contest one with the other.
These are the landmarks along the road we have traveled in
our advancement as a people. You of the North, you Repub-
licans, putting ug here #nd there a memorial stone showing
your views as to the system and power of our Government, an
the people of the South placing others to establish their views.
We had our different affairs, we had our different parties with
their different platforms.

All this was a parlimentary agitation and discussion of the
question. There could be no settlement, no compromise, no

ace, no quietude. The rumbling noise of conflict, the mutter-
ing thunders of war commenced to be sounded on the political
borizon, and ere long ths booming of cannon and the roar of
musketry were heard on the battle lines, and the people of the
North and of the South found themsslves engaged in a fratri-
cidal war that carried millions of the fairest and of the best of -
our land to their graves, and billions of treasury were expended.
I trust in a wise and merciful God that such a thing will never
occur again in this land. We entered upon the struggle. Tha
great war prevailed. But understand, my friends, you did not
whip us. The real truth is that we wore ourselves out trying
to whip you. [Great laughter.]

Let us be friends. Let us be brethren. ILetusbe fellow-coun-
trymen in truth and in deed. Let there be no hypoerisy.
Let there be no dissimulation. L=t us be frank as affectionate
brethren about this whole matter. Let us discuss it withouf
crimination or recrimination, and let us reach that conclusion
that will be of no harm to our common country or the opening
of wounds that are healed, and hope to reach that solution that
will cement our affection the one for the other, and bury section-
alism into the tomb of forgetfulness. Remember, the same
manhood, the same courage, the sume devotion to principle
that existed in 1860 in your hearts and in ours exists to-day.

We all concede that certain questions h ive been seitled by the
sword, and one is that slavery shall never exist on the soil of
these United Stites again, and from the Federal Union there is
no secession. I accept that settlement to the fullest extent and
in the fullest meaning of the word. I undersztand it to be settled
that there shall never be another disruption of this Union if it
can be avoided, and that we shall work out our destiny, realize
our purpose, and secure our own happiness in a common country
under a common flag. [Applause.]

A MEMBER. How about white slaves?

Mr. DENSON. We are trying to [ree them now and hope our
Republican brethren will come over and help us. [Laughter.]
I never lose hope as long as there is life and the power of rea-
son controls the mind and charity the hearts of my fellow-coun-
trymen. ;

After the war you established your present national banki
system. You kept up your high protective war tariff and s
for financial meisures. You have whipped us on these issues.
There is no question about that. When [look back over the past
forty years, and with admiration and pride contemplate the
gigantic intellect and majestic manhood of my section I am sad
to realize they exhausted themselves discussing theories of the
Constitution, and sometimes proposing sentimental polities, and
all this time you were running your hands in the Federal Treas-
ury through the protective twriff bounties, subzidies, and appro-
priations, securing the enriching of your portion of the country,
beautifying your territory, developing your resources, becoming
powerful and rich, I lament and soliloguize to what useless pur-

sometim=s the power and force of man are applied.

But these efforts of the South have not been lost. While it
is true they have not brouzht the wealth of Creesus, yet the
have been the bulwarks and great battle lines that have secu
the way for the maintenance, protection, and vindication of con-
stitutional institutions and constitutional liberty and govern-
ment in this broad land. -

After the close of the war and the establishment of your na-
tional binks, you adopted lymn' amendments to the Constitution,
carrying into the organic law of the land the results of the war,
‘We of the South were invited back into the sisterhood of States
and into the enjoyment of the privileges flowing from a national
government; but we did not adopt your system of finance, nor
your system of taxation so far as our political actionand exirlzs»
sion was concerned. Then you organized reconstruction, which
your great commoner, Thaddy Stevens, siid * was all outside
the Constitution.”

The same old Democratic &arty was down there at the South
ruling the same, wrapped in the panoply of constitutional liberty,
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local ael!:%gvarnment, and the riﬁhb of controlling all domestic
affairs. is did not suit you. It was outside of the great end
that was to be accomplished, and I do not criminate you for the
results accomplished. They were and are but part and parcel of
that peculiar civilization and the system of Eovarnmant. you
adopted at the inauguration of this Union, and the logical results
of which are what we see, and Fou are not responsible in any
criminal sense. The clanking of sabers was heard in the halls of
justice, judges were taken off the bench, and courts adjourned by
command of military officers. Your military satraps dethroned
governorsof free States, and set up through your military forces
the administration of civil government. I do not refer to these

inful and sad occurrences in any spirit of abuse or reproach,
But. that the facts of history may be known and sent down o
posterity.

‘With reconstruction came negro suffrage, exercised by a race
of men lower in the order of creation than we, not understand-
ing the responsibilities of government, nor the uses and ends
to be accomplished by the ballot. You asked us why we did
not come back into the Union and submit to all these results of
the warwithout question. Why, gentlemen, the sword may dis-
place for the time being the truths arising from political insti-
tutions and domestic systems., We are of your bone, born of

our bone; we have the same principles of manhood, the same
spirit, and the same self-will that you have yourselves. You
love our proud Caucasian race, and for the vindication of its su-
premacy and its control, criminations are hurled at us unworthy
of the proud race to which you belong. You never sent a negro
to these halls of legislation from any district in your part of the
country, although a great many live among you. I

The history of the world makes no record of any instance
where any race except the Teutonic came in confliet with the
Anglo-Saxon that the Anglo-Saxon has not dominated, con-
trolled, and directed. But wherever these two races, the Anglo-
Saxon and the Teutonic, comein conflict with each other, war is
the result. There is no such thing as a compromise between
them, because they are akin to each other, and from the same
storehouse of the families of men. The settlement of their con-
troversies must be made at the cannon’s mouth and the bayonet's
point. But whenever the Teutonic race comes in contact with
any other race except the Anglo-Saxon, the Teutonic will dom-
inate, control, and direct. Now, I appeal to the charity of the
distinguished gentlemen who represent the Republican ¥y
on this floor, and I ask them why hurl these anathemas and cen-
sures at us? Why express such charges asa matter of reproach
when we are not responsible for them, but the God who created
you and created us, bone of your bone and flesh of your flesh?

The gentieman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] the other day gave up
the South to the Democratic party. Thatisright. A manought
to give up a thing he cannotkeep. [Laughter.] But whatnext?

After you got your reconstruction and your negrosuffrage, then

ou lawschanging the money to be paid in settlement of the
ion s issued tor means to carr{ on the war into gold. To
secure all this you then pass these election laws in 1870. What
were and is their object? Todominate and humiliate the people
of the South, and make them submit to your systems of govern-
ment, whether they be constitutional or not. Then, 18173,
having made your bonds gold bonds, having enacted your elec-
tion laws to carry out your pu s you are then pre d to
commit that crime against civilization and the human family,
that is said to be worse than war, famine, or pestilence—you de-
monetize silver, and said we shall resume specie p:{menta.

How did youresume? 'You just resumed, thatis all [laughter],
and that is a good way to resume. But, oh! the woe and the
suffering that followed in the wake of that law. This is your
system of finance. But let me tell you, my friends, you are not
done with this question of the demonetization of silver. Itisa
vital living question, and will not be settled in your way so long
as a free Representative can enter this Hall from the West and
from the South to act in reference to this question. This spe-
cial session of Congress was called. It was called to do what?
To undo, to nullify a law that the Republican, y enacted.
The Republican pa,rtﬁr agreed with a portion of the Democrats
in this Elouse to nullify that law. Did you and your Demo-
cratic allies vote to repeal the silver law because Efﬂu love
silver more? No; but because you love gold more. This is the
whole gquestion.

Now, I do not want to be offensive to any of my Democratic
brethren or any of my Republican friends. I trust I shall do
nothing that will eause any heart pangs, any unkind feelings in
the breastof any man. My life has been one of frankness. I have
always found it best to tell the truth squarely, so that every man
might know where I stand. Now, I say to any Republican of
this House who voted for free silver, it is not to your interest,
it is not consistent with your view of our Government to stayin
the Republican party, for its principles of finance are alien to
your conceptions of a proper monetary system. If you voted

against the Wilson bill you ought to come over to the Demo-
cratio WH; and to my Democratic friends who voted for the
Wilson bill, I say you ought to gg over to the Republican
part.g to be consistent [laughter], because the single or gold
standard is in conformity to, and a creation of, a Republican Ad-
ministration of this Government, and at war with the Constitu-
tion, Democratic views, Democratic policy, and Democratic Ad-
ministration.

A MEMBER. We can exchange prisoners.

Mr. DENSON. Yes,letusexchangeprisoners. Letour Dem-
ocratic friends be taken back again. Stop youralliance with the
Republicans. But I will tell you, I believe they will give us two
for one. [Laughter.] When I go into battle I always stand by
my battle flag. I am no deserter. There is no element of Bene-
dict Arnold in me. I shallstand by my platform and my people.
My friends, I have been giving you a running history of this
country, with something of the present, and you know that the
ruling questions have ever been those of taxation and finance.
The whole question of slavery, which stirred up such ebullitions
of passion in this country, which shook the country toits founda~
tion, that brought on the civil war, was incited and carried on
gpcauﬂa of its effect upon your system of finance and of taxa-

on.

All the attrition attendant upon our law-making and adminis-
tration of our Government, arises from and is involved in the
opposite and conflicting ideas and modes of the two schools of
interpreting and construing the Federal Constitution. These
schools originated in the general convention that framed and in
the State conventions that ratified and adopted the Federal
Constitution. From these two methods of interpreting and con-
struing the Federal Constitution, aided by the climatie, social,
and industrial surroundings before mentioned, sprung two politi-
cal g&rﬁes, conflieting and opposing, one to the other, as to the
fundamental principles from which they were evolved and de-
veloped and upon which they have grown, and in the system of

overnment that each has unfolded and administered, as one or
the other was in authority and responsible for the administra~
tion of government.

These two systems of politics received their nomenclature
from two men who were the most advanced, and most skillful or-
ganizers of men, and most masterly in working out systems of
government that should control the destinies of the Western
hemilspbera, and the growth, happiness, and ad vancement of the

ople. /

One of these modes and methods of construing and interpret-
ing the Constitution and building up a system of government
on such modes and methods, was led by Alexander Hamilton,
the other by Thomas Jefferson. The method of Hamilton was
broad and latitudinarian, conferring most extensive and inde-
pendent powers upon the General Government.

To illustrate, the construction of whatis known as the “‘gen-
eral welfare” clause of the Constitution was held to be an inde-
pendent grant of authority to Congress, to legislate as the judg-
ment and wisdom of Congress might conclude was to the interest
and welfare of the people upon any question.

His idea was that of a grand, bri‘il]la.nt and magnificent Gen-
eral Government, partaking toan enlzu-geci extentof thesplendor
and independentauthority of monarchical forms and systems,lim-
iting the dignity of the States and eircumseribing their author-
ity—within a contracted com ; they, in their existence and
authority, must be held subsidiary and subservient to the General
Government in all matters where Co: ss could secure the
same by the results of a most extensive and latitudinarian method
of construing and interpreting the powers conferred upon Con-
gress by the Constitution.

The end to be reached baji the Hamiltonian system is a power-
ful and centralized national authority, resulting more from the
will of Con by its system of construing the Constitution
than from the language of the Constitution itself, or from an
respect for State governments. A grand and powerful, central-
ized,and paternal National Government, with subsidiary States,
subordinate to this centralized and paternal will.

The National Government, a grand solar system, as it were,
reflecting light and authority upon the States, that must move
about and around the National Government, as the stars move
as satellites around the sun.

A system that generated the practice and begot the habit of
the people to look to the General Government for interference
and aid in all domestic affairs and private enterprise.

The States are to have but few independent powers and but
little segregated authority from the General Government.

In the judgment of this system, the existence of the States is
a matter more for the existence and expansion of national au-
thority than for any Government or control the States may
take over their citizens and to the building up and advancement
of their welfare or the vindication of independent local govern-
ment or domestic control.
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The party that advocated this system was called the Federal
party—now the Republican.

The other system, led by Jefferson, is and was known as the
Democratic party.

The idea in the Jeffersonian system is that the Government of
the United States is one of enumerated powers, that it can claim
and exercise no power which is not granted it by the Constitu-
tion, and the powers actually granted must be such as are ex-
pressly given, or are necessarily and logically implied from the
powers axpresalfﬂgmnted.

The Jeffersonian theory is that the National Government is
one of limited authority, and that authority must appear to be
expressly granted by the Constitution, or must arise, from nec-
essary implication, from the power already granted by the Con-
stitution.

The idea is that all implied power must be inherent in and
arise from necessity from the Eowers already expressly granted.
In other words, there isno such thing as an independent implied

wer, separate and distinet from the powers expressly granted
in the Constitution. Toillustrate by the general-welfare clause,
the Jeffersonian theory is, that this clause does not grant a sepa-
rate and independent authority upon Congress to legislate upon
any question its wisdom may suggest as will be beneficial to the
publie at large. Thisclause refers back and is limited to the
powers already expressly granted in the Constitution.

That as to the powers expressly granted, Congress is supreme
and under the ** general welfare™ clause may employ such means
and instrumentalities and exercise such power and authority as
the wisdom of Congress may suggest to carry out and enforce
the powers already expressly granted, and that may redound to
the general welfare.

The theory is that Congress is supreme as to all the powers
i;'a.nted to it in the Constitution, that it is as to these sovereign,

and plana.rJ, but its authority and sovereignty are limited to
these powers alone; that the Constitution created the National
Government and conferred upon it all the authority and power
Congress can exercise.

Congress to exercise any power must look to the Constitution
to ascertain if such power has been granted to it by that instru-
ment. If the power can not be found in that instrument, has
not been granted by it, expressly or by implication, such impli-
cation of authority arising from and out of the powers expressly
granted, then Congress must pause. For it to go forward under
such circumstances would be bald usurpation and be an invasion
of the powers reserved to the States, or to the people, as declared
by the Constitution itself.

The principle is that the line of demarcation between national
and State authority is well defined and fortified by the Constitu-
tion itself; that while the National Government is limited inits
authority and must look to the Constitution toascertain if power
to act has been conferred on it, the power of the Statesis full
and plenary,and they look to the Constitution not to find power
to act, but to ascertain if their power has been inhibited or lim-
ited. If no inhibition or limitation is found in that instrument,
then their power is full and plenary. The distinction is between
a power not before in existence, but granted and conferred, of
which the National Government is an example, and a power
which before existed, full and plenary, but may be inhibited or
limi{ed by the Constitution, of which the States are an ex-
ample.

he idea of Jefferson was simplicity in government and the
greatest rule and largest liberty for the people, the antithesisof
all monarchiecal or imperial government, the unconquerable and
everlasting opponent of cenfralism and consolidation of power in
the National Government.

The freedom and independence of the States, their power and
authority, where not inhibited by the Federal Constitution, to
be supreme, primary, and free from all interference by national
authority, is one of the fundamental doctrines, violence towhich
is never to be tolerated, and is a maxim of Democratic govern-
ment and a formula of Democratic administration.

Any invasion of this principle has ever been fraught with dis-
cord and dissatisfaction among the people, and a threatening
menace to the peace and good order of society.

The autonomy of the States in their sphere to administer and
control, as well as create and regulate the privileges and rights
by which the individual freedom and personal freedom and per-
sonal liberty of the citizen is secured, and the Erinciplea upon
which the authority of government is to be administered, so as
to protect local self-government and domestic authority, are
matters that must be confined to and regulated by the State
governments, if the Federal element in our system is to be pre-
served and maintained that it may descend to our posterity.

From this federative element sprung the National Govern-
ment as declared in the Federal Constitution. )

Oursystem of government, then, is of 4 dual character, Federal
and Natienzl. Feder'l in that the National Government has

been created by States, States have an independent and free ex-
istence, with supreme power in the administration of all matters
pertaining fo governmental authority, and creating and definin
the rights and status of citizenship and the political rights eacﬁ
individual eitizen may exercise in the creation and administra-
tion of government.

As to these matters the power and authority of the State gov-
ernments are supremeand independent, except in so far as power
over such may be conferred by the Federal Constitution and
vested in the National Government. No one disputes but that
the legitimate authority and power of the National Government
over the matters which are stated in the Constitution are supreme
over State authority, and this very supremacy was conferred
upon it by the States or people of each State in their adoption
and ratification of the Constitution.

A State, in the ordinary sense of the Constitution, is a politi-
cal community of free citizens occupying a territory of defined
boundaries, and organized under a Government sanctioned and
limited by a written Constitution, and established by the consent
of the governed. Itis the union of such States under a com-
mon Constitution which forms a distinet and %mu.t,er litical
unit, which that constitution designates as the United States.

The people of each State compose aState having its own gov-
ernment, and endowed with all the functions essential to separ-
ate an independent existence. The Statesdisunited ht con-
tinue to exist, but without the States in union there could be no
such political body as the United States. To the States nearly
the whole charge of interior regulation is committed or left.

The Federal and State governments are in fact but different agents and
trustees of the people, constituted with different powers and designated for
different purposes.

The perpetuity and indissolubility of the Union by no means
implies the loss of distinet and individual existence, or of the
mgr t of self-government, b{l the States.

ot only, therefore, can there be no loss of separate and inde-
%gndent autonomy to the States, through their union under the
nstitution, but it may be not unreasonably said that the pres-
ervation of the States and the maintenance of their governments
are as much within the design and care of the Constitution as
the preservation of the Union and the maintenance of the Na-
tional Government. The Constitution in all its provisions looks
to an indestructible Union composed of indestructible States.

This is the Jeffersonian system of our Government. This is
the view taken of it by the Supreme Court of the United States.
This is the Demoeratic view of it, and.that was observed and
practiced for the sixty years the Democratic party administered
the Government.

There are incidental or implied powers fivan to Congress un-
der the Constitution, we all admit, but incidental to and implied
from powers expressly granted.

This construction results irresistibly and unavoidably from
the meaning of the words ‘‘incidental” and ** implied.”

These wor ds are used by the courts and jurists in construing
the Constitution as synonymous.

Incidental means something occurring from the existence of a
principal fact or entity, and such occurrence depending upon
the existence of such prinecipal fact or entity. Implied means
derived from and included in some foregoing facts or entities.

I have employed this argument to show the difference between
the systems of government and the formulas of administration
advocated by the Republican and Democratic parties,and which
each alleges arise from the Federal Constitution.

The laws that the bill ?mposes to repeal have been decided
by the Supreme Court of the United States to be authorized by
the Federal Constitution.

The judges who wrote the opinions that made such decisions
were Republicans and advocates of the Hamiltonian theory of
our Constitutional Government. They were great men, buf
still they were but men controlled by the same bias, the same
predilections, the same passions, and d of the same de-
fects and infirmities to which all human kind are heir to. They
were no more relieved from influences of political bias than any
other honest men, and it is but natural they should entertain-
those views as to the meaning of the Constitution that belong
to the political school in which they were born and reared.

The correctness of their opinions when gauged by the Consti-
tution must be tested by those rules of interpretation and con-
struction that belong to no school of politics and have been es-
tablished by no political thought or bias, but spring from the
power and genius of the human mind in its search after truth,
and have commended themsslves to all mankind, and are ap-
plied in the interpretation and construction of ail written instru-
ments. The clauses of the Federal Constitution from which it is
alleged the authority to enact these laws by Congress is derived
from the fifteenth amendment to the Constitution, and section
4, Article 1, of the Constitution.

In the case of United Stites vs. Reese, 92 U. 3., 214, 217, 218,

—_
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the Supreme Court, s through Chief Justice Waite, held
that no right or privilege is granted or power conferred by the
fifteenth amendment to vote, but the amendment only deo{ares
that no one shall be deprived of hisright to vote because of race,
color, or previous condition of servitude; that this amendment
conferred the right of suffrage upon no one.

The Supreme Court decided in Minor vs. Happersett, 21 Wall.,
162, and in Cruikshanks vs. United States, 82 U. 8., 535, 656, that
the right of suffrage is conferred alone by the States.

Judge Miller, who afterwards held to the eontrary, wasa mem-
ber of the court at the time of these decisions, and made no dis-
sent whatever to them.

In the case of ez parte Yarbrough, 110 U. 8., 666, and ex paite
MeCoy, 127 U. 8., Judge Miller held that the right to vote was
conferred by the fifteenth amendment.

Judge Field, who is a Democrat, dissented from both these
decisions, as also did J udges Clifford and Fields dissent in the
cass of ex parie Siebold and ex parie Clarke, 100 U. 8., 371-398,
both being Democrats.

Article I, section 4, of the Constitution is in the following lan-
guage:

The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and Regm-
sentatives shall be prescribad in eazh State by the Legislature thereof; but
the Congress may at any time by law malke or alter such regulations, except
as to the places of choosing Senators.

I have shown that the States existed as independent and free
sovereigns before they formed the United States, Ihaveshown
that the Government of the United States is one of enumerated
powers and can exercise no powers unlessthose expressly granted,
or implied from the express powers granted.

Certainly is it true that if the States were separate, free, and
independent sovereignties prior to the formation of the National
Government, and were fres and representative systems, then the
grivilege of suffraige was conferred by the States, and was of

tate origin.

Now the question is, Have the States surrendered the power to
confer the privilege of suffrage and invested the National Gov-
ernment with it by some provision of the Federal Constitution?

If the States have not made such surrender by the Constitu-
tion, then the power is reserved to the States,

The tenth amendment to the Constitution declares:

The powers not delegated to tha United States by the Constitution nor pro-
hibitfxo by it to the States are reserved to the States respectively, or to the
people.

No rights ean be acquired under the Constitution or laws of
the United States, except such as the Government of the United
States have the authority to grant or secure. All that can not
be so granted or secured sre left under the protection of the
States. (United States vs. Cruikshank, 92 U. 8., 551.)

In the case of the United States vs. Reese et als., 92 U. 8., 515,
217-218, the Supreme Court hold:

wer o ngress to legi t all u subject of vi
St:n‘ltlae aowtalromtg&a upon this ( :ﬁiﬁﬁ amenmnttt-.w eeh St Tuting o
One of the cardinal rules that control all others in the inter-
tation and eonstruction of the Constitution is, to give effectto
the intent of the people in adopting the Constitution. But this
intent must bs inherent in, arise from, and be generated by the
lapguage employed in the instrument itself.

It isto be presumed that language has been employed with
sufficient precision to express the intent.

To ascertain the natural signification of the words employed
in the order of grammatical arrangement in which the framers
of the |Constitution have placed them is the first resort to ar-
rive at the intent and thought of the framers of the Constitution.

If the words employed have a plain although technical mean-
ing, and such meaning is well understood, and it produces no
contradietion between different parts of the Constitution, then
the meaning conveyed by the words is the only one we are at
liberty to say was intended to be conveyed. That which the
words declare is the meaning of the Constitution there is no
room for construction, and neither courts nor legislatures have
the authority to add to or take away from that meaning.

Judge Miller admits,in ex parte Yarborough, 110 T.F 8., that
there is no express power in the Constitution aside from the
fifteenth amendment to pass such laws; that looking at the ex-

ress lan of the Constitution no such authority is granted,
ut it must be implied.

No implication of power can be indulged unless it be incidental
to the express powers already granted.

The judge adopts the broad latitudinarian rule of construction
and Hamiltonian theory of our Government, and holds that an
implied power may be invoked, separate and distinet from all
express grants of power, and upon such implied authority Con-

may legislate as its wisdom and disoretion shall suggest.

The judge looks beyond and outside the express language of
the Constitution for the purpose of finding a basis upon which to
support and maintain the constitutionality of these laws. He was

forced to decide the cases upon power he believed should and
did exist in the Constitution aside from its language.

And thus if is the Constitution is made to mean one thing by
one man, and something eise by another man, until in the end
State authority has been set at defiance, State dignity insulted,
and the majority of the State treated with insolent contempt by
a miserable and scurvy class known as supervisors of elections
and United States deputy marshals.

This, too, done under a Constitution whose language is o plain
and explicit, disallowing such authority, that no one can mis-
take its meaning; and to sustain thisusurpation of author.ty one
must lose sight of the Constitution itself, and allow himself to
roam at large in the boundless fields of speculation. The power
of construction in courts is a mighty 311&{,6 far-reaching one, and
unrestrained by settled rules throws a painful uncertainty over
constitutional forms of government, civil liberty, and the free-
dom and independence of our States.

Written constitutions that are proposed to fix and settle the
boundary of power will become powerless and a failure if we are
permitted to look outside the Cunstitution and consult our own
;1?:;?1 as to the system that, in our judgment, should be estab-

ished.

In such a contfingency ours would not be the Constitution
adopted bilour fathers, but it would be a judge-made constitu-
tion, which is the law of the tyrant.

Democratic rules, Democratic precedents, and Democratic Ad-
ministration tolerate no such unbridled and licantious interpre-
tation of the organic and fundamental law of the lund.

No one can truthfully say that the constitutionality of these
laws are not still and always have been a matter of very grave
doubt in the minds of many of our people; especially have they
al];vaya been declared as unconstitutional by Democrats every-
where.

Every Damocratic Senator and every Damocratic member of
the House, and every D ‘mocratic member of the Supreme Court
have at all times contended these laws were unconstitutional.

The constitutionality of the laws can only be maintained by a
certain constructionof the Counstitution. ’thair conformity t.g'en
to constitutional authority alone finds support in constructional
interpretation of that instrument; it ca” not be found in the lan-
guage of the Constitution.

A power that must arise, il at all, alone from construction is
dangerous to liberty and fr:e government.
mi(i‘.l(()instruction may be different as it comes from different

5.

Hence it is a conservative rule of construction, that after con-
sidering the instrument, and all sources {rom which light may
be obtained as to the intent of the framers of the Constitution
in the use of the language employed, the measure is of question-
able constitutional authority, then the power should not be ex-
ercised. A mind in this condition must be in doubt, and to be
in doubt as to the constitutionality of any proposed law is to be
resolved against the power to enact the law. Especially is this
true when our Constitution contains the following amendment:

The powers not delegated to the United Sta*ss by the Constitution, nor
prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to tue States respectively, or to
the people,

No one will deny but the States had full and complete power
over the question of suffrage before the formation of the Federal
Constitution: they conferred the right of sufirage, prescribed
the qualifications of voters, and prescribed the holding of elec-
tions, and regulated all things in relation thereto.

Now, as Isaid before, if these laws are constitutional—and they
have been declared constitutional so far as the Supreme Court
is concerned—we must obey them. There is more safety and
stability of society and government in
plicito ence even to unconstitutional laws than in resisting a
constitutional law, Peace and order are the very basis of our
prosperity. We should and ought o discuss thess questions
upon a broad, statesmanlike view, resting upon the idea of each
man being the equal of every other.

Now, here are these laws pliced upon the statute book for &
purpose. What was the purpose? The purpose was to carryoub
a certain financial theory and a certain taxation theory; to put
in forece the Alexander Hamilton system of government, of
which the Republican party is the lineal descendant and heir.
That has been the sole purpose. You enacted these laws, not for
the purpose of protecting freedom and independence in the ex-
ercise of the rﬁ»ht of suifrage. but for the purpose of Repub-
licanizing the South and destroying the Democratic party. The
South was and is now solid; and the very reason you did not
want it solid was the reason we wanted it solid. @ were the
members of your race in the South.

But I have said as much as I desire to say upon the race ques-
tion. What would you have done, my friends, had you been in
the South under the same circumstances? Here were vampires
fixingotheir fangs upon the very body politic. The carpetbag-

iving profound and im-
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gg::a and camp-followers of the Federal Army had stayed in the
, and as soon as reconstruction took place they commenced
to occupy the places of trust and responsibility under our Gov-
ernment. Aided by the negroes, they not only bankrupted the
State of Alabama, but they robbed and bankrupted every county
and municipality of that State. Do you say we ought to have
submitted to such a state of things? If so, what would have
been our doom; from whenece could we hope for the power of re-
demption?

When a man comes here who is willing to accede to your sys-
tem of finance and taxation you do not care whether he is a
Democrat or a ““hoodoo.” All you desire is that he shall vote
for your views of government, and his party afiiliations stand for
naught. You know it. It is useless to deny it. The question
with you is 2s to his views upon how the Government shall be
administered. You fixed these laws upon us. They have been
in force twenty years—long enough ordinarily toestablish a pre-
scriptive right.

Twenty years is a good long time in the history of human af-
fairs and certainly you have had plenty of opportunity to cool off
in that time. If I went into your domestic affairs at home, if I
investigated your hearthstones and inquired how you voted and
ecomported yourself, and what your people did, I could show yon
violations of the law, too.

Men in the North-are not any more perfect than they are else-
where. There never was a law enacted, either by God or man,
that has not been violated by man, and you can not find an in-
stance to the contrary. You cansee the mote in our eyes, while
perhaps {:u have the beam in your own. Now, you had better
take the beam out of your own eye before you make such vio-
lent assaults upon the little mote that you see in our eyes. In
other words, according to the good old Scoteh proverb, you had
better sweep clean before your own door before you begin at
ours. And the gentleman from Iowsa, I think, took the precept
to heart and says that he gives over the fight, as far as the Dem-
&t:_‘at.io party is concerned in the South. Thank you for small

OTS. 3

Mr. LACEY. Because of your hardness of heart down there.
[Laughter.] y

Mr. DENSON. Well, now we have the Presidency and the
Senate, too. That is something.

Mr. épea.ker, I have hurriedly given you a few of the salient
epochs in the history of our country toshow its bearing upon this
guastion. Some people say theyare going to fight again. Well,

am not one of that kind, Ihadenoughofit. I performedmy
duty as a Confederate soldier honestly and conscientiously be-
fore God and man. I believed thatI was right, and under the
same impulses,and under the same motives, and under the sams
belief that I was right, I would do the same thing again. But
that day is past; I never want to see it return. I trust in God
that I have loyalty to the country and to the section of country
in Eh:ich Ilive. But all of these questions have been happily
settled.

But here are two systemsof government presented tous. You
should remember you can not legislate in a Federal Co un-
less you legislate gx obedience to the constitutional law. You
must observe the Constitution. I say that these laws are ques-
tions for our review as legislators. I submit to the law as it is,
as a citizen, but the decision of the Supreme Court is not an
estoppel upon the conscience and action of a Representative in
matters of this character and nature, and especially where no
property rights are involved.

I submit to the law, because it has been decided constitu-
tional by the tribunal provided in the Constitution itself to de-
cide that question. But I have the power as a legislator to
review it. And if it does not suit me, [ have, thank God, the

right to vote for its repeal. I vote for its repeal, then, upon two |

positions. In my judgment these laws are unconstitutional.
giloere can be no doubt there is a question of doubt in the con-
struction of the Constitution as to these laws. And because of
the doubt as to the constitutionality of the laws you ocught to
have refrained from enacting them in the first instance. Every
Democratic member of the Senate—some of the most profound
lawyers of the land—and of the House voted against these laws
and discussed them on the ground that they were unconstitu-
tional. It was an open question, and you were notified that if
the Democratic party ever came into power again these laws
would be assailed.
Mr. CHILDS. Will the gentleman allow a question?
Mr. DENSON. Yes, sir.
Mr.CHILDS. Would you consider that a decision by the Su-
reme Court that a law was constitutional makes the law consti-
o
Mr. DENSON. Asacitizen whose duty it is to obey the law I
would consider the law constitutional, but as a Representative
who has the constitutional authority to review the law the de-

cision of the Supreme Court can not operate as an estoppel on-

me.

My, CHILDS. Why not?

Mr. DENSON. Because as a member of a codrdinate branch
of the Government, and sworn to support the Constitution, it is
my duty to rescue the Constitution from destruction and defend
it against all assaults from any source. I am responsible to my
conscience alone and not to that of the Supreme Court.

Mr. CHILDS. Doyoumakeanydistinction between your duty
as a legislator and as a citizen?

Mr. DENSON. As a citizen it is my duty to obey thelaw. As
a legislator it is part of my duty to aid in making laws, and to
aid in repealing laws, and there is no limitation upon my power
in this respect, save the Constituiion, the instrument I am at-
tempting to vindieate and defend. .

Mr. CHILDS. But you are here in your representative ca-
pacity as a citizen.

Mr. DENSON. Yes, sir; under the Constitfution of the United
States providing for a House of Representiatives, in my repre-
sentative capacity to vote as my conscienes may suggest on the
questions that are presented here.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. And to considerquestionsas totheir con-
stitutionality.

Mr.DENSON. Initslegislative capacity this body is aspotent
as the court.

I want to say this, Mr. Spealter. What was the sentiment
when the court acted on the Dredd Scott cass, and the question
that was submitted in connection with it? You know what the
decision of the court was. Did not you say that regardless of
the Constitution of the United States, or the decision of the Su-
preme Court, you would be guided by another law; that you
would appeal to what you called the higher law of force. Now,
didn’t you? Now, would you try to den¥ us the privilege ina
constitutional and pezceable way to get rid of an obnoxious law.
and to say the most for it. of doubtful constitutional authorityi”
‘We do not occupy o position of defiance.

We have obeyed the laws, but now we propose that the legisla-
tive branch of the Government shall repeal them. You enacted
them when you had the power todoso. There isnoconcealment
about it. e are frank in our statements. We believe these
laws to be conirary to the Constitution, contrary fo the system
of government advocated and defended by the Democratic party.
Under our system of government as it is we think the supreme
power, re ess of States or conventions, rests by the ti-
tution in the Federal Government. So far as such suprems au-
thority has been granted to it by the language and provisions of
the Constitution, I admit that '&e national authority is supreme
within the purview of the Constitution.

1 say that the Constitution is the supreme law of the land, I
say that the provisions of the Constitution, and all laws and
treaties made in pursuance of that Constitution, constitute the
supreme authority in this land, which overrides State authority.
I do not question that. But yoursystem looks toa Federal Union
around wqh.ich the SBtates must move as the planets around the
sun, getting all their light and power from this grand central
luminary, to wit, the National Government. The States existed

rior in point of time to the Union, that the Constitution of the
%nit.ed States—which creates the United States—is itself a cre-
ation of the States and that the people of the separate States,
acting through their lawmaking power, to wit, the State con~
ventions, were the power that made that Constitution possible.

Isay that the States are older than the Union; that the States
had supreme plenary governmental authority and sovereign ju-
risdiction over these matters of election long before the United
States Government existed; and unless you can find some ex-
press authority in the Constitution to invade the territory of
separate independent State authority, which is satisfactory to
my mind as a ll?aisla.tor, I shall vots to repeal these laws.

Mr.RAY. y T interrupt the gentleman?

Mr. DENSON. Yes.

Mr. RAY. Conceding that the States had power over elec-
tions before the adoption of the Constitution of the United
States.they did not have any power to elect a President or, Vice-
President, or Representatives in Congress, did they?

Mr. DENSON. No, sir.

Mr. RAY. Certainly those offices were created by the Con-
stitution?

Mr. DENSON. Yes.

Mr. RAY. Therefore the same powers that created the offices
had the power to provide the mode and manner and ways and
means for their election, did it not?

Mr. DENSON. TUnquestionably they did.

Mr. RAY. But they had the power, had they nov?

Mr. DENSON. They had the power, and the manner when
and in which such power must be exercised must be derived
alone from the Constitution.
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Mr. RAY. Very ﬁood. Now, conceding that they had the
power, then if they did not provide the mode and manner for
the election of these officers, there is no way by which they can
be elected, is there?

Mr. DENSON. I state in answer to your question, sir, that
whenever the preservation of the Union depended upon it, then
the Federal Government could elect members of the House. The
right of self-preservation is inherent and justifiable in all sov-
ereign governments, as it is in individuals.

Mr. RAY. For the purposesof this discussion we will confine
ourselves to the question of the election of Representatives in

Congress—

Mr. DENSON. Certainly, that is the question here.

Mr. RAY. The Constitution says, does it not, in express
terms, that the Representatives in Congress shall be elected by
the people of the States?

Mr. DENSON. Yes.

Mr. RAY. Then it says that the people who are to do that
electing shall be the electors in the several States entitled fo
vote for members of the lower or most numerous branch of the
State Legislature?

Mr. DENSON. Yes.

Mr. RAY. Then when the Constitution says that it provides,
does it not, in plain terms, who, in the States, are to elect Rep-
resentatives in Congress?

Mr. DENSON. Certainly; buf notwithstanding this provision,
it is entirely within the control of the State to confer the right
of suffrage and to make the qualifications of the voter. And
does not the State first have to make a voter before you shall
have any voting or there shall be any votes? The State pre-
scribes who shall be the electors in the State entitled to vote for
members of the most numerous branch of the Legislature, and
the State has theauthority to change the right to vote and qual-
ifications of electors whenever it chooses, and this very clause
of the Federal Constitution shows the States have never surren-
dered this power to the National Government.

Mr. RAY. The voter must have the qualifications of anelector
for the most numerous branch of the State Legislature.

Mr. DENSON. But you could not have that most numerous
branch of the State Legislature until one was elected, and until
the right to vote and the qualifications of the voter were deter-
mined by the State.

Mr. BAILEY. The Federal law conforms to the State law.

Mr.RAY. Now, doesnot the Constitution of the United States
go a step further and say that the State may regulate the man-
ner of holding these elections?

Mr. DENé%N . No; it doesnot state that. You misquote the
Constitution. Itsaysthe Congress may makeor alter such regu-
lations made by the States, as to the times, places, and manner
of holding an election.

Mr. RAY. No; may change the regulations made by the
States.

Mr. DENSON. May make or alter such regulations made by
the States, as to the tfmas, places, and manner of holding elec-

tions. y

Mr. RAY. But the Constitution itself in the first instance
confers the power upon the State to provide for the election of
Representatives in Congress, does it not?

Mr. DENSON. Yes; but the States still have the power of
conferring the right of suffirage and of prescribing the qualifica-
tions of voters at such elections.

Mr. RAY. Then it aags that Congress may at any time make
or alter such regulations?

Mr. DENSON. What regulations? Regulations concerning
the time, place, and manner, of holding such elections? Do you
say that tﬁe election composes and embraces the right to vote
and the qualifications of voters? The clause of the Constitution
we are considering confers on Congress only the power to make
or alter such regulations, that is, regulations referring to the
times, places, and manner of holding elections. The clause isin
the following words:

The times, places, and manner of hold elections for Senators and Re
resentatives shall be prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof;
but the Congress may at any time by law make or alter such regulations ex-
cept as to the place of choosing Senators.

‘When the framers of the Constitution employed thislanguage
what does its common sense meaning show their minds were
dwelling on and considering? Certainly not the authority to
confer the privilege of voting, or the qualifications of a voter.

_ The language expresses but one idea, and excludes all others, and
that is the times, places, and manner of holding elections. To
what does the phrase ‘* make or alter such regulations” refer?
Undoubtedly only to elections, because the time, place, and man-
ner of holding elections was the aub;ect. matter under considera-
tion, and to which the minds of the framers weredirected. And
the Constitution declares that the electors for members of the

most numerous branch of the State Legislature prescribed by the
State shall be voters for ReEresenta.t.ives in Congress, and there
was nonecessity torefer to the right to vote and the qualifications
of voters in this section, as the Constitution has made its decla~
ration on that subject in another clause.

That the framers of the Constitution, in the use of this lan-
guage, were referring alone to elections appears more munifest
when we consider the definition of the word ** such” in connec-
tion with the word “ regulations.” ** Such” means of that kind,
of the like kind, the same, noting a person or thing. What is
to be prescribed by the Legislature of each State?

The times, places and manner of holding elections for Sena~
tors and Representatives?

‘What can Congress do? Make or alter such regulations ex-
cept as to the place of choosing Senators.

**Such regulations” can only mean in this connection those
that the State Legislature may prescribe as to the times, places,
and manner of holding elections. The right to vote and the
qualificatiens of voters existed prior to and independent of elec-
tions. Anelection is but the result, the incident arising from the
exercise of the privilege to vote by a duly qualified voter.

In this connection, I say that there is not one word in this
clause of the Constitution, the natural, ordinary signification
and commonsense meaning of which suggests the privilege of
of voting or the qualifications of a voter. Verbal criticism and
philology would have been exhausted to find words more inapt
to express the right and qualifications of suffrage, when any de-
li;*ﬁrance had to be made upon the expression of the popular
W .

Would not such phrases, * time, place, and manner of holding
rightto vote;” ‘ time, place. and mannerof holding, qualifications
of voters,” be nonsense and conclusive evidence of a want of all
knowledge of the English language, and brand the framers of
the Constitution and those wko adopted it as ignoramuses? Yet
such would be the inevitable result if this clause of the Consti-
tution is construed as referring to the right to vote and the
qualifications of voters. No interpretation is tolerable or per-
mitted by any canon of construction that would place such a
stigma upon those illustrious patriots who framed and adopted
the Constitution.

The plain import, simple, single, and unambiguous meaning
of the words, confers upon Congress the power to make or alter
such regulations as to the time of holding, the place of holding
and the manner of holding elections for Representatives, and
doet‘ag not refer to the right to vote, or to the qualifications of
voters.

You must not forget that if a State should become so derelict
in her duty, and fail or refuse to prescribe the voters and man-
ner of holding elections for Representatives, and the General
Government should be called on to exercise its ultimate power
to have such an election, in order to preserve and maintain its
own existence, and the State should forced to perform her
duty when she becomes rehabilitated and restored to her duty
it would be to a position and duty under the Constitution, and
she would have the same and equal rights under that instru-
ment and entitled to the same dignity and respect as any other
State in the Union. She would resume her duty and place in
the Union under the Constitution, and this ultimate power in
the General Government would withdraw its authority, and rest
until other legitimate predicates should arise for it to come
forth and exercise its authority.

By this elause of the Constitution the authority of Congress
is expressly limited to making or altering regulations as to
holding elections, and there is no room for construetion.

Holding anelection is the means grescribed by which guali-
fied voters express their choice and will as to any matter sub-
mitted to them for such purpose under the laws of the land.

It is the means and way afforded the qualified voter to exer-
cise the privilege of voting: it is but an incident ecreated by law,
dependent for its exisience and operation upon qualified voters
in the exercise of the privilege of voting.

Holding an election at any time, at any place, and in any man-
ner can not add to, take from, change, vary, or alter the right
to vote or the legal prerequisites to vote.

It is said, suppose the States confer no privilege to vote, and
prescribe no qualifications for voters—in other words, suppose
the State hasnovoters—then, what power would the Federal
Government have to preserve 1ts existence, unless it could con-
fer the right to vote, prescribe gqualifications for voters, and ap-
point the holding of elections? Such, under the regular order
of things, is not a supposable case. No onesupposess State will
eommit a political felo de se. -

According to the genius of all our governmental institutions,
and the fact that our wholesystem, both national and State, isfree,
representative government, that all power lies in the people,
that the popular will expressed according to law is the supreme
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law of the'land, we can not imagine the existence of a State ac-
cording to our American definition, unless ourminds at once en-
tertain the idea of voting and the qualifications of voters. We
think of voting, the expression of the popular will, the very ped-
estal, the very foundation upon which rests our free and inde-
pendent States, the citadels of our popular system of govern-
ment.

1t is absolutely idle to imagine ordiscuss any such emergency.
. Men have attempted to destroy the Union, but not the States.

The interest of the States in having their Senators and Repre-
sentatives at Washington is too great, too valuable for them to
do anything to impair or defeat that representation. Self-inter-
est is too great, too absorbing in this respect to even generate
an illusion that such a thing will ever occur.

To suppose such is tosuggest a want of capaecity in the people
for self-government.

The Senators of the United States are elected by the Legisla-
ture of each State, and under the clause of the Constitution under
consideration the Congress of the United States has authority
to ** make or alter such regulations” as to the time and manner
of electing Senators. If the argument of the advocates of the
election laws is true and sound, then Congress could make regu-
lations as to the manner of electing Senators, prescribing who
should vote, the lega.lit{lof the election of each member of such
State Legislature; in other words, go behind the election of the
members of the Legislature to ascertain if thegﬂ:rere legally
elected. No one will now contend that Congress any consti-
tutional power to do any such thing.

The Senate of the United States, then Republican, decided in
the Spofford-Kellogg contest case that the Senate had no consti-
tutional authority to go behind the returnsof the election of the
members of the Eegi.s%ature to ascertain if any illegal votes were

cast, |

The election of Senators is pat in the same category by the
Constitution, except as to place, with that of Representatives.
The rule in ascertaining the meaning of words and phrases,and
arriving at the intent and purpose of using such, noscitur & so-
ciis, sheds great light on this question.

There are no such things as national voters.

s can not declare that rights, immunities, and privileges depend-
ent upon State laws, when violal by a State officer, shall be punished by
the United States. (United States ve. Hudson, 7 Cranch, 32.)

Again, as showing this clause of the Constitution does not re-
fer to the right to vote, nor the qualifications of voters, I refer
to Article I, section 2, of the Constitution:

The House of Representatives shall be composed of members chosen eve:
second year by the peo{sle of the several States, and the electors in eac
State shall have the gualifications requisite for electors of the most numer-
ous branch of the State Legislature.

Here is a provision of the Constitution that declares what the

ualifications of voters shall be in the selection of a member of

is House, and it recognizes the right of Buﬂ'r:l:.fe to be in the
gift of and under the control of the State as well as the qualifi-
cations prerequisite to casting a ballot. This might be termed
a springing clause; it changes, adjusts, and applies itself to any
change that the State may make as to the qualifications of elect-
ors. Thus we discover that the Constitution itself not onl
concedes the right of suffrage to be in the gift of the State a.ng
the authority to prescribe the qualifications of voters to be
vested in the State, but it is an inhibition upon Congress to
grant the right of suffrage or prescribe the qualifications of
voters.

The inflexible rule is that all regulations prescribed in the
Constitution can not be changed by Congress, and any recogni-
tion of a power or authority in a State by the Constitution is an
inhibition upon Congress to impair, intrench upon, alter, or dis-
regard such power or authority.

owers not vested in Congress by the Constitution are reserved
to the States respectively or the geople. In my judgment the
primary power over the right an guallﬁcatlons of suffrage is
vested in the States, and can not be disturbed by Congress.

It is true there is an ultimate power in the Federal Govern-
ment, and which is inherent in every sovereign government, as
it is in every individual, that when itsown existence is involved
and a pending and imperious necessity arises and in order to
save itself and preserve its own existence it may then take
such steps and action as may be necessary to save itself. Under
such circumstances the Federal Government confers the right to
vote, preseribes the qualificationsof voters,and appointsan elec-
tion and regulates the same; but it will be discovered that such
power can be exercised and employed, and can only be justified
under circumstances of pending and imperious necessity of self-
preservation.

It is clear that the authority of the States over elections is
primary, and not until they have failed to perform their duty in
this regard can Federal authority interfere.

XXV—128

The power in the State isprimary, and isultimate in Congress
when the State neglects or refuses to perform its duty.

The power of Congress to act in the matter depends upon such
contingency, and only then, to preserve its own existence, which
is inherent in every government.

To allow Federal authority to intervene when the State is
fully prepared to exercise her authority in this matter, and is
able and willing to do so, and is doing so, would be centraliza-
tion of the worst character, and an insult to State dignity, and
an overturning of State authority.

An inopportune and unwise use of lawful authority is detri-
mental fo the general welfare, and aggravating to the people;
more so than a wise use of unlawful authority.

In re MeCoy, 127 U. 8., 734, Miller, Judge, says: .

The object to be attained by these acus of Congress is to guard against the
danger and the opportunity of tampering with the election returns, as well
as against direct and intentional frauds upon the vote for members of that
body [Congress].

In Ex parte Yarbrough, 110 U. 8., 666, the same judge says:

In a republican government like ours, when gouhlcal power is reposed in
representatives of the entire pody of the people, chosen at short intervals
P{“(})Opular elections, the temptation to control these elections by violence

by corruption is a constant source of danger.

The reasons upon which the court grounds the wisdom of the
laws is adistrust of the good faith and honor of the States. To
say the State is not as much interested in suppressing, and as
ditigent in ferreting out frauds and corruptions, and all viola-
tions of law relating to the elective franchise, is to assert what
our history disproves. .

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] admits the South is
nothing to the Republican party.

Where have the States failed to provide laws and to appoint
officers and establish all the machinery necessary to provide
against, detect, suppress, and punish such evils?

'Will it be said, one who is a citizen of the State and com-
munity, as a State officer, is'helpless and dishonest, and the next
minute clothe him with Federal authority and he becomes all
powerful and honest?

The same machinery to investigate, try, and punish for the vio-
lations of such laws is the same under both jurisdictions.

To say the same man is unfaithful and dishonest as a State
officerand faithful and honest as a Federal officer is an absurdity.

If the National Government is jealous to preserve the auton-
omy and integrity of the State governmonts, and they are es-
sential to theexistenceof the Union, then theselaws are contrary
to the very genius of our system of government.

Mr. R& Oh, no.

Mr. DENSON. I say this demonstrates that these laws are
unconstitutional, as they touch upon the right to vote, and the

rescribed qualifications of voters, and other matters not em-

raced in the definition of an election as here used.

Mr. RAY. The Constitution fixed that.

Mr. DENSON. That is where I disagree with you.

Mr. RAY. Do you claim that a State may so alter its con-
stitution as to deprive all of its people of the right to vote?

Mr. DENSON. I do not; most emphatically. That would be
revolution, and unconstitutional by passive or direct action.

Mr. RAY. That is exactly what I was goinito state ; and as
no State can deprive all of its people of the right of suffrage by
an act constitutional or withoutbeing revolutionary in its action,
then is it not true, giving this construction to the Constitution,
that Representatives in Congress shall be elected by the people
of the States, and by those people who are entitled to vote ?or
the members of the mostnumerous branch of the Legislature of
the State, that the Constitution itself confers the right of suf-
frage and the right to vote for Representatives in Congress upon
a certain class of people in the States?

Mr. DENSON. I deny most emphatically that the Constitu-
tion confers the right of suffrage, and the clause of the Consti-
tution you refer to certainly does not do it.

Mr.RAY. And does itnotfollow, then, asalogical conclusion,
that the constitution of the United States having said who may
vote, and who shall vote for these officers, that Congress may
protect such electors in the several States by law in the exercise
of their Constitutional right?

Mr. DENSON. I deny your conclusion and that there is any
such Constitutional right as your question assumes, and will
state if State authority was ineffectual to protect the voter and

reserve the peace, the Constitution expressly declares how
E‘edeml authority may be exercised in a State under such cir-
cumstances.

Mr. RAY. Youdeny then— -

Mr. LIVINGSTON. While you are apﬁalci.%g on that part of
this question I wish to malce this suggestion: You deny thatthe
Federal Constitution has that power. Suppose the State of Ala-
bama should neglect to hold an election for Representatives in
Congress, and should continue to neglect it, then is it within
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the power of the United States, under the Constitution, to have
such an'election held?

Mr. DENSON. I have stated that the Federal Governmenf
has the right to do so, as every government has the right to

reserve its own existence. If the State of Alabama were to re-

use to provide any elective machinery to send Representatives
to this House, and should continue in that negligence, which
would destroy the Union, it would have the power to do so, be-
cause the Union itself rests upon the States. Under that inher-
ent power that rests in every government, the Federal Govern-
ment could then prescribe and see that the State had representa-
tion here.

But the primary duty—that is, not the ultimate authority—the
primary duty rests entirely with the State; and until the neces-
sity of exercising that ultimate power b{ the Federal Govern-
ment arises you can not ga.as alaw prescribing the rights of vot-
ers in the election of a State. Until the State refuses to send
Representatives to the Congress of the United States, Congress
would have no right to act. The ultimate anthorinﬁ {s in Con-
gress, as it is in all sovereign governments, as well as individ-
uals, to preserve its own self-existence, but this is the law of
imperious and present pending necessity.
et CHILDS. Will you allow me to ask you one more gues-

on?

Mr. DENSON. Certainly,

Mr. CHILDS. Does not the Federal Constitution, as a condi-
tion precedent to the admission of any State in the Union, de-
clare that the State shall guarantee to its citizens a republican
form of government?

Mr. DENSON. And I have discussed that very idea when I
said that it must preserve itself.

Mr. CHILDS. Very well; can a state preserve fo its citizens
a republican form of government without providing a means by
which it can be preserved?

Mr, DENSON. I sayno. I agree with tfl:m upon that point.
Now, upon the interpretation of the Constitution you put that
question right where I want it. The State must make that pro-
vision. Must, in the first instance, exercise the primary power
and perform its duty to the National Government, and interven-
tion of Federal authority can only be predicated and justified
upon the failing or refusing to exercise this primary power and
thus perform its duty.

Mr.CHILDS. Very well; suppose the State does not do that?

Mr. DENSON. Then it is revolutionary and unconstitutional
conduct on the part of the State, and the Federal Government
may then intervene, as I have before stated. The contingency
has then arisen to ﬁstﬂy Federal authority.

Mr. CHILDS. en the Federal Government has reserved
the right to see to it. .

Mr. DENSON. The Federal Government has the ultimate
power., I stated thatfrankly. ButI say this: I would leave the
exercise of that power until the time arrived, when, under that
mnting-enc%,]:hat power can be exercised by the Federal Gov-
ernment. e time to protect the autonomy of the National
Government is when the necessity for it arises; because your
Constitution, as decided by the Supreme Court, is just as jealous
and solicitous to preserve the autonomy of the State as it is to
protect the integrity of the National Government.

Then I say a right to vote being a prior right, existing in
the people and in the States before the formation of the Union,
unless you can show me an authority in the Constitution that
prohibits a State from the exercise of that right, then I shall
vote tha?our law ought to berepealed because it is unconstitu-
tional. You recollect that all the powers not delegated to the
United States by the Constitution are reserved to the States re-
spectively, or to the people. What is the delegated power?

here is where you and I differ upon our construction of the
Constitution of the United States. You say there can be im-

lied power independent of the expressly delegated powers.
% is the point upon which Judge Miller decided the consti-
tutionality of this law, and I repeat here, without egotism, and
with the most profound respect for that able jurist, that there
he is at war with Judge Marshall, Judge Chase, and Judge Taney.
Understand, I am not now l'efex'rig1 to that inherent and ulti-
mate power of self-preservation in all sovereign governments.
I say there is no such thing as an implied separate and dis-

tinct power outside of the express authority in the Constitution. |

The general-welfare clause of the Constitutionisnota conferring
of power, If relates only to the express powers that have gone
before, that have been expressly granted. The implied powers
of the Constitution have for their foundation and basis the pow-
ers expressly granted in the Constitution; and there arises the
conflict—that conflict which can never be put down in this coun-
try as long as our intellects are as t.haiha.re—the conflict between
the Democratic construction and the Republican construction of
the Constitution. ;

Justice Miller had to look outside of the language of the Con-
stitution itself in order fo hold these laws constitutional, and he
said he found the authority for them in the incidental or implied
powers. What does an incidental power mean? It implies the
gréezistence of something of which it is & consequence. What

oes animplied power mean? It meansthe préexistence of some-
thing going before from which it is logically deduced. Judge
Miller decided these laws to be constitutional by thus going out-
side of the language of the Constitution, but I say that whenever
we resort to such means to find authority for the Federal Gov-
ernment doing anything which it is not expressly authorized to
do by the Constitution we make ready for the tyrant to take the
place of regular constitutional authority.

Mr. RAY. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr. DENSON. Yes, sir.

Mr. RAY. Suppose that after our fathers had framed the
Constitution, after they had provided for a Government and a
Congress, they had said nothing about powers except that the
Congress should have power to provide for the common defense
and the general welfare of these United States, do you not think
the Congress would have ample power todo everything necessary
to carry on the machinery of government and to defend and pre-
serve the Union?

Mr. DENSON. Why should youask mesuch a question? Do
you not see that yourquestion supposes a government of general

wers, while I contend that the Constitution of the United

tates creates & governmentof enumerated powers. Yourgues-
tion presupposes a government of general authorify, like the
government of a State in relation to the questions that come le-
gitimately within its purview.

Mr. RAY. Butmy question isthis: Su(?opose the Constitution
was absolutely silent as to the powers of Congress except in the
particulars I have mentioned, to wit, the power to provide for
the common defense and the general welfare, would not the Con-
gress have E}ower to do everything necessary for the continued
existence of the Union, the common defense and the general wel-

fare?

Mr. DENSON. I think that is a question of extreme doubt, so
far as the right of su e is concerned; but to carry out the
purpoges for which the National Government was established
they might have power. But your question again presupposes
a government of general and unlimited powers; and in cases of
emergency, where they have the right to exercise this ultimate
power given by the Constitution of providing a manner of elect-
ing Representatives to this House after the State has failed to

erform its Constitutional duty, I agree that the Congress of the

nited States would have power to pass such laws, but I say the
time has never yet arrived in this country when the Government
was authorized to pass such laws. The predicate for the exer-
cise of the power has never been laid.

Mr. RAY. I want tosee if I understand you. I do not want
to be unfair.

Mr. DENSON. Certainly; let us be fair. There is no money
involved. hter.]

Mr. RAY. Idid notunderstand the last remark. :

Mr. DENSON. I merely remarked that there was no money
involved, so we would be fair. I mean silver.

Mr. RAY. I understood from ggur prior remarks that this
was only a question of money anyhow.

Mr. DENSON. Of course it is, when your party are making
the laws. Y[Lﬂ.ughter.]

Mr. RAY. I understand you to claim that the Constitution
of the United States confers upon Congress certaic enumerated
powers only?

Mr. DENSON. That is whatthe Supreme Court says.

Mr. RAY. And that Congress has no power whatever except
the powers explicifly enumerated?

Mr. DENSON. Orsuch powers as are implied from the ex-
pressed powers. There is no such a
md?;pg:ledant of the expressly delegated powers, as I have before
ex -

[Here the hammer fell, but by unanimous consent Mr. DEN-
SON’S time was extended indefinitely.]

Mr. DENSON. I thank the gentlemen of the House for their
courtesy. Iwill not take more time thanI think a fair and hon-
est discussion requires.

Mr. RAY. I understand you to claim that the general wel-
fare clause of the Constitution has noforce or effect whatever, and
was not intended to have any force or effect.

Mr. DENSON. Oh, yes; it was.

Mr. RAY. What?

Mr, DENSON. All such general welfare as may be implied
from the exercise of the expressly granted powers and generated
by them. That is what it means.

Now, the gentleman knows very well, if he is a lawyer—and 1

presume he is from the nature of his questions, though I have

as an implied power,-
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not the Elaasure of a personal acguaintance with him—he knows
very well that the interpretation of every instrument must be to
re.ch the intentof the lawmaker. That is the polar star that is
to guide us—the intention of the lawmaking power that drafted
the instrument. The gentleman knows further as alawyer that
this intent must be derived from or generated by the language
used in the instrument itself; and if the language of the Federal
Constitution does not generate or produce the idea of oonfarrin%
power upon the Federal Government to prescribe the right o
sufirage, the qualification of voters, and the times and places
of the exercise of the right, you can not enforee such an author-
ity by an act of Congress, because such power is not given to
Congress by the Constitution.

Mr. RAY. Does not the gentleman think that it was the in-
tent of the framers of the Constitution to make this a nation and
to make the Union of the States perpatual?

Mr. DENSON. Of course; but how do you spell *nation"?
[Laughter.]

Mr. RAY. Well, never mind about that; but I always spellit
with a big N.

Mr. DENSON. Sometimes I spell it with alittle n. ButI al-
ways spell * national banks” with abig N because I have suffered
so much from their oppression. .

Mr. RAY. You say that the framers of the Constitution in-
tended to make the Union perpetual?

Mr. DENSON. I do.

Mr. RAY. Now,doyounot thinkthat the framers of the Con-
stitution, in using the language they did, intended to confer
upon the Congress of the United States the power to make all
laws necessary to that end?

* Mr. DENSON. For the perpetuity of the Union?

Mr. RAY. Yes,sir.

Mr. DENSON. Of course; and they have dons i, in provid-
ing that when a State fails to exercise its primary power to pro-
vide for the election of Representatives the Federal Government
has the ultimate power to do it. There is where I stand as firm
as the rock of Gibraltar.

Mr. RAY. Asregards the election of Representatives in Con-
gress—oflicers created by the Constitution to legislate for the
whole United States—as to their election the General Govern-
ment is paramount, is it not?

Mr. DENSON. Wherever this contingency takes plice—
wherever a State fails to perform its primary duty in obedience
to the Federal Constitution, then the power of Congress may be
exercised. There is aduty resting upon the State—a duty which
the State must fail to perform belore the Federal power can at-
tempt to exercise it. en the State fails to perform its duty
in this respect then I concede the Federal Government can im-
provise an election.

Mr. RAY. Then you do concede that these laws are constitu-
tional, provided the emergency had arisen which called upon
Congress to act.

Mr, DENSON, Yes,sir. That emergency must be a failure
of the State governments to make provision for the election of
Representatives.

DEr. RAY. Then you argue that these laws are unconstitu-
tional simply because, as you claim, the constitutional emergency
had not arisen?

Mr. DENSON. It had not arisen; the States had not failed to
perform their duty,and are not now failing or refusing to do so.

Mr.RAY., Letmeaskyou whoistobe the judge as to whether
or not the constitutional emergency hasarisen? Is notCongress
itself the judge?

Mr. DENSON. All judgments of Congress in that matterare
of a juridicial character and must be predicated upon facts. In
this case the facts do not exist and never have existed.

Mr, RAY. But, taking your theory, the Congress of the
United States adjudicatad that the constitutional facts calling
upon them fo act did exist.

Mr. DENSON. And another equal power of this Government,
the House of Representatives, says now the fact did not exist,
and therefore we re those laws.

Mr. RAY, That is your position now?

Mr. DENSON. Certainly,

- Mr. RAY. Then, it seems to me, you give away your posi-
on—

Mr. DENSON. No, sir.

Mr. RAY. Because you concede that the power toadjudicate
@8 to the existence of the constitutional fact rests in Congress;
and, as you must concede, Congress did so adjudicate.

Mr. DENSON. Now, my friend— :

Mr. RAY. It did pass the laws; therefore they are constitu-

tlonal,
Mrv, DENSON, You are taking ug more of my time than I
g inyul!; you are getting the big en otthopumpﬂin. [Laugh-

Mr. RAY. I the gentleman’s pardon.

Mr, DENSON. Itdoes not offend me for a.t;{agentleman to
propound any question. I have stated that adjudication
must be based upon facts—not facts created by Congress itself
or merely supposed to be in existence by Congress. The action
of Congress must be li;-edicated upon such facts as would be re-
quired to be proved in a judicial frial in order to pronounce
Judﬁlment upon a private citizen. The Federal Government has
an inherent power of self-preservation. When does that right
of self-preservation come into existence? Only when the States
have failed to perform their constitutional duty in providing
the means for electing Representatives to Congress. And the
Eubﬁc history of the country, which all tribunals must take

nowledge of, fails to show any such failure or any facts of a
character to authorize the bringing into activity this sleeping
or ultimate power in the Federal Government. '

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman allow me a
question?

Mr. DENSON. Certainly.

Mpr, COOPER of Wisconsin.»I am seaking for information—

Mr. DENSON. SoamlT.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. As to the law governing the in-
terpretation of statutes; and I am free to say that the gentleman
from Alabama is laying down, or attempting to lay down law
upon this subject with which I am not familiar. I wantto ask
him this question as a preliminary: Isinterpretation of a statute
ever permissible except, first, there be an ambiguity plain upon
the face of the statute its=lf; or second, an ambiguity arising in
court because of evidence introduced there?

Mr. DENSON. I say that ambiguity in the law takes place
veg frequently, ambiguity arising out of matters of fact. :

r. COOPER of Wisconsin. But there is no interpretation
called for unless there is ambiguity upon the face of the instru-
;nant, or ambiguity which arises because of some evidence of

act.

Mr. DENSON, Yes, sir.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Now, you claim there is such
ambiguity here as requires interpretation?

Mr. DENSON. Of the statutes?

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes.

Mr. DENSON. Oh,no: they have been foo plain for my people.
‘We understood them too well. It isthe Constitution, my friend,
I am talking of, not the statutes.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Iam talkingof the Constitution,
too, which has the force of a statute. This statute says Con-
gress may at any time make or alter regulations as to the times,
places, and manner of holding elections.

Mr. DENSON. Yes.

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin.
time ™

Mr, DENSON. I know.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, But you putan interpretation
or you give 2 statutory construction—

Mr. DENSON. No; I call it constitutional, a constitutional
construction. *

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, Very well, then, a constitu-
tional construction, changing the words ** at any time ” to mean
a part of the time.

Mr. DENSON. You have nof gotten the gistof my argument
or my answers to the questions of my friend who sits before me.

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. ait awhile. This statute,
which Judge Miller says is explicit and plain——

Mr. DENSON. The Constitution you are speaking of.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin., Well; the constitutional provi-
sion which gives to Congress at any time the power to make or
alter these regulations, you say, meansa part of the time, to
wit, at any time when a State has not made the regulations.

Mr. DENSON. No; you misinterpret or misunderstand my
argument. In my argument herefofore I have undertaken to
explain what I think is the meaning of the words in the Consti-
tution you refer to.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Baut did not you say, in reply to
the statement or the question addressed to you by the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. Ray], that Congress only had the
right to make these regulations when the State had not done so.

Mr. DENSON. Certainly. Butwhatregulations? Why,
ulations providing who should be voters,and fixing their quali-
fications. But the gentleman evidently did not catch the point
of the argument I have made. It is not the election, but the
voter and his qualifications that I contend the language of the
Constitution, mentioned by the gentleman, does not embrace.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. But we are talking now of **the
time” in the language of the Constitution.

Mr. DENSON. e only time that has been sugﬁasted, as I
have already answered to the question of the gentleman from
New York, is the time when the State fails to provide for an

Now, the words are ‘‘at any
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election. An election is an incident. I suppose the gentleman
isalawyer. A mo:rtgagee hastheright toforeclose hismortgage,
and the incidental right of redemption follows. But the inci-
dental right of redemption does not give power to destroy the
hts under the mor A ;
r. COOPER of consin. I wish to ask the gentleman
another question in conclusion, because I confess I am unable to
understand the gist of his argument or his answers.

Mr. DENSON. Iam in the same way by the gentleman, only
a little more so. [Laughter.]

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Do you claim that Congress has
the right to say when an election of Representatives shall be
held in the State of Wisconsin or in any of the States of this
Union?

Mr. DENSON.
upon it since 1844,

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And thatthat isa constitutional
privilege?

Mr. DENSON. Yes; that is the Constitution.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And the place where?

Mr. DENSON. Certainly; that is constitutional.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And the manner in which?

Mr. DENSON. Yes, sir; I state that that is the language of
the Constitution.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Tben to what do you object in
these laws? :

Mr. DENSON. That they have exercised or usurped author-
ity, unwarranted by any principle of local self-government or
constitutional authority, and at a time, if the ultimate power
exists, when there was no necessity or predicate in the condi-
tion of the country to justify it. That is all, LApplauae on the
Democratic side.] I say to the gentleman if he will just wait
u;ﬁ:ii I get through I will try to make that part of the argument

ain.

s Now what does the Constitution say? What is the language?
“The times ”—of what? Why the times of election. ‘‘Places.”
Places of what? Why, the places for holding the elections.
‘‘Manner;” that is the times, places, and manner of holding
elections for members of the House of Representatives, and Sen-
ators “*shall be prescgibed t;i the Legislatures of the States;
but the Congress shall have the power fo make or alter "—what?
What do you say it has the power to alter, and I will ask the
gentleman a question himself now? Why, unquestionably the
right to alter such regulations.
ow, sir, as a lawyer you are bound fo admit that every word
and every sentencs employed in any instrument must be so con-
strued, and that construction given to the whole instrument
that gives operation and scope to every word emploged. Then,
what do you do with the word *‘such ¥ as used in this constitu-
tional provision? *'Such regulations?” What does it mean?
OIf the same kind. Look in your dictionary. That the United
States has the right to make oralter the times, places, and man-
ner of holding elections. Now, if you exclude the word *‘such ”
ou make a great ambiguity; but with the word ** such ” in there
ft is as plain as the voting was to a man up a tree in South Car-
olina, to the gentleman from Iowa, and he said it was plain
enough to authorize rebellion and reconstruction.

I say then that the word ‘' such " relates back to such regula-
tions as are prescribed by the States as to the times, places, and
manner of holding elections. What inconsistency, whatabsurd-
ity, and what a travesty upon language it would be if I were to
get up and say ‘“time of suffrage,” or ** time of conferring right
of sufirage,” ** place of conferring right of suffrage,” * manner
of conferring right of suffrage”! What would it be? *‘Time
of qualifications of voter,” *'place of qualifications of voter,”
““manner of holding qualifications of vote”! How absurd such
an interpretation would be. Yet the word ‘‘such’ must relate
to something that has gone before, of the same kind and char-
acter. So fsay if you put such a construction as youcontend for
upon these words, thatthen you say what has gone before is non-
‘sense; but when you limit the word *‘ such ” to such regulations
as to time, place, and manner of holding the elections as are
prescribed by the State, then you are within the constitutional

I say it has thatright, and Congress has acted

authority. But I have heretofore discussed this view of the
question. ;
Mr. RAY. Now, I domot understand anyone on this side of

the House to claim that Congress may legislate as to who shall
exercise or who shall not exercise the right of sufirage. That
is, we can not confer the rightof suffrage upon any person. The
States do that, and the Constitution of the United States has
stepped in and said that certain of sueh persons shall exercise
the right of suffrage in the election of Representatives in Con-
gress. To that extent we have conferred the right of suffrage
upon these persons in voting for Representatives in Congress.

Mr. DENS?DN. I do not say that. You say that.

Mr. RAY. Thatis ourclaim.

Mr. DENSON. Yes, I know—

Mr. RAY. Now, I will go a step further. The Constitution
speaks not only of the times and places of holding elections, but
of the manner of holding elections.

Mr. DENSON. Yes.

Mr. RAY. Now, do you think that the words ‘ manner of
holding elections” include the right to say thata man may go to
the polls in peance and cast his vote without interruption and
without interference?

Mr. DENSON. I say that it does not mean that; but if it did
mean it, then you have exercised the power ata time when there
was no neceseity or predicate for it, as I have heretofore stated.
I say it does not mean that.

‘Mr. RAY. You do not think, then, that Congress hasaright
to legislate upon that subject?

Mr. DENSON. Thatisa Ipo].iee regulation, that may exist in-
gﬁjpenﬂent of the election. It is merely an incident to the elec-
n

Mr, RAY. Isitnot within thelanguage,* manner of holding
elections”?

Mr. DENSON. No, sir.

Mr, RAY. Is it not within the language, “ manner of hold-
ing,” when you prescribe by law that a man may go peacefully,
peaceably to the polls and cast his vote without interference?

Mr. DENSON. I say it is not; but if it was, State authority
should be exhausted before Federal authority should intervene;
and the Constitution specifically points out the way in which
undersuch circumstances Federal authority mayenter the State.

Mr. RAY. Then you think Congress at no time and under no
possible circumstances would have the right to provide by law
that a man might go to the election peaceably and quietly and
cast his vote without interruption?

Mr. DENSON. I do not make any such statement as that. I
told you awhile ago that whenever the States failed to perfoym
their constitutional obligation and duty to provide a time, place,
and manner, and the qualification of voters, to sznd Representa-
tivesto this Congress and to preserve the indissolubility and the
perpetuity of this Government, then Congress eould make pre-
scriptions; that that was the ultimate power in Congress and
the only power, and that Congress coulg not exercise the ulti-
mate power until the State had failed to perform the primary
duty and exercise the primary power.

Mr. RAY. Then you do concede that if a State should fail to
exercise its right and power at all, then the Congress of the
United States might come in and make and enforce any law
necessary for the holding of an election in a State?

Mr. DENSON. I say if the State should fail to do that; but
no State will ever fail, Is it within the belief of any man for
an instant that a great sovereign State is going' to commit a po-
litical felo de se—going to commit suicide? Why, the minute a
State refuses to provide an election for members of the House
of Representatives and Senators it is an unconstitutional act on
the f:a.rt. of the State, whether by omission or commission. It
would be political suicide on the part of the State, and we can
trust the States to preserve their integrity and their autonomy,
and to perform the governmental functions that were given to
them by the immemorial systems of government of the Anglo-
Saxon race long prior to the time of the formation of the Fed-
eral Government.

I say we can trust a State. She did perform that duty ana
she is ﬁrfﬂrming it, and I say, with the profoundest respectfor
Judge Miller's opinion, that he had to look outside the language
of the Constitution in order to maintain the constitutionality of
these laws.

And you know, my friend, that you can not look beyond the
language of an instrument to give it an interpretation. You
have got to give the intent, the purpose, and the object sought
to be attained by the lawmakers as it appears from the lan-
guage employed by the lawmakers. There is no-room for con-
struction; there is no place for the interprefation of language
thatis plain and not involved. There must be some ambiguity.
There must be some involvement in the language employed by
the lawmakers. When there is no involvement, no ambiguity,
but plain, common Anglo-Saxon everyday words, I repeat there
is no room for construction; but you must take the meaning
that the words place upon the instrument whether you like it
or do not like it.

Now, you have disturbed my argument somewhat, but we are
coming together. We are getting across the bloody chasm. I
say that the Constitution of the United States is as jealous, as
diligent for the autonomy of the States as are the States to

reserve the national authority. 1 say that convention thmt
B.'amad the Federal Constitution had to send it back for ratifi-
cation and adoption by the States before it became the Consti-
tution of the United States. It had tobe confirmed by the States,
or the people of those States. How did those States act? How
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did the people act in the creation of this Constitution, by con-
vention or by legislative assemblies?

‘What were those conventions, and how were those assemblies
composed? Of elected members, elected by the State authori-
ties, exercising the franchise of voting under the gualifications
of the voter prescribed in the places, times, the manner of hold-
ing, and the manner grescribed by the State form of lawmak-
ing. They considered the adoption and the ratification of the
Constitution of the United States. Then that was to Erasup-

se the existence of the States themselves. The very Federal

onvention that framed the Constitution of the United States
presupposed, and, in fact, there did exist States enjoying all the
autonomy of free and sovereign government itself. Their juris-
diction and sovereignty as independent States exercising the
right to control their specific power, conferring whatever fran-
chises they chose, to vote, or anything else they saw proper.

Now, the great distinction between you and me is in another
thing. I say that the Constitution of the United States was a
‘conferring” of power. You catch the distinection of ** confer-
ring.” The Federal Government has no power by virtue of the
Constitution unless it is such power as was expressly granted or
conferred by the Federal Constitution, or such expressed or such
implied aut{lority as springs out of or arises from the powers ex-
pressly granted. I say that is the distinction—the conferring
of power. Before Congress acts upon any question Congress
must look to the Constitution of the United States to ascertain
if it has got authority to act. You understand me. We have
got to do that.

Now, when we come to legislate in the State Legislature what
have we got to do? There is no conferring of power to the
State I.egislature by the State constitution. The power of the
Legislature of the State is ample, full, and plenary before the
Constitution of the Federal Government ever existed. We look
to the constitution of the State, and we look to the Constitution
of the United States to see if the laws we propose to pass by the
State Legislature are inhibited or limited, and that isall. The
difference is between the conferred power of which the National
Constitution is an examgle, or full and plenary power, only as
limited by State and Federal Constitutions, of which the State
government is an example.

There is the distinction between us. I look to the Federal
Constitution for authority to legislate. If I donotfind authority
in my view or construction of that instrument, either expressed
or implied, then I conclude that I have not got the constitutional
authority to act. And where there is the existence of any doubt
about the exercise of constitutional authority, it is to be resolved

nst its exercise.

That is the maxim of construction laid down by Mr. Cooley
and the great jurists and judges of thisland. Then tell me that
there is no doubt about the constitutionality of your election
laws, against which every Democratic Senator and member of this
House voted, and on which my friend who sits in front of me [Mr.
SPRINGER] made as fine and eloquent an argument as I have read
in the ga%es of Congressional history. Further, when youcome to
read the decisions of the Supreme Court, where the constitution-
ality of these laws is said to have been decided, the matter is
treated there by Judge Field and Judge Clifford as matters of
doubt and they dissented from the ma.jorit&r o%inion of the court.
Now, then, you see there has always been doubt in the matter.

And [ am not alone in that. I find myself in company with
some of the most powerful intellects that this country has ever
E:oduced, who have passed upon the constitutionality of these

ws on their consciences and theiroaths. So I am speaking to-
day upon this question, and must act upon it next Tuesday, upon
my conseience, under my solemn oath to support the Constitu-
tion of the United States, and, believing these laws to be uncon-
stitutional, can I do otherwise than to vote for their repeal?
‘When I took the oath of office here the other day it was an oath
to support the Constitution of the United States.

As I have said, I believe there is at least a doubt as to the
constitutionality of these laws; and, vnder the received rules
and canons of construction, where there is a doubt as to the ex-
istence of a,ut.'l:mrii;,;1 it is equal to a resolution that the authority
does not exist. this case there was doubt in the Senate.
There was doubt in the House of Representatives. There was
doubt in the Supreme Courtof the United States, and that doubt
is equivalent to a resolution that there was no constitutional
power to enact these laws. What, then, does that clause of the
Constitution mean? To what does it relate? I say it relates to
the manner of holding elections.

I see an ex-Senator of the United States before me [Mr. BLAIR]
and I will ask him: In the case of Spofford vs. Kellogg did not
the Senate of the United States, under the control of the Re-
publican party, decide that it had no power to go behind the re-
turns of the Legislature? The Democratic party was trying to
upset Kellogg’s title by going behind the returns, and the Federal

Senate, which was controlled at that time by the Republican
party, decided that it had no power to go behind the returns of
election made by the State Legislature. Thatisalegislative con-
struction of the Conatitution%y the most proud and mostintelli-
gent lawmaking body on earth, holding that the construction of
the Constitution for which I contend iscorrect. Asto thepolice
power of the State and the preservation of order, do gentlemen
tell me that the Congress of the United States einencroach upon
that, and would Eentlemen, upon a doubtful constitutional au-
thority, invade the sacred precinets of a State government?

Mr. RAY. Butsuppose that in a State—I do not say a South-
ern State, because I do not believe these laws were aimed espe-
cially at the South—suppose that in the State of New York it
should become notorious that some force, fraud, or violence had
interposed to prevent the peoplefrom voting for Representatives
in Congress, so that no Representatives were elected or returned
from that State, do gou claim that Congress would be usurping
authority if it should make alawappointing officers in that State,
whose duty it should be to appear at the polls and see to it that
citizens desiring to vote for Representatives in Congress enjoyed
that privilege?

Mr. DENSON. Does the scope of my friend’s question ngly
that there is public disturbance, tumult, or strife in the State

Mr. RAY. It does not imply riot.

Mr. DENSON. I said * strife.”

Mr. RAY. The scope of my question is this: Supposing there

was acondition of things in that State which amounted to a pre-

conceived determination—

Mr. DENSON. A conspiracy, a combination? -

Mr.RAY. A conspiracy or combination.
~Mr. DENSON. To deprive the people of the right to vote?

Mr. RAY. To deprive the people of the right to vote.

Mr. DENSON. And which the State government could not
put down?

Mr. RAY., Which the State government did not put down,
whether it could or not.

Mr. DENSON. And yourquestion is, Could the United States
Government go there in the grst instance?

Mr. RAY. Might the United States pass a law appointing of-
ficers to right that wrong?

Mr, DENSON. Isay emphatically, no; because the Constitu-
tion has Frovided & means of meeting that difficulty by the gov-
ernor calling on the Federal authority for troops, or the Legisla-
ture, if the Legislature isin session, calling upon the Federal au-
thority for troops to maintain peace and good order.

Mr. RAY. Butsuppose the State does not do that?

Mr. DENSON. Tgen it fails to perform its imperative duty,
and Congress could exercise its ultimate authority of self-preser-
vation. But has any State ever failed in this respect?

Mr. RAY. I havenot said thatany Stateeverhas. I am put-
ting the case where a State might do it, and I am putting that
case for thepurpose of getting at your view of the constitutional
powers of Congress.

Mr. DENSON. Well,I told youIdid not want to be offensive;
but I say you are putting questions on the assumption of a state
of things that never existed in the history of this country, and
that, I think, never will exist. I am nota prophetf; you may be.

Mr. RAY. But this condition might exgt.

Mr. DENSON. Ah, butwait until theydo. I willputanother
maxim of government to you. It is sometimes asdetrimental to
good order and good government to exercise lawful power inop-
portunely as it is to exercise authority unlawfully. That is ex-
actly what you have done in the South; you have violated those
furidamental axioms of free government by the passage of these
infamous election laws.

I do not want to make any remark which will be offensive; but
those laws have worked terribly for us. Now, there are two
things that the Southern people will never submit to; we are
just as determined to carry out two propositions as that I stand
here on this floor, and that is a matter of physical observation
to you. We intend to rule that country, and we intend to lynch
any man, white or black, that outrages a woman. [Applau::j}
Those two things we will never give up, although you may
them barbaric licentiousness. We do notintend toresign thein-
herent power of a proud, brave people to adopt the means of self-
preservation, of the intelligent administration of our domestic
government, and that purity and sacredness of our women that
no Southern man can maintain his honor and self-esteem and °
submit to.

Mr. RAY. Now, let me ask you another question. For the
purpose of ruling that country (and you say you are determined
that the whites shall do it), for the purpose of ruling the South,
is it not your determination also to prevent the colored men from
voting the Republican ticket in all the districts where you think
thhef might carry the election?

r. DENSON. No, sir; the black man in the South has more




2038

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

OCTOBER 2,

tﬁgmﬂnt in regard to his constitutional privileges and his right
freedom than some men belonging to the Republican t;:a.rty of
theNorth. And therefore he votesthe Democratic ticket. [Ap-

plauseﬂA
Mr. Y. Now, Iwant to ask you—for Iamseeking light—
" Mr. DENSON. Certainly.

Mr. RAY, I wantto ask how you explain the fact that in so
large a portion of the South but a very smsll proportion of the

voters go to the polls and exercise the elective franchise?
Mr. DENSON. I deny the fact; I say you can not prove it by
respectable witnesses. t me tell you, my friend—

r. RAY. The elections there are condueted by the votes of
a very small portion of the voting population,

M&. DENSON. If voters stay away, they do so of their own
volition.

Mr. RAY. Why isit thatin many of the districts of the South
a majority of the voters do not go to the polls?

Mr. DENSON. That is not true, to my knowledge.

Mr. RAY. Well, alarge portion of thom.

Mr. DENSON. In my State I have never heard of that thing
80 devoutly to be looked for as the black man staying away from
the polls. And it is all over the South the sime way. gen-
tleman here informs me that the case is the same in Georgia.

Mr. RAY. Iam told that inonedistrict of the South the can-
didate for Representative in Congress received only 1,300 votes;
still, he was elected.

Mr. DENSON. What State was that?

Mr. RAY. The State of Georgia.

A MEMBER. What district?

Mr. RAY. Mr. Blount’s district.

Mr. MOSES. There was no opposition to Mr. Blount.

Mr. RAY. Why were there not more men voting?

: M.rd DENSON. I have been rather patient with you, my
riend——

Mr. RAY. Iknow it.

Mr. DENSON. I have the primary riﬁt to the floor; you
have only the ultimate power, it seems. [Laughter.]

Mr. RAY. I will sit down the moment you wish me to.

Mr. DENSON, I do not wish to do anything which mighf be
offensive. I will not exercise my primary right and order you
to sit down; but I will let you exercise your ultimate right.

Mr. RAY. Ifit isatall disagreeable——

Mr. DENSON. Notatall; it simply takes up my time. The
gentleman m.a):fgo ashead with one more question.

Mr. RAY, You claim thaf all through the South nearly all
the voters go the polls and exercise the right of suffrage?

Mr. DENSON. The majority of them do—all who want to go
do so. You have a wrong idea about this matter. You look at
our condition down there through your prejudiced glasses. Ido
not say this offensively, for you can not help it. No doubt we
have s infirmities. But you look at mattersthrough your

rejudiced spectacles; you are affected by the gangrene of po-
tical bias. I Oggpeal to you, take us at what we are worth; we
are of your blood—your tlesh and bone—

Mr. MOSES. I would like to ask the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Ray] aquestion. Does he assume that because 2 man
is colored he votes the Republican ticket?

Mr. RAY. Does the famleman dddress that question to me?

Mr. MOSES. Ido. 1 ask,do you assume use a man is
colored he must necessarily vote the Republican ticket?

Mr. RAY. Notatall.
Mr. MOSES. I inferred that you did from the questions you
have put.

Mr. RAY. Notatall. ButIhave read the papers; and Thave
looked at the election returns from many parts of the South; and
while I would suppose it should take as many voters to elect a
Congressman in the South as in the North, I have found that in
th:%out.b Congressmen are elected by about one-third as many
votes as are cast in the North, in proportion to the voting popu-
lation. Now, I ask if that does not mean that the volersdid not
go to the ﬁllﬂ and exercise their right of suffrage? IIf that as-
sumption is incorrect I shall be very glad to be corrected.

Mr. MOSES. And, Mr. Speaker, with the consent of my
friend from Alabama, let me state that I live in wht is ealled
the negro belt. I am a Democrat, and yet there is not a colored
man within five miles of me who did not vote for me and against
my political opponent of the People’s party in that el:ction.

; . RAY, Do youclaim that the voters turn out in these
elections? If so, how does it happen that so few votes seem to
be recorded? i

Mr. MOSES. When there is a confest they do turn out; but
even the handful of Repubiicans down there have beendisgusted
with Republican methods and give up the fight as soon as the
nominee is known. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. CABANISS. Let me say to the gentleman, in answer to
his suggestion that a member of Congress from the State of

Georgia was elected by the small vote of 2.000 or less, that1pre-
sume he refers to the iant.leman who formerly represented the
district thatI bave the honor now to represent. The reason that
there was s0 small a vote on the occasion referred to was because
my predecessor [Mr. Blount] had no opporition, and the people,
not even the Demoerats, turned out to the election, only a few
people in the towns. Let mesiy further, that I made the race in
the same distriet last year, when 20,000 votes were cast when I
had opposition. If T had not had opposition perhaps not more
than 5,000 would have been cast; but there were 20,000 and over,
and this was an offyear, too.

Mr. RAY. Was it a special election?

Mr. CABANISS. No, it was a regular election; but it was an
off year, when there was no general State election.

Mr. RAY. Still, only 1,300 votes, or about that, were cast in
that district.

Mr. CABANISS. About 2,000, I think.

Mr. GEAR. Less than 1,400.

Mr. CABANISS. But it must be remembered that our State
officers are elected at different times from the members of Con-

ress. The State officers are elected in October and the mem-

rs of Congress in November.

Mr. DENSON. Mr. Speaker, to show that this is a wide
stretch of authority, even admitting that it is of doubtful con-
stitutionality, I will ask my friend here from Iowa if he would
sanction a deputy marshal of the United States going into the
State Legislature of Iowa and directing the members of the Leg-
islature in the mutter of the election of a United States Senator
as to how they should vote, for whom they should vote, where
they should sit, or execute any order wit{rl reference thereto?
Of course he would not. He would not sanction suech a stretch

of authority, and yet the exercise of the power conferred upon

deputy marshals at elections for members of the House ol Rep-
resentatives is precisely the same kind and character, the same
kith and kin; and no man, no free-born American citizen that
loves liberty and the right of sell-government would tolerate
without protest such an interference.

How haveyou been injured? Where have you been injured?
I tell gou to-day that the Federal clection laws have not
changed a vote in the State of Alabama so far as the district I
represent is concerned, and I can be borne out by my })rede—
cessor, Mr. Forney, from that district,in saying that the fairest
elections ever held on any part of the green earth have been
held in that district of Alabima. The man who would mislead
or terrorize a voter,or would writea ticket wrongfully, or assistin
a fraudulent count of the votes there would be spurned or kicked
out of society as a dishonest man. I say,then,that you gain
nothing by it. Haven't you got your high protective tariff yet?
Haven't you got Democrats enough associated with you to de-
stroy silver in this land, and what more in the name of God do
you want? [Laughter.] .

After you have got the whole earth do you want the fullness
ihereof? You have everything that you have demanded. You
have everything that man could ask. These laws have done you
no good and they are a menace to our liberties. It is only
through the bulwarks of the Democratic ty, contending for
the construction of the Constitution that the fathers putupon it,
that such laws, that such mischievous laws, can be erased from
the statute books. It is only by the preservation of theright of
self-government and the regulation of local affairs of the States
that we can hope to preserve the autonomy of the States and
thereby preserve self-government in the States and through
them the Federal Government.

You know, as a lawyer, that the decisionof the Supreme Court
was that this nation is compo:ed of free, independent States, ex-
ercising locail self-government, and that from the union of these
States springs the Federal Government. But for the union of
these sovereign States—if there had not been States united to-
gether for that pur —the political autonomy we eall the Fed-
eral Government, that system would never have existed.

On the Statés and on their autonomy, on their right of local
self-government rests the fabric of the National Government, and
when you destroy and degrade the States, when you insult the

ple of the States and undertake to:ssert the authority of the
ederal Government over them in matters not warranted by the
Constitution, you make innovations upon the very foundation on
which the fabric of the Federal Governmentrests. Gentlemen.
you ought not to do it. You have gained nothing by it. ¥You
persist in holding these statutes up as a menace to the people of
the States. You havenothing to lose by the Ea&sage this re-
peal law. You know ve'y well that the free, independent States
make the Federal Government.

I am no advocate, at this day, at least, of the amount alle-
giance of citizens to States independent of the Federal Union;
that idea was shot out of me. ughter.] I now ignore that
idea, but I say first, that when you attempt fo invade the great
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right of local self-government, which is so mecessary to Ee-
.serve the perpetuity of the Union, and secure the] of society
and contentment o¥ the people, you are imperiling the exist-
jence of free institutions and throwing into the es of party
-ascendency the most valuable and sacred privileges of an Amer-
“ican citizen. I say that you have got no power, unless it is ex-
ressly conferred in the language of the Constitution, or by the
implied power springing out of the express authority, to invade
anytoing of a domestic character in the States. You know very
well that the maxim has come thundering down for thirty years
that this is “‘an indissoluble Union of indestructible States.”

If you believe that and subscribe to that doctrine, and itisbut
the enunciation of the Supreme Court of the United States, if
you adhere to that and if you obaey it, you certainly ought, what-
ever may be your opinion upon the constitutionality of this law,
inasmuc{ as you know that it is a threat and a menace to the
peace and good order of society, as patriotic gentlemen youought
to repeal and obliterate and wipe out these statutes from the
staiute beoks of this Union, not leaving even a vestige to show
that they ever existed.

You have nothing to fear from the South. You have no right
to expectan invasion, or the destruction of your propert.f or your
gsbem of government from southern representation. 1t is true

at men undertook todestroy the Union, but, my friends, haye

ou ever heard of a man undertaking to destroy a State? We
gi.d attempt to dissolve this Union,but we failed; you would not
let us do it.

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the gentleman a question?

Mr. DENSON. Certainly.

Mr. BLATR. I do mot wish to draw out the discussion, be-
canse I realize the gentleman is desirous of closing soon.

Mr, DENSON. Yes.

Mr. BLAIR. But I would like to call your attention to
another aspect of the subject-matter, which I do not think has
been adverted to, at least not in my hearing. I would like to
call your attention to the fourth article and the fourth section
of the Constitution, wherein it is placed upon the General Gov-
ernment the duty of guaranteeing governments republican in
form to the States. i

Mr. DENSON. Yes, sir.

Mr. BLATR. As a question which covers the whole ground,
I would like to ask the gentleman whether he thinks that the
destruction of government, republican in form, in each and all
of the States, would or would not leave the General Government
in existence with a ’gevernment republican in form?

Mr. DENSON, No, sir; because, as the question assumes the
destruction of all the States, the very foundation of the Ameri-
can Union is destroyed. States united are essential to the ex-
istence and perpetuity of the Federal Union. I agree with you
that it is the counstitutional duty of the Federal Government to
secure to each and every State in this Union a government re-
publican in form; but let me ask you this question: What do
you meang{nrepnbliosn in form?

. Mr. BL . Thatis a government, as ITunderstand, wherein
a majority of the people are represented.

Mr. D ON. That is not altogether it, either.

Mr. BLAIR. Itis a matter of some doubt, perhaps, what it
may be. It does include certain things. Of course there is
gome variety in what may be called a iovernment republican in
form. There are some variations in that form. AsI said, Ido
not want to draw out the discussion, but the gemeral ground is
taken here, as I understand, that the nation has no voters?

Mr, DENSON, Isay that there is nosuch thing as a national
voter.

Mr. BLAIR. No o a ht of su e in its
citizens, as citizens of tmigg‘m i e

Mr. DENSON. Yes, I say that there is no power to vote con-
ferred upon the voter by the Federal Constitution—no primary
abstract right to vote.

Mr. BLAIR. Now, I wish todevelop somewhat the gentle-
man’s idea. I would like to know whether the gentleman thinks
that the disup-tpearanm of governments regubllezm in form, in
each and all of the States would deprive the National Govern-
ment of its existence as a government republican in form?

Mr. DENSON. The scope of your guestion, as I understand
it, is, if all the States ignore or gﬁet-roy their republican forms
oil1 government, would the National Government have any au-
thority—— :

Mr. BLAIR. No, I do not ask that.

Mr. DENSON. What is your question?

Mr. BLAIR. Whether tie fact of the disappearance of BFov-
ernments republicanin form in all the States would carry along
with it the destruction of the National Government as a gov-
ernment republican in form?

Mr. DENSON. Mostassuredly, as the foundation of the Union
would be destroyed, but this would be revolution; and the Fed-
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eral Government, if it had any basis to continue its existence
has the power to put down revolution. It h isthe constitution:
authority to do so; and if it did not have the constitutional an-
thority, it has the inherent authority that rests in every govern-
ment to take care of itself.

Mr. BLAIR. Is there any such thing possible as a republican
form of government save onﬁy as the sovereignty of that repub-
lican form of government is vested in the voter?

Mr. DENSON. Yes, sir; there are other things that go to
make up a republican form of government outside of the voter.

Mr. BLAI Can there be a republican form of government
without a Federal Government?

Mr. DENSON. No, sir; speaking in behalf of the existence
of the Federal Union., A State may have a republican form of
Egmrnment without the existence of a Federal or National

vernment.

Mr. BLAIR. Then, in order that the Government may be a
government revublican in form it must have a voter.

Mr. DENSON. No, sir; not necessarily. I mean the General
Government. You forget or ignore the federative element and
itaN}:rowers in our system of government,

r. BLAIR. ow else can it be expressed?

Mr. DENSON. The General Government may have a Pm—
seribed voter under the exercise of the ultimate authority that
I have described. When it is exercising that ultimate author-
ity it may have voters; and I do not care whether you call them
national or State voters} but that can not be exercised until the
Smﬁ hdﬂa refused to provide that representation to which it is
entitled.

Mr. BLAIR. -Butf the question I am supposing is one which
would cause the destructionof government republican in formin
a single State and extended to all the States, so that such gov-
ernment has disappeared, then the duty of establishing a gov-
?rnment republican in form would rest in the Government at

arge.

Mr. DENSON. Isay if there is a dissolution and destruction
of the National Government by revolution, or by the consent of
all the States, then there is no General Government, and all
power and authority would return to each State, respectively.

Mr. BLAIR. I would like to ask the gentleman one more
question, and that is this: in reference to the matter of implied
powers and powers actually existing, whether, if the Constitu-
tion did simply provide that there shall be a government,a gen-
eral government, and that it had given powers, as we have, the
several departments, executive, legislative, and judiciil, and it
stopped there, whether in his opinion there wonld have been
implied necessarily, simply from these provisions, the expressed
provisions contained in the power of taxation?

Mr. DENSON. Your question sup the existence of a
government of general powers, with no limited or federal element
in it, and the establishment of the departments you name might
carry the power of taxation. But in a government of enumer-
ated powers, with the federative element in it, as is our Na-
tional Government, I do not think the power of taxation would
exist. In fact, the fabric would fall of its own inherent defects.
The power of providing for an election does not interfere with
the power of taxation.

Mr. BLAIR. I understand the gentleman to hold thaf, pro-
vided there shall be a government, that does not imply of neces-
sity the Eow:ar of taxation,

Mr. DENSON. No, the Federal Government has only dele-
gated powers. There is the distinction between the school of

litics and eonstruction between the Federalists. with Alexan-

er Hamilton at their head, and the doctrines of Thomas Jeffer-
son.

Mr. BLAIR. This is the express provision: that it shall have
all the powers to govern. Does not the gentleman hold that the
National Government originated with the people?

Mre. DENSON. The Nationud Government was, of course,
created by the adoption of the Constitution of the United States.
The pe coming together in their respective State assem-
blies and acting under the forms of their lawmaking power
gassed upon the question and ratified and adopted the E};?ierai

onstitution.

Mr. BLAIR. Then the people themselves gave this Govern-
ment the primary powers.

Mr. DENSON. Of course, in the way and manner I'have stated.
I say that there is a school we never have got away frem—the
line of demarcation between your ideas of this Government and
mine. As I started out in my remarks I pointed that out.

Mr. BLAIR. I do notthink there is so much difference be-
tween us as my friend imagines. I have for years advised the
colored people to vote the Democratic ticket. if they could not
vote the Republican ticket; but the first and primary duty of
the colored people or any other people is to vote; if not for one
ticket, then for the other.
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Mr, DENSON. What is a vote?

Mr. BLAIR. It isthe expressionof a judgment upon a politi-
cal question by some physical act.

Mr. DENSON. Suppose the voter has not any judgment?
[Laughter.] Is thata republican form of government where a
man is allowed to vote who has no judgment?

Mr. BLAIR. I am one of those who believe that everyone
that God has made of mature mental and physical powers, is a
man, and, if he lives under a republican form of government,
has a right to vote, regardless of race, color, educational qualifi-
cations, or pecuniary qualifications. In other words, it is an in-
herent richt, manhood suffrage.

Mr. DENSON. If you lay that down as a rule what will the
gentleman from Iowa [Gen. HENDERSON] say, who told us the
other day that if it were not for these Federal election laws the
elections in the North would be turned over to the rabble; and I
suppose “ rabble ” means men, Yourconvictions, sir, asto what
a voter is seem to be di.a.matrica.llg gi;ljposad to those of your po-
litical associate as he has declare em on this floor. Iamnot
disposed to restrict the right to vote. Now, as to this question
of government, some people seem to have the idea that no sense
is required to run a government: that the voters create the of-
ficers of government, and then that the machinery runs itself,
although the creators may be absolute fools. Iinfer thisis the
doctrine of the gentleman from New Hampshire.

Mr. BLAIR. The gentlemanshould hardly make so broad an
inference, because that might include a great many of us. If
the power of self-government exists among men it is fair to con-
clude that they have reason to guide them in exercising that

wer.
poMr. DENSON. That is a very violent conclusion, though.
Still I am in favor of what is called manhood suffrage, without
eda.linoat:;iona.l or property qualifications. Has a man asound mind
in law? g

Mr. BLAIR. Of course I speak of sane men, notof those who
are deprived of reason.

Mr, DENSON. Mr. Speaker, I have detained the House much
longer than I had intended. Iwrote onespeech and I have made
another. The exceedingly pointed and incisive guestions, yet
exceedingly courteous, of the gentlemen have made me pursue &
line I had not intended, and extended my remarks on a line not
intended.

Mr. BLAIR. Well, you have made a very good one, so that
you need not regret the change.

Mr. DENSON. I thank the gentleman. And with that com-
pliment, with a few additional remarks, I will close.

Considering the language of section 4, Article I, of the Con-
stitution, and every part and parcel of if, the States have not
delegated by the Constitution to the National Government
power and control over the elective franchise and surrendered
their ancient authority over it.

Does any clause of that instrument prohibit the States from
asserting their ancient authority over this vital privilege, and
one upon which rests their freedom and independence as sepa-
rate sovereignties?

If so, to what extent? When we consider, by the terms of the
Constitution and the history of its creation and discussion of its
provisions in the general convention that formed it, as well as
the discussion of its provisions in the respective State conven-
tions or assemblies that adopted and ratified the Constitution;
when we appreciate the fact that the ** t}ﬁer}}etuity and indissolu-
bility of the Union by no means implies the loss of distinct and in-
dividual existence, or of the right of self-government by the
States,” that by the Union there is no loss of separate and inde-

ndent autonomy of the States, but that the preservation of the

tates and the maintenance of their governments are as much
within the design and care of the Constitution as the preserva-
tion of the Union; when we consider that State governments
are the great asylums and bulwarks of local self-government, of
the individual independence of the citizen, and the security of
popular will and power to authorize and justify any intrench-
ment tpon these sacred and inalienable rights of freemen; any
invasion ui)on the authority of these State governments to main-
tain them in all their integrity and freedom, and this particular
right of suffrage, the author and finisher of popular liberty, the
shield and buckler as well as the sword and spear by which
freemen defend individual liberty and the right of the people of
each local government to govern themselves free from all out~
side interference and authority from any other sovereignty, and
by which all encroachments. of national authority may be met
and driven back and the schemes and devices of centralism
thwarted, the authority to do so must be clearly delegated in
ghe‘Constitution to the United Staies or prohibited by it to the

tates.

Such power and such prohibition must arise from and be gen-
erated by the very language of the instrument from which such

.

intent is supposed to appear, and it should not be authorized b
mere construction of the Constitution of the country whose jea.r-
ousy is to maintain the autonomy of these States, as well as.au-
thorize Federal power.

There has been, there is, and there always will be grave and
serious doubt as to the authority of Congress to enact these Fed-
eral election laws.

_Such doubts are intensified when we reflect that the presarva-
tion of the autonomy of the State governments in all their in-
tegrity and power is more conservative of liberty and more con-
sonant with the existence and enj:gmant of free, representutive,
aia&duloca.l self-government than the perpetuity of the Union

elf.

The Union might go down, yet popular and free government
would still remain in its ancient strongholds, the free and inde-
pendent State governments would still exist, with all their power
to maintain and hand down to posterity civil liberty ungo free
institutions unimpaired and disenthralled.

But, on the contrary, if these States should be destroyed, and
this National Union should become a consolidated and central-
ized power, reaching from the boundaries of Canada to the Mex-
ican Gulf and spreading from the Atlantic to the Pacific, liberty
and free institutions would then bid us farewell, and the despotic
shades and shadows, if not the reality, of imperialism would be
the moving spirit of government. [Applause.]

Free and independent States are the great reservoirs where
the reserved liberties, rights, and powers of the people are
stored, to come forth and place the staying hand upon any in-
trenchment or invasion of these sacred rights by the furtive and
stealthy acts and unconstitutional laws of Federal authority.

Free and independent States are the unweary sentinels that
are always on guard, keeping sleepless vigils over liberty and
free institutions. [Applause.

Innovations, invasions, or temporary incursions upon these re-
served rights of the States, by Federal laws seeking to control
the right of suffrage and regulating elections, the very citadel
of popular liberty and free government, are threats and perils
to our free institutions and menaces to civil liberty. [Prolonged
applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. S};vea.ker, I shall not detain the
House by any abstract discussion of constitutional principles or
of general theories upon the bill now under consideration. Those
matters have been discussed ably and at considerable length by
gentlemen who have done them full justice. Idodesire, however,
tostate to the Houseand to put uponits records somefactsshowing
the manner in which these laws have been executed, and why we
protestagainst them. Sir, I have to make a humiliating admis-
sionat the commencement of my address to the House. Ihaveto
admit that in the State of Florida at a recent period there was
perpetrated in connection with theseelection laws a grave crime,
and that it was proven in the court.

To present to this House a brief statement of that crime is my
purpose in arising this evening. There wasa conspiracyagainst
the laws of the United States in Florida. That conspiracy was
put into effect, and the conspirators were caught at it,and those
conspirators were United States officials. In connection with
these laws there was passed by Congress a provision intended to
secure nonpartisan and impartial juries,in order that when men
were put upon trial they might have a fair and impartial trial, and
not be tried by juries of their cﬁ»ponanta. I beg the indulgence
of the House while I call atfention to that statute in connection
with these others. It is the act of June 30,1879, and some of its
provisions are as follows:
thﬁgs;tig;ao}rlti?gﬁrt, ﬂmsggp%m&%%%‘ﬁg&?n?: box coo:t?:tngng. at
the time of each drawing, the names of not less than three hundred Sparsons.
possessing the qualifications prescribed in section 800 of the Revised Statutes;
which names shall have been placed therein by the clerk of such court, and
a commissioner to be appointed by the judge thereof, which commissioner
shall be a citizen of standing, residing in the district in which said
court is held. and a well-known member of the principal political party of
the district in which the court is held appom:g that to which the clerk may
belong. The clerk and said commissioner shall place one name in said box
alternately, without reference to party afiliation, until the whole number
required shall be placed therein.

Now, Mr. Speaker, there was a conspiracy entered into in
order to nullify thatstatute of the United States. The conspira-
tors undertook todoit, and they did it, and we caught them af it.
I have heard gentlemen on the other side, for whom [ have great
respect, sga.k of the purpose of these laws. Ihavein n:um% par-
ticularly the gentleman from New York [Mr. RAY], because I was
impressed with his honest and judicial view of these statutes, of
the duties of officials under them, and of the purity of elections,
and the elevation of public life that he claimed they were in-
tended to secure. And when I listened to that argument and re-
called the actual operation of the law as I knew it, I wished that
for his enlightenment he could have been in the United States
court of Florida but a few months ago. I would like to know
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how the scene there would have struck him in a court for puri-

g elections, purifying politics, doing justice, elevated above

1 political prejudices. 1 desire to read to the House a letter

from the United States marshal for the northern district of Flor-

ida, instructing one of his deputies to select and bring to the

court ‘‘ true and tried Republicans® to try Democrats for alleged
political offenses.

Sir: You will at once confer with Mr. Bislby and make out a list of fifty
or sixty names of true and tried Republicans from your county registration
lists for jurors in the United States court, and forward same to Hon. P.
Walter, clerk of United States court; and it is necessary to have them at
once, a3 you can see. Please acknowledge this.

ours trul
Iam,y Y R. MIZELL

OHN 'y
United States Marshal.
Plag-fl get the names of parties as near steamboat and railroad stations as
possible.
C. C. K1RK, Esq., Daland, Florida.

Thatis the wa.ly it works. Now, Mr.Speaker,at the time these
elections took place we had in Florida met with a recent depri-
vation which was a calamity to that State. The gentleman who
had been judge of the United States court for many years, a
gentleman whose large and clear mind, whose honest, manly
heart commended him to the people of Florida—he was a Repub-
lican; he came among us unknown, and endeared himself to us
because he was a fair and honest man, and his name was Thomas
Settle, and I am happy to say that his son sits in this House—by
a sudden stroke this man met with an untimely death. The man
appointed as his successor, who came into that districtand State,
has managed by the conduct of his court to bring a court which
was left upon a high pinnacle into the very gutter of disrepute.

Now, I want to submit (because it will save my time and the
time of the House) a memorandum which was writfen on that
occasion, showing what it was that the people of Florida com-
plained of. It shows why I fo-day protest against the contin-
uance of these laws and why I say they are productive of noth-
ing but evil—that they ought to be wiped out with all the speed
that can be infused into legislative proceedings.

Here is a memorandum for a protest drawn at the time, which
states some of these evils:

The statutes of the United States provide for holding the United States
courts for thenorthern district of Florida at Jacksonville, at Tallahassee, and
at Pensacola, and the contention of the residents of the several sections of
the State has been and is that under the laws and Constitution of the United
States ever rson accused of crime is entitled to be tried at the court held
in the judicial division in which he resides, viz, persons east of the Suwa-
nee River at Jacksonville, between the Suwanee and Appalachicola Rivers
at T assee, and west of the Appalachicola River at Pensacola. Such
was the evident intention at least of the statutes, and the late J Settle
made an order in substantial compliance therewith and requiring that each
canse be tried in the division in which it arose, whieh order gave great sat-
isfaction to the people and had been in force for a number of years when the
present jud¥e was appointed. {

There is also an act of Congress which provides, for the ﬁlurposn of securing
non partisan juries, that the grand and cg(at;lt. jurors sh be drawn from a
box, wherein not less than three hundred names shall have been placed by
the clerk of the court and a jury commissioner, who shall be **awell-known
member of the principal political party in said distriet opposed to that
to which the clerk may belong.” Judge Settle had appointed Mr. T. E.
Buckman such jury col oner, and he had acted as such for many years
to the satisfaction of all.

Soon after the present judge was appointed he passed through Jackson-
ville on his way north, and made certain orders, as is supposed at the in-
stance of the United States district attorney, but without consultation with

the members of the bar generally, and without their knowledge or the knowl- |

edge of the public that such orders wera contemplated.

¥ these orders he revoked the order of Judge Settle that cases should be
tried in the division where they arose, and he removed Mr. Bu an as
jury commissioner and appointed one Farnell as such commissioner, as the
representative member of the Democratic party, whose only gollt.ical noto-
riety had been obtained by defeating Democrat nominees in his county by
coﬁgem with Republicans. When these orders came to the knowledge
of the public both their character and the manner in which they had been
made caused surprise, distrust, and indignation. Then the juries weredrawn
and, notwithstanding the great numerical prepondsrance of Democrats
among the intelligent citizens of the district and those qualified to serve as
jurors, of the twenty-three grand jurorsdrawn twenty-two were Republicans
latt;d oﬁaﬁy one a Democrat, and of the thirty-six petit jurors nearly all were

cans,

Lp&uon after effort has been made to get fair, nonpartisan juries—all have
been overruled. The grand jury so procured and constituted is in session.
It is the experience of all times and countries that with such invitations to
political prosecutions informers and prosecutors are never lacking; that
courts, under such circumstances, are easily made the agents of mal
sgﬁt.es; that the revengeful, the vicious, and the ignorant flock to them, and
that none are so destitute of intelligence, character, or credit but that they
can swear away men’s liberties. We protest that it is an unseemly and in-
decent t.hln%l; t men should be cted and tried for sllefed litical
offenses wholly by their political enemies, and when, further, this is done b;
disregarding or straining laws which are intended to protect the accused,

the tration of the laws is brought into disrepute. We do further
test that citizens out of the judicial division in which they live
a place remote from thelir homes, friends, and witnesses, increasing their

expenses, making it difficult for them to get bail and to procure evidence
for their defense, is in violation of the rights which we have inherited from
our fathers, and which are declared in the Declaration of Independence and
in the Constitution of the United States.

Now, Mr. Speaker, that represents but a part of these pro-
ceedings. When that protest was drafted we had not obtained
the letter of instructions, We spread upon the records of that
court a plea setting up that iv violation of the statute of the

United States, by a conspiracy of the officers of the court, in-
stead of men being put into the jurgebox without reference to
party affiliations they were selected because of their affiliations
with the Republican party: and as a result, although there was
a large preponderance of Democrats qualified to serve, there
were more than ten Republican names to one Demoecratic name
in the box from which the namesof jurors were to be drawn: and
that in the drawing nearly every name coming out was that of a
Republican. There was not a Republican indicted before that
court for such offenses.

Every man to be tried was a Democrat "The district judge
sustained the demurrer to that plea,and the facts being thereby
admitted, held that they were of no avail. But the court was
about to adjourn. We the case carried over until Judge
Pardee, the circuit judge, got there. Judge Pardee overruled
the demurrer, and said that such a sworn charge against the
jury box of the court must be investigated; but, unfortunately,
he had to leave, and the investigation had to go on before the
district judge. In that investigation we put upon the stand the
deputy marshal, who received that letter charging him to select
““true and tried Republicans” to constitute the jurors. We
Eroved that the list of those sixty ‘‘ true and tried,” as ordered

y the marshal, was put into the box from which the jurors
were drawn. We offered to prove, in addition (if the House
will indulge me with a few samples of these transactions), that
in Orange County the first sixty-four names on the list were
those of Republicans, and four names were those of Democrats,
one of whom was dead.

This list was selected by the chairman of the county Republican executive
g?lglogee There were about two Democrsts to one Republican competent

Now, gentlemen, with all that, is there a Republican here, is
there a Republican lawyer here, a Republican who is an honest
man, & good citizen, who will defend, who will palliate, who will
excuse such proceedings? Why, language adds nothing to the
bare statement of the facts. The jurors selected by the chair-
man of the Republican executive committee! Jurors selected to
try Democrats for alleged political offenses under a statute of
the United States which says that the jurors shall be selected
without regard to party affiliations by an impartial commission
:ionsisting of one member of each of the principal political par-

s, '

As to Nassan County, we offered to grove that there were thirty names of
Republicans, many of them who could not read or write; that there were
three Democrats to one Republican competent to be drawn as jurors.

And yet they got every Republican, many of them not able to
write their own names.

As to Marion County, of the 113 names 103 were Republicans of a certain
faction of the Republican party, and 10 Democrats. There were about two
th&rgl?smts to one Republican competent and gualified in that county for

Again, Mr. Speaker:

In the county of Alachusa, of the 41 names all belonged to one faction of
the Republican party.

Now, Mr. Speaker, upon that motion an appeal was made to
the court that it might have been supposed would reach any
judge who ever sat upon an American bench. And in thatcon-
nection I will say this, that the same thing was undertaken in
that court once before. Once before when there was a political
prosecution of a Democrat for an alleged political offense, before
the statute of 1879,intended to secure a fair jury, was passed,
they brought an entire I:E"ury com})oaed exclusively of Republicans
to try the Democrat. The late Judge Settle quashed the venire,
and said, * Donot bring such a jury tomeagain.” That wascalled
to the attention of the presiding judge and an appeal was made
to him to Ersserve the honor of his own court, to preserve the
honor of the, United States, to preserve the liberty and the guar-
anteed riﬁhts of its own citizens there charged with crime: but,
Mr. Speaker, it all fell on deaf ears.

The Administration here in Washington, Mr. Harrison and
Mr. Miller, were pushing him on, as we believe from other de-<
velopments. He not yet been confirmed. He had been ap-
pointed ad interim, and he pushed right forward to a confirma-
tion over the statutes of the United States, over the rights of
men who came to that court for trial, and he stamped the court
with a seal which will brand it for all time, or as long as the
memory of this transaction endures, along with those which his-
tory and time have marked as infamous.

And, Mr. Speaker, are we to be reproached for objecting to
these laws. A gentleman from Indiana stated here something
about the atmosphere of public opinion in some of the States
rendering these laws inefficient there and our objecting to them
without any reason; that they had proven efficient where public
opinion supported them. I do notknow muech of the legal trials
in Indiana, but there was one judicial proceeding there which
made itself known over the United States when Mr. Dudley, of
‘“blocks of five” fame, was charged before the United States
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court, and these laws proved wholly inefficient to hold him, or at
least he was not held. Have methods of Republicans in Indiana
been so redolent of the odor of sanctity that they are not able to
breathe the tainted atmosphere that is wafted up from the Sonth?

I was elected by as large a vote as the average man in this
House, and larglar than a great many. Irepresentaconstituency
much larger than the average proportion. I had more than
14,000 b cast in the box for me, and every one of them went
in honestly and was honestly counted; and those that were cast
against me went in, as far as I know, honestly and they were hon-
estly counted: and there was never acomplaint that there was any
unfairness in the election. The elections in the Second district
of Florida are as fair as the elections in any district represented
on this floor; and when we ob ect and protest against these laws
it is not because we want an opportunity to commit fraud at
elections, but because we want to smash the Reg;.lblicsn litical
machine,which not only does injustice to theindividual, but cor-
rupts the administration of the law and lowers the character of
the judiciary. If it were only that the judges should be wholly
separated from these election matters that would be reason
enoungh for the repeal of these statutes.

I might give and could give individual instances, and not a few
of them, of the actual working of these laws and the actual use of
them’ for gurpoees of personal spite, but I will not detain the
House with them. Such individual instances, however numer-
ous they may be, however heinous they may be, g&le into 1:151%-
nificance and into t.rivialib%when compared with the spectacle
of a judge of a.court of the United States preparing the way by
his orders for the stuffing of the jury boxes and the packing of
juries and maintaining it when it was brought before him and
proven in the open face of the court.

Mr. MERCER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a
question? !

Mr. COOPER, of Florida. I will.

Mr. MERCER. The gentleman referred to the fact that he
received such alarge vote in his distriet. I would like to ask

him why it is that in that distriet, which it is claimed has 202,-
792 people, only 19,309 votes were cast?

r. COOP of Florida. I can explain it very readily.
The reason of that was that the Republican party had no ticket

in the field. The contest was between myself and a former
Democrat, who was running as a third party man or Populist.
The Republicans had no Presidential, State or Congressional
tickets, and generally or largely they did not vote. Some of the
best of them voted for me, Eﬂughtﬁ:-.] :

Mr.CLARK of Missouri. r. Speaker, lovers of constitutional
liberty in general and Americansin particularare to be congratu-
lated on the fact that this impe excrescence upon the body
politic is to be speedily cut off by the surgeon’s e.

ONE CAUSE OF THE REPUBLICAN WATERLOO.

A great many theories have been advanced here and elsewhere
as to why the }:legublican party was hurled from power and cast
into that outer darkness where there is wecping and wailing
and gnashing of teeth. One of the moving causes of that benefi-
cent revolution was that the people had come to regard it as the
inveterate enemy of free elections. The average citizen of this
Republic likes fair dealing, and he does not take kindly to the

ctacle of deputy United States marshals swaggering around

the polling places with bludgeons in their hands and navy pistols

at their sides, saying whoshall vote and who shall not vote, and

ready to shoot down peaceable citizens on the smallest provoca-
- tion or on no provocation at all.

The bulk of the people mean to remain free, and they spurn
with indignation and with horror the proposition that the reg-
ular Army shall superintend their exercise of the right of suf-
frage, which is the right preservativeof allrights. ey donot
intend that our freeelections shall be degraded into farcical ple-
biscites, such as prevailed under the second French Empire. In
1890 and again in 1892 they issued their decree that such ene-
mies of the public weal us John I. Davenport and his parlicipes
criminis should be discharged from Governmentemployment and
divorced from the public pay rolls. By their well-considered
verdictthe people have determined and made proclamation with
an emphasis which can be neither mistaken nor disregarded, that
they will not tolerate the force bill, and that they will have noth-
ing to do with the party which concocted that scheme of des-

potism,
The St. Louis Republic says:

Federal interference with elections is a relic of martial law. The Demo-
cratic Pu opened business in order to protect local and individual liberty.
Therefore it is bound to repeal all laws for putting marshals and deputy
marshals around polling places. Presidents are elected by States. E
State elects two Senators. Congressional seals are a oned to States
and elected by the paople of districts which never cross State lines. Man-
agement of elections belongs to the States, The Federal Government is

mads up of contributions from the States, and its oMeials are the eitizens
of States. It has no right to lay a strong hand on its creators.

That brief extract is a succinet and luminous statement of the
whole case, and contains texts for many sermons.

“ Federal interference in elections is a relic of martial law.”
Yesa, verily. Indeed, it is more. Ifis worse than martial law
for the officers of the regular Army are responsible men, and if
charged with the unpleasant and unpatriotic service of depriv-
ing their fellow-citizens of their suffrages would at least remem-
ber that they are amenable to public opinion, while the slug-
gers, heelers, and tatterdemalions who seek and accept the
position of deputy marshal on election day for the sole purpose
of arresting and terrorizing their neighbors, are the most brutal,
conscienceless, and worthless nondescripts in the communities
which they curse with their vile presence.

**The Democratic party began business in order to protect
local and individual liberty.” That was its mission when
Thomas Jefferson led it to its first vietory. That was its mis- -
sion when Grover Cleveland led it to its latest victory ; and that
will be its mission so long as liberty has a devotee or constitu-
tional government an abiding place on the whole face of the
earth. [Applause.] .

It is the great original party of home rule; and William E.
Gladstone, in his glorions struggle across the waters, is buf car-
rying out the plan of campaign for human freedom devised by
the sa,% of Monticello more than a hundred years ago.

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman allow me
to ask him a question?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes.

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Is Grover Cleveland givingus
local self-government in the West when he appeints Indian
agents from other States?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You asked that question the other
day. Youought to have intelligence enough to know that the
Indian reservations in the Western Statesbelong to the National
Government, and not to the States in which tEey are located.
[A%pla.use on the Democratie side.]

Mr.WILSON of Washington. Intheplat’orm thatwasadopted
by the Democratie party in Chicago, they placed a plank stating
that the appointments should go to the States and Territories
in which the offices were located, and Grover Cleveland is vio-
lating that plank of the Democratie platform to-day.

Mr. C of Missouri. Upon that point it seems that per-
haps the President thought there could not be found men of
sufficient intelligence and integrity in some of the Republican
Western States to fill those offices.

Mr. WILSON of Washingion. The gentleman is making a
mistike about that, because there are enough men of inta%li-
gence and integrity in those States to fill all those offices, and
the only scalawags that we have there are the men who come
from your State, [rom Virginia, and from Kentucky. They are
the only scalawags we have in the Western country.

. CLARK of Missouri. AllI have to say is that there is
not a syllable of truth in that. .

Mr. WILSON of Washington. It is the truth. The gentle-
man may deny it; but it is true, nevertheless,-and he knows it.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will state to the gentleman that
the State of Missouri has furnished that Northwestern country
with nine-tenths of its brains, its education, and its patriotism.
Missouri laid the foundations of your greatness.

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Then why does not Mr. Cleve-
land allow these gentlemen who originally came from Missouri
to be appointed to fill those offices?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not desireto yield for a stum
speech, but I will answer any question if the gentleman will as
it so that I can hear it.

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The question I want to ask the

entleman is this: As he states that Missouri has furnished the
estern States with so much intelligence, why does not Mr.
Cleveland appoint men from those States who are living in the
Waatgwho have that intelligence, and give us local self-govern-
ment?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not know, but I suppose that
when Mr. Cleveland wants to find out precisely whom he ought
to appoint as Indian nrgents on the reservations that he will call
for my distinguished friend from the Stute of Washington and
take his views on the subject. [Laughter.]

Mr, WILSON of Washington. Oh, no; he will call on the
Senate of the United States, who will fully discuss it, no doubt
to his entire dissatisfaction.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will yield to any question, but I
am not willing to yield to a stump spevch made in the Jack-in-
the-box style that the gentleman employs, because I can not
understand it. [Laughter.]

Mr, WILSON of Washington. I am not trying to interject
an hinﬁ into the speech of the gentleman from Missouri.

r.C of Missouri. Ifyou have a question to ask, I am
willing that you should ask and I will answer it—
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Mr. WILSON of Washington. I dia ask the gentleman a
uestion.
5 Mr. CLARK of Missourl. And when it is answered, sitdown
and hush. [Laughter.] Z

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I tried to be politeto the gen-
tleman.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If you have a question to ask, ask
it and then wait until I answer 1t. )

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman is entirely
right. He has the floor, but still I hope the gentleman will
treat me with as much courtesy as I treat him.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. r. Speaker, the gentleman talks
so much like the whir of a machine that I can not understand
what it is he says. ;
~ Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me
that my friend is whirring more than anybody. o

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, if I am whirring, it is in my
own time. [Laughter.]

Mr. Speaker, 1 want to make all the gentlemen on the other
side a proposition. I am willing to stand here and answer ques-
tions all the evening, but they must be put as questions and
not as stump speeches; and then they must not undertake to
malce a speech while I am answering the guestion. .

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I hope the gentleman is satis-

fied. -
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Perfectly, Mr. Speaker.

REPUBLICAN PRETENSE.

Here and elsewhere the Republican party poses as the sole
champion and guardian of free elections. The party which com-
mitted the colossal crime of all the aﬁeﬂ in stealing the Presi-
dency of the Republic from Samuel J. Tilden and robbing the
American people of their birthright, the party which has never
hesitated to eommit political burglary in order to hold the Sen-
ate of the United States, the party which with ghoulish glee
expelled legally elected Representatives from the House with-
out debate and without even considering the reports of commit-
tees charged with the investigation of the cases—that party which
has always been both a minority and a sectional party—itprates
of a free ballot and a fair count! There has not been any such
impudence manifested since Satan quit quoting Scripture.
[Laughter.] Its actionsdo notcoincide with its professions. In
contemplating its career one is forced to exclaim with Madame
Roland:

Oh, Liberty! Liberty! how many crimes are committed in thy name!

A great author has said “Let me write the ballads of the peo-
ple and I care not who make the laws.” The Republican party
seems to think: **I do not care a baubee who does the voting,
provided my suParvisora count the ballots.” They can be de-
pended upon to *‘ count a quorum ” every time. [Laughter and
applause on the Democratic side.] ;

WHY REFPEAL?

Mr, Speaker, I am in favor of eradicating the last vestige of
these Federal election laws from our political system for several
reasons: :

1. Because they are utterly useless.

2, Because they are unnecessary for any good purpose and are
constantly prostituted for the most unworthy ends.

3. Because they are oppressively expensive and the money
paid the deputy marshals and supervisors is in reality a corrup-
tion fund, used by party managers for partisan purposes and paid,
not out of the party campaign fund, but out of the public treas-
ury.

:I. Because these laws contain the germsof the force bill. The

itation of that ominous measure, its passage through the

use, and its strength in the Senate must have delighted Julius
Cmsar in his ve to think that the despotic ideas for which he
died were ing root in this Western world, dedicated to the
proposition that all men are created egual. [Aﬁppla.uae.] It
was enough to cause Napoleon the Great and Napoleon the
Small t.oucgmckle in their coffins to think that the theories of
tyranny which they inculeat:d, and for which both of them were
driven to perish in exile, were being adopted in what is poeti-
cally known as ** the land of the free and the home of the brave.”

5. I am in favor of repealing these laws because I deem them
unconstitutional. I am aware that a decision of the Supreme
Court sustains them in this regard. But I can never forget that

while we ought to have becoming reverence for the Suprems

Court of the United States, it is a matter of tradition thatit was
once eunlarged and then packed for the purpese of securing a de-
¢ision in the legal-tender cases which should be in harmony with
the views of the men who then dominated the country.
It is a historie fact, known of all men, that in many instances
:gnlnns of gravest import are rendered by a divided court, five
rming and four dissenting, and that a decision good to-day

‘| They stuff his head with asthetic

may, through the death, resignation, or retirement of even one
justice, be overruled to morrow.

The results of the eight to saven commission demonstrate be-
yond all controversy thathowever just and reliable tha decisions
of the Supreme Court may be when only property rights are in-
volved, when [.l'raiitics enters into the case at bar, the members
of that high tribunal are as much blinded by partisan prejudice
and are as liable to have their judgments warped by party ne-
cessities as the rest of us.

We all know that Andrew Jackson enunciated the correct, if
somewhat startling, doctrine that he would construe the Consti-
tution of his country for himself, the Supreme Court to the con-
trary notwithstanding; and I would just about as lief risk the
opinion of Old Hickory as th.it of the Supreme Courtof the United
States. [Laughter.] He wasnot profoundly vers:d in black let-
ter law, but he was richly endowed with common sense.

But, whether constitutional or unconstitutional, these laws
ought to be repealed, because they are exasperating to the peo-
ple and a standing menace to civil liberty. We have been com-
manded by an overwhelming majorify of Americin ireemen to
repeal them, and we are eager to discharge that pleasant and
patrioticduty.

As to their unconsﬁtut.ionalig, I am more than willing to rest
our case in favor of repeal on the very able and exhaustive re-
port of the majority of the Committeae on Elections.

The proof of the pudding is in chewing the string. In repeal-
ing these laws Democrats are proving their faith by their works.
We are demonstrating our sincerity by voluntarily giving up
advantages which we might now use to perpetuate ourselves in.
place and power. To complain of a law when its enforcement is.
in the hands of your opponents and they are the beneficiaries
thereof is one thing; but to repeal that law when you are in po-
sition to use its machinery against your adversaries and to even
up old scores isquite another and a nob'er thing. When out of
power we condemned these laws; having regained power, we
propose to keep faith with ourselves and with the people by re-
pea*)i‘;g them.

REPUBLICAN LOVE FOR THE NEGRO.

Nearly all of the illustrious culprits ever arraigned at either the
bar of justice or of public og}nion could trnmg up some sortof pre-
text for their evil deeds. Eminent lawyersdefend them in their
lives and learned historians are subsidized to defend them in
th ir graves. Philipof Macedon has found numerous apologists.
Catiline could urge excuses for his conspiracy. Sylla, Marius,
Ceesar, Napoleon, and all the usurpers and enemies of human
freedom who crowd the pages of history, each and every one
eould urge some gauzy plea in mitigation for his sins.

What is the pretext which Republicans claim for the assaults
actually committed as well as for those only meditated against
our free institutions? )

The poor negro! The Republican heartis always bleeding for
the poor negro—at long range. [Laughter.]

Twoof the most beautiful lines inall literature are these, from
Camphbell’s Pleasures of Hope: 3

*Pis distance lends enchantment to the view,
And robes the mountain in its azure hue.

Just so with the colored man and the Republicans. Distance
lends enchantment to him in their eyes, and the ater the dis-
tance the greater the enchantment. [Lnught.ar.imUpin the re-

ions of the aurora borealis they lie awake of nights, bemoaning
sad fate and shedding copious tears over his fancied wrongs;
but down in his habitat, where he really lives, and where, to
borrow an astronomical piu'ase, they are brought into juxt:lpo-
sition with him, their sympathy ceases, their philanthropy dies,
the fountain of their tears dries up, they wipe their weeping
eyes, and, like the Levite described in Holy Scripture, pass by
on'the other side. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Speak-
ing for the people of Kentucky among whom I was born, as well
as for those of Missouri among whom I live, and understandin
the full import of my langusge, I say that we who were raareﬁ
among the negroes, who played with them in childhood, and
whose children are nursed by them now, are at heart better
friends to the negroes than all the Republicans who ever apoth-
eosized old John Brown or walked beneath the light of the
north star. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.]

For political reasons they are very particular to speak of him
as negro; from force of habit we call him plain * nigger.” They
feed him taffy: we give him the creature comforts of this life.
They build for him magrificent * castles in Spain,” which he
can never inhabit; we erect for him unpretentious cabins and
bid him be happy with his wife and pickaninnies. [Laughter.]
ilosophy; we furaish school-
houses for his children and employ teachers for their edueca-
tion. They give him allopathic r.?oaes of sympathy in magazines,
newspapers, and public speeches; we minister to his wants in

.
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sickness, in distress, and in every time of trouble. They urge
him to break into the best society of the South, which he can
never do: we give him eml:i}o_vmant whereby to earn an honest
living. They stir up his heart to mutiny and rage by incen-

diary appeals to his love of political supremacy; we take him
kindqy the hand and in words of truth and soberness say to
him, * My brother in black, we are in the same boat, inhabi-

tants of the same locality, confronted by the same dangers, sur-
rounded by the same difficulties, menaced by the same perils,
traveling to the same destiny. Our fortunes are inextricabl
bound up with yours; our prosperity is your prosperity; our ad’-r
versity is your adversity. Come, let us reason together; livein
peace; make the best of a bad situation, for which neither of us
is responsible, and with malice toward none and charity for all,
solve, if solve we may, the most difficult problem ever consid-
ered by the children of Adam.” And in all these things we are
the negro’s best friend.

One whole year out of every two, and three hundred and sixty-
four days out of the second year, the white Republican has no
sort of use for the negro. Itis only on the three hundred and
sixty-fifth day of the second year, which is the day of the gen-
eral election, that he falls on Sambo’s neck and weeps out his
love and gratitude to him. The affection of Damon and Pythias
or that of David and Jonathan is not a circumstance to the love
of the white Republican for the negro while the ballots are go-
ing in; but g

‘When the hurly-burly's done,
When the battle's lost or won,—

when the loaves and fishes are to be divided, the colored brother
finds invariably that he ‘‘has fallen outside the breastworks,”
and has no place at the Republican feast. Although in half a
dozen Nortﬁ&m States the negro vote has kept the Republi-
can party in power for a quarter of a century, no colored man
has ever represented a Northern State in either House of Con-
gress; no colored man has ever been elected governor of a North-
ern Commonwealth, and only one colored man, McCabe, of Kan-
sas, has ever been elected to a State office. Living, he ought
to be exhibited at the World's Fair, and, dead, he ought to be
preserved that the world might have the one ocular proof of the
white Northern Republican’s love for the colored voter. As an
historic relic, he would create more excitement than all the mum-
mies ever housed in the Egyptian pyramids. [Laughter.]

North of ‘Mason and Dixon’s line, colored county officials are
scarce as hen’s teeth. According to Republican philosophy and
Republican humanitarianism, the negro is good enough to hold
office in jthe South and to vote for white Republicans in the
North, but he has not reached that state of sublimated ch.e
and transcendental perfection which fits him to be voted for b,
white Republicans at the North. To them is peculiarly appli-
cable that Scrl&t.ure which says: ‘‘ Thou shalt not muzzle the
ox that treadethout the corn.” Assuminga virtuewhich they
do not ,and which they do not illustrate in their own
lives, they lecture us because we do not elect colored Republic-
ans to office, on the same principle by which Josh Billings de-
clared, that the best place to have a boil is on the other fellow.

At the distance of 2,000 miles they can, with perfect ease and
utmost precision, discern the infinitesimal mote in the Southern
Democratic eye; but they can not discover the beam in their
own strabismic optie.

They insist that every negro in the South shall, nolens volens,
be counted as voting the Republican ticket, whether he goes to
the election or not, and whether after he gets there he votes for
Republicans, Democrats, or Populists, holding for naught that
philosophy which teaches that charity should begin at home,
and ignoring the fact that in Massachusetts, Connecticut, and
other States usually controlled by Republicans, tens of thou-
sands of white American freemen are disfranchised by qualifica-
tions on suffrage.

Consistency is a rare jewel which I commend to gentlemen on
the other side.

It seems thut a great deal depends on whose ox is gored in
politics as well as in law.

‘When they have set their own political house in order, then
and not till then will it be time enough for them to act the role
of schoolmaster and instruct us in our political and social duties.

. For a quarter of acentury the Republican party has regarded
and treated the colored voter as its political chattel, and, booted
and [spurred, has bestridden him as a horse which they could
ride into place and power. But their colored steed is hitched
with astounding regularity and unseemly ingratitude at the rack
onthe outside. [Laughter.] But the scales are beginning to fall
from the colored man’s eyes. He is receiving his second sight.
It is beginning to filtrate through his brain, slowly but surely,
that Republican sympathy is an exceedingly light diet; puts no
bread into hismouth, no clothes uﬁou his back, no money into his
pockets, and no comfort into his life. Heis manifesting indubit-

able signs of restiveness and of emancipating himself from the
new slavery to which Republicans have condemned him.

Some of these fine mornings it will dawnupon him that he can
either control the Republican party or utterly destroy it.

He is becoming a man of property. He is not a migratory
character. He loves the sunny land of his nativity; he is learn-
ing the plain lesson that his neighbor’'s interests are his inter-
ests; that laws which impoverish his white neighbors impov-
erish him; and he will not much longer vote with despoilers.

As certainly as there is a future, just so surely will the white
afid colored people of the South and West stand together in the
coming day on all the great economie guestions, because they will
be impelled to a union of their political forces by the very neces-
sities of their situation. ~

Self-preservation is the first law of nature; and the colored
man is no fonder of baing robbed of his property than is the white
man; and the same law which takes the earnings of the one takes
likewise the earnings of the other.

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] was in the shadow
of a great truth the other day when he somewhat vehemently
declared thatif these election laws were repealed there would
not be another Republican Congressman elected in ten years
from any of the Southern States, except East Tennessece. He
might have made the same statement whether these laws are
repealed or not. He might have gone even further in prophesy-,
ing for his country’s good, and have added that very few Repu
licans will ever be elected to Congress from west of the Great
River; for all history teaches, all experience demonstrates that,
in the long run, a man’s interests will outweigh his sentimental-
ism, whatever the color of his skin.

The love of old associations may hold him from his proper po-
sition for a time. Vis inertie may continue him in his ancient
party relations for a season. Prejudice may blind him awhile
as to which path to travel and wherein his highest prosperity
lies, but just as certainly as the sparks fly upward, he will at
last abandon old affiliations and even sacrifice hoary hatreds to
cast his political fortunes with those who advocate measures
tending to promote his welfare and increase his happiness.

The force of gravitation is not more certain or more unceas-
ing in its effects than the force of self-interest, and it is the self-
interest of the great body of the American people which has
forever undone the Republican partg

It is in a pit of its own digging. For it there is no sweet con-
solatory hope of a to-morrow. Ichabod is written over its hab-

itation.
The br call of iIncense-brea! morn,
The swallow twittering from the straw-built shed,
The cock’s shrill ¢larion or the echolnﬁ:gm
No more will wake it from its lowly

[Laughter and applause.] In its day it cut a stupendous, an
awful figure in the conduet of public affairs; but it has run its
course to the end. 3

The evidences of its ap;:romhing dissolution have been patent
for a long time. State after State left the Republican column
never to return, and when Kansas burst her bonds asunder and
rose to a new and better life it was the death knell of the great
ﬁt}){litical Pecksniff, which did once bestride this Western world

e a colossus. [Laughterand applause on the Democratic side.

I will not say, ‘‘ Let the dead and the beautiful rest,” because tha
would not be in harmony with the truth of history; for, even in
its best estate, it was not a thing of beauty. [Laughter.] Its
epitaph should be, ‘ Hic jacet the Republican party.”

While it 11 it lived in clover;

But when it disd, it died all over.

[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.]

REPUBLICAN MISRULE IN MISSOURL

I do not want anybodﬁaw believe that the assumption is true
which is made here by lgublicama in this debate that these elec-
tion laws have not been abused except in the Southern States.
Missouri is not a Southern State, although she is sometimes
classed with them. She is the great central, imperial Common-
wealth of the Union. Her western line is near the geographical
center of the country. Her eastern border is not far removed
from the center of population. In her southernmost parts she
produces cotton of the finest quality. In her northern portions
she lies broadside with Towa and Nebraska. Her people, re-
cruited from the flower of all her sister States and from all eivil-
jzed countries abroad, are intelligent, law-abiding, patriotie,
home-making, and order-loving. Nevertheless, she also has suf-
fered from the cruel deeds of what my friend from New York
[FCI;)L FELLOWS] s0 aptly describes as ‘‘ commissioned ruffians.”

e people believe that power such as these laws confer isliable

to be abused by any party. Humannature is very much the same
in Missouri—

Mr. COUSINS. Do you know a man down there by the name
of James?
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Jesse James is in his grave, put
there through the instrumentality of a Democratic governor.
Go thou, Representative from Iowa, where more train robberies
happened last year than in anyother State in the Union,and do
likewise. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.]

No State in the American Union has been so slandered, so lied
about and villified as the great Commonwealth of Missouri. She
has broken up train robbery, comg&;mtivaly, within her borders,
and did not have to call on%ncla m to help her to doit, either.
“In no State is there a swifter, surer, fairer execution of the law,
and nowhere are there better laws. These Northwestern States
are the very last thatshould wag their tonﬁues against Missouri,
for she is the foster mother of them all. Her brave, hardy, and
adventurous sons blazed the ga.t.hway of civilization to the Pa-
cific, conquered that rich wilderness, and laid the foundations of
the lusty and ambitious young Commonwealths of that far-away
region.

%‘he reason that she has been so much abused is that she has
been for years a Democratic peninsula jutting out into a Re-
publican ocean, which dashed its waves against her shoresin
vain. But this same Republican ocean has become Democratic,
and it is Missouri's waters that made it pure. iy

I will tell you another thing that some of :the other States
had better imitate her in. When I was in the Legislature I
helped to enact a statute in that State, making it a penitentiary
offense for any corporation or individual to import into that
Commonwealth any of Pinkerton’s thugs and murderers to shoot
down peaceable American workmen because they wanted a
chance to make an honest living. [Applause.]

But as I was saying when the gentleman interrupted me, hu-
man nature is very much the same everywhere. It will not do
to Intrust it with too much power. Missouri had a taste of Re-
publican misrule once, and she is not likely to forget that carni-
val of erime in a hundred years. I am not goin;fr to say a word
about the war—that is barred by the statute of limitations and
on principles of common sense.

Mr. BRETZ. Especially the latter. -

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Months after Lee’s surrender, in a
time of profound peace, when the starry banner of the Republic
was waving in triumph over every foot of our vast territory,
when the United States Government had not an enemy in arms
between the two oceans, the Republicans foisted on tﬁe veople
of Missouri what was known as the Drake constitution, a fit com-
panion piece for the Draconian code of ancient times. Amon
other things it provided that no person could vote, hold office,
preach, teach, practice law, or do anything else he wanted to do
very much unless he took an ironclad oath.

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. We had the same in
our State.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Not only that he had not been in
the Confederacy or sympathized with it, which a great many
good men could have done, but that he had never sympathized
with anybody who was in the Confederacy, which not one honest
man 'in ten in Missouri could have sworn. It was not like it was
up North where it was all one way, or down South where it was
all theother way; butin Missouri it was neighbor against neigh-
bor, brother against brother, father against son, husband against
wife. Missouri sent to the two armies nearly every man in the
State of military age.

Under thatconstitution s.‘lmuiden 16 years of age could notteach
the alphabet or the multiplication table withoutsolemnly swear-
ing thatshe had never borne arms against the United States Gov-
ernment. [Laughter.] AndIdonot care how gooda Unionist he
was, and there were plenty of that kind in Missouri, a father
if, through nature asserting her tender claims, he had shed a tear
of sympathy over his boy st.a.rvin% in the Confederate army, or
dying in a Northern prison, he could not vote, he could not hold
ogice.and could not do anything. Under that provision the real
Missourians, the men that had made that magnificent Common-
wealth what it was, the men who loved her better than their own
lives, were remanded to the rear, were not allowed any partici-
pation in publie affairs, could not even make a living for their
wives and children, while the ca.rpet-ba.g%'ers and the scalawags
fattened upon the unspeakable richness of that State.

A Catholic priest or a Protestant preacher could not proelaim
the Gospel of the Prince of Peace, could not celebrate the mar-
riage ceremony, could not offer a prayer for the sick, could not
shrive a dying man, could not read the burial service over the
dead, without first swearing that he had never sympathized
with anybody in the Confederacy. Under that provision, old
‘ Raceoon” John Smith, as he was potpularly called in the South
and West, adistinguished preacher of the Disciples Church, or,
as it is sometimes named, the Campbellite Church, was indicted
twelve times. Wiley J. Patrick, an eminent Baptist preacherin
the town where I Fived, was indicted nine times use he
preached the Gospel after the manner of Roger Sherman.

Dr, John G. Vincell, born down here in Dinwiddie County,
Va., an eloquent Methodist divine, now grand secretary of the
Grand Masonic Lodge of the grand jurisdiction of Missouri, was
such a dangerous citizen that he was indicted twenty-four times
for preaching the Gospel as John Wesley understood it, and still
kept on preaching. ther Cummins, a pious Catholic priest in
my county, was indicted and clapped in jail for hearing the con-
fession of one of his flock, and Eis parishioners camped round
about that jail, even as the children of Israel sat down by the
rivers of Babylonand wept. The present Catholic bishop of the
diocese of Kansas City was driven through the streets of Chilli-
cothe—in full canonicals— .

Rayonets behind him, bayonets infront of him,

Bayonets tothe right of him, bayonets to the left of him— =
because he administered to the spiritual wants of the mpem-
bers of his congregation. Do you wonder, my Republican
friends—I put it to you on your honor—do you wonder that the
people of Missouri never intend, if they can help it, to return to
the allegiance of the party that did those things in the name of
liberty?

FRANE BLAIR'S CASE.

~Frank P. Blair ranks with the foremost soldiers and states-
men who have shed luster upon our free institutions. A hero
of two wars; when little more than a boy he risked his life for
his country on the plains of Mexico. Inthelatecivil war he won
the double stars of a major-general by splendid feats of arms.
He served with great distinction in both Houses of Congress.
He was the Democratic nominees for Vice-Presidentin1868. His
father was the bosom friend and confidential adviser of Andrew
Jackson. His brother was Lincoln’s first. Postmaster-General.
'}11& was himself a prime favorite of the first Republican Presi-

ent.

It was his courage, prescience, and vigilance more than all
other causes combined that held Missouri to the Union. He isthe
only Prominent public man who ever died in that State lamented
by all men of all parties whose good opinion was worth having.

Itis a perpetual pleasure to think of this matchless Missourian,
this splendid American, whose citizenship would have honored
Rome in Rome's best days. It is a delightful duty to speak of
him in this august presence. He deserves to rank with the
Black Prince, Richard of the Lion's Heart, and with John Hamp-
den, the foremost champion of eivil liberty.

He was fit
To ride with Spottswood round the land
And Raleigh round the sea.

Frank Blair walked up to the polls to vote in St. Louis, the
city of his residence. The judges of election shoved that test
oath at him. He indignantly refused to take it. He said, ‘I
can not, I will not, swear to that. I was as much in favor of
sustaining the Union as any man living. I foughtfor four years
to put down the rebellion; buf all the while my heart went out
in tenderness and sympathy to my kindred and friends in the
Confederacy;” and so this battle-scarred hero wasnot permitted
to vote. He sued the election judges, whose names I am happy
to say I have forgotten, was beaten in the State courts, took his
case on appeal to the Supreme Courtof the United States, where
the highest tribunal in the land, although Republican in poli-
ties, decided—to its honor be it said—that the Drake test oath
was unconstitutional, confrary to the genius of our institutions,
and a foul blot upon our Christian civilization.

Mr. LACEY. May I ask the gentleman a question right
there?

Yes.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri.

Mr. LACEY. Does the gentlema.n approve of that Federal
action in thus protecting this man against the unreasonable reg-
ulations of a State?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; but the Federal court in pro-
tecting him was acting in the sphere of its legitimate duty.

Mr. TUCKER. Thatis it.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And that is precisely the distine-
tion which our Republican brethren do not seem ever to be able
to make. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.]

That decision made Missouri free. A heavy load was lifted
from the hearts of her people. At the next election her con-
g_marin%:l Democratic legions, with Frank Blair at their head,

rove the Republicans from power, which they have never re-
gained, and that magnificent State has ever since prospered like
a tree planted by the rivers of water. [Applause on the Demo-
cratic side. ]

Blair's noble effigy stands in Forest Park as an enduring tes-
timonial of the love and gratitude of his fellow-citizens. Every
lover of liberty should make at least one pilgrimage to it in a
lifetime to gaze upon the image of a man wgo could be a soldier
without being a hate-ite, a patriot without being a Pharisee, and
a partisan without being a malignant. [Applause.] -
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MARSHALS AT THE POLLS.

I want to give you another specimen. I ask my friend from
Iowa [Mr. LACEY] to listen to this, if he thinks these marshals
did not have any effect. In 1876 the Republicans thought it was
necessary to have three Representativesin Congress elected from
the city of 8%, Louis, There was a United States marshal by
the name of Leffingwell, a Republican. I like to embalm his
name in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, because he had con-
seience enough to refuse to take chu.rEe of the deputy marshals
and supervisors to do the dirty work of defrauding American
citizens on election . He would notdo it. But oneW.D. W,

Bernard, a man who claimed that he had made well mar-
shal, said, ** Well, you need not bother about that, I will do it my-
self,” and he did it with a vengeance and to his lasti infamy.
They returned three Representatives as elected. Now, how

many deputy marshals do you suppose it took to elect three Re-
ublican Congressmen? It took 1,028 deputy marshals besides
fhe supervisors.

Mr. BRETZ. Did any of them get away?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. When the marshal's rt was
referred to Attorney-General Taft he said, * Mr. Marshal, how
many deputies had you?” The latter answered, “'I had 1,028.”
Mr. gl‘aﬂ inquired in amazement, ‘‘ Were there no more men in
Missouri you could have made marshals also?” L[[l'f:?ught.ar.]
How much do you suppose it cost the taxpayers? enty-odd
thousand dollars. hen that bill was presented to Mr. Taft it
sort of stunned him, but finally he O. Il;.’d it with this sugges-
tive, statesman-like remark, ** Well, you bring a great deal of
sugar in your spade.” [Laughter.] What sugar was it? Three
Republican members of Congress.

hus was accomplished another victory for purity and reform,
as those virtues are regarded by the Republican leaders.

In order to secure a majority on the face of the returns for the
three Republican Congressional candidates, Mr. Bernard and
his minions arrested and held in custody until the polls closed,
thereby preventing them from voting the Democratic ticket,
several hundred honorable citizens, who were as well known in
8t. Louis as we are in the towns in which we live. After the
polls closed, they were released and no charges of any sort were
ever preferred against them, They had been humiliated and
insulted by arrest and defrauded of their suffrages, which was
the great desideratum of Bernard and his masters.

These outrages against justice, decency,and liberty, were
committed under and by virtue of these laws which we are com-
manded to repeal by an overwhelming majority of the Ameri-

can people.

Tﬁ’j.; is not a hypothetical case of what might happen. Itdid
really occur, and is a matter of record. It is onlyone act in the
astounding drama of violence and fraud which has been upon
the boards for twenty-eight years and upon which the curtain is
soon to be rung down forever.

Now, one of two things is pa:.l;:m!:lllv1 and absolutely true, either
these men who were arrested and held in durance vile for the
election day only were guilty of violating the election laws and
should have been indicted, convicted, and punished, or they
were not guilty of any erime, and the men who arrested them
for political reasons only ought tohave been sent to the peniten-

tiary.

'I,‘Iere is, there can be no escape from that position; for it is
1mpregnabie, being bottomed on a proposition of constitutional
law which no sane man who has any respect for the Ten Com-
mandments-will for one moment controvert.

In 1888, by colonizing illegal voters on a large scale, by un-
blushing bribery, and by the employment of an army of deputy
marshals and supervisors, three Republicans were returned as
elected from St. Louis to the Fifty-first Congress, This was ac-
complished t,hroth the machinations and manipulations of one
Chauney Ives Filley, whom so high a Rapublican authority as
the Globe-Democrat has pronourced to be ** the grand pastmaster
boodler.” [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.]

That trio of St. Louis Republican Con men sent hither
through fraud, corruption, and intimidation made the Fifty-
first Conﬁreu Republican by two majority, a calamity from whose
baleful effects the oountr{y still suffers.

The Republican majority was hastily inereased and multiplied
by the simple process of ousting several Democrats who were
ﬁ:{‘iﬂly elected andseating Republicans who were never elected

IeThtc;alw are matters of history and need not be dwelt upon at
bl .
I?o wonder that the people of Missouri want these laws re-

pealed, to the end that such transactions as those mentioned can
not be duplicated in the future,

Once more; because I am going o get h with them.
Missouri has what I believe to be the best elec law of

State in the Union, based on the Australian system. Now,

\

think it is substantially agreed in the House among all of us that
the Australian system of voting is a good thing. I may be par-
tial andomr&nrﬂa.’l to the Missouri law because I had a great
deal to do wi plxoing it on the statute book. Its provisions
were intended to reduce fraud, bribery, corruption, and intimi-
dation to a minimum.

It was intended to fix it so that the uliost fairness should be
had in the elections; that the utmost sec-ecy should be given to
the ballot; so that every man, great or Emaﬂ, powerful or weak,
Democrat or Republican, Populist or Prohibitionist, black or
white, could vote as he pitm.sed, without let or hindrance. Its
passage was bitterly fought by every evil influence in the State
without regard to party shibbolethso:;farty affiliations. On the
other hand, it was hailed with joghby 1 who desired the purity
of elections and the prosperity of the State. Among other things,
it provides that the judges and clerks of the elections shall
divided equally between the two parties, or among the parties.
No party can have a majority. It also provides that nobody

be inside of the room where the polling booths are except
the judges, the clerks, the men who are veting and one chal-
lenger for each party.
ow, I will Put it to any Republican over there who is a fair-
minded man if that provision is not in the interest of peace, fair-
ness, decency, and good government. Is it not? You know it is,
Nevertheless, at the last election in 1892, the Republican deputy
marshals and supervisors persisted, contrary to that law, con-
trary to good order, contrary to decency, to force themselves
into the rooms where the voting was taking place.

Mr. BRETZ. They did that in our State, too.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. For the purpose, and the sole pur-
pose of terrorizing their neighbors and friends into voting the
Republican ticket and preventing that free exereise of the right
of sufirage for which the law was created.

Thhi.gPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has
expired.

Mr. TUCKER. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman
be permitted to conclude his remarks.

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection.
The gentleman from Missouri will proceed.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Just a minute. I will not detain
the House long. Is it any wonder that the people of Missouri,
with these outrages so fresh in their memories, want these in-
famous laws wiped from the statute books which they disgrace?

There is no pretense that in twenty years of power the Demo-
crats of Missouri have misused it. l)t(l no State are the elections
freer, and that happy state of affairs was broughtabout by Demo-
cratic legislation, and that alone. :

One reason that impslled the Democratic Legislature to enact
their Australian system of voting was the high-handed perfor-
mances of the Republicans in 1883. I will give you one sample.
At Crystal City, where a great guantity of plate glass is made,
the managers were so 1‘.1::01‘01&3']11{l determined to defeat Martin
L. Clardy for Congress because he would not do their bidding
here that they prepared the ballots for their employés and, fear-
m% they might change them while en route to the polls, com-

led them to march to the voting place holding the prepared
E:.llot.a above their heads in plain view of the bosses, on pain of
being discharged from employment if they refused.

The Democratic Legislature determined to put an end to such
infamou# proceedings, and they did so far as in them lay, and
would have succeeded completely but for the intimidation of
voters by deputy marshals and supervisors.

At all of these thres elections, in 1876, in 1883, and in 1892—
in faet, in all elections, but in these three particularly—the
deputy marshals, b{ tﬂmconcert.ed arrangement, willfully, pre-
meditatedly, and of their malice aforethought, entered upon a
systematic course of arresting Democrats and holding them till
after the polls closed, and then discharging them without even
a semblance of prosecution. Hundreds of prominent business
men were thus maltreated—men who were in 5t. Louis while
the Red Indians still paddled their canoes on the Mississippi.
Such outrages burned themselves into the minds and hearts of
the people.

Mr. CANNON of Tllinois. Now,if my{riend will allow me.

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. With pleasure.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. First, I do not know whether they
were illegally arrested. Second, after they were arrested, with-
out a eause, as the gentleman says, and discharged without trial
in great numbers, did any of them bring action against the offi-
cers making the arrest, either civil or criminal; and if so, what
was the result?

Lg. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman ought
to know—

Mr. CANNON of Tllinois. I am asking for information.
ﬁMr. CLARK of Missouri. I am going to answer your ques-

on.
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The gentleman ought to know that the class of people, and the
only class that would accept the _{:ln.cas of deputy marshal or
supervisor are so irresponsible that it would be the old thing of
“suing a be 5&.1' and catching a louse.”

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. [f they were guilty of oppression,
then they were clearly amenable to the eriminal laws. Were
they indicted, tried, or convicted?

I\fr. CLARK of Missouri. There is no penalty against the
guparvisors. They stand up and say to the deputy marshals,
“*Arrest that man,” and the marshals arrest him and drag him
away. And the very thing that I complain of, and that the
Democrats complain of, is that the whole business is illegal, un-
constitutional, outrageous, and that there is noadequate remedy
for it except the m%of these laws.

Mr. UA.§NON of ois. If they were guﬂtm oppression
in office they were clearly amenable to the crim laws, and I
ask the gentleman if there was any prosecution of them, or of
any of them?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri, They are always “in the hands ol
theirfriends.” It would be just as sensible to undertake to dam
up the majestic flow of the mighty MiSSiSSi%pi with cornstalks
as to undertake to get a Republican United States judge to in-
struct a jury in such a way that you could convict one of thess
daput{dmarshzﬂs or supervisors. [Laughter.] Thomas Jeffer-
son said—and I commend his language to my friends on the other
side—that when the battle between liberty and despotism came
on, the Federal judiciary would be found to be the sappers and
miners for the destruction of the fortress of American liberty,
and he spoke the words of proghee when he said it.

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. Butif these outrages were com-
mitted in 1876, 1888, and 1892 in the State of Missouri, and the
Federal judges have failed o perform their duty in the matter,
there is a Democratic majority of 80 in this House, and a Demo-
cratic majority in the Senate, and why has the gentleman been
derelict in the performance of his duty which is to propose an
impeachment of those judges?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Do you really want me to answer
that question?

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Of all the ineffectual plans that
were ever originated since the morning starsfirst sang together
for punishing a man for crime in any country of the world im-
peachment heads the list. [Lauoghter.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman makes serious and
grave charges against thatportion of the Federal judiciary which
exercises jurisdiction in the State of Missouri, and if one-half
that hesays is true they are worthy of punishment, and there is
no other way to reach them than by im hment.

Either the gentleman’s charges on the one hand, or, on the
other, his failure to attempt to reach these guilty parties in the
only way possible under the law is, it seems to me, subject to
criticism. i

Mr. CLARK of Missouri, Let me ask the ﬁmﬂamm a ques-
tion. Did or did not the United States court in Indiana punish
Dudley for the ‘‘blocks-of-five ” scheme, even after he was in-
dieted %}%plause and laughter on the Damocratic side.]

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It is easy to laugh, The gentle-
man was speaking of the State of Missouri. he desires now
to go to masters in the State of Indiana I ean not answer the
gentleman’s question fully in such time as he would be willing
to yield to me, but I can say that the action of the Federal court
in that matter in the State of Indiana is known, and is believed
to have been correct, and has been indorsed by men eminent in
the gentleman’s own party. But if the Federal court in the
State of Indiana,or any other State, hasbeen guilty of oppression
or malfeisance or misfeasance. the House of Reoresantatives,
when in session, is the proper place to make the charge.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to re-
peat what I said awhile ago, in a briefer way, namely, that of
all the different schemes human ingenuify has originated for

unishing crime, impeachment is the most ridiculous failure.
t us take this very case suggested by the gentleman from
Illinois. The Democrats have a majority of 5,as matters now
stand, in the Senate. 1t requires two-thirds of the Senators to
convict in an impeachment case. If we were to originate bills
of impeachment here against United States judges for oppres-
sion in office and take them to the Senate,I can tell the gentle-
man now precisely how the vote there would stand. [Laughter.]
Every Democrat. if the charges were proved, would vote to con-
vict, and every Republican, no matter what the evidence or how
clear the guilt, would vote to acquit; or, if any Republican
dared to vote to convict, that thing would hnp}?n to him which
ha;}g;md to Gen. John B. Henderson, Lyman Trumbull, James
R. little, and others, for having the patriotism, the courage,
the generosity, the manliness, and the intelligence to vote
against their party for the acquittal of Andrew Johnson [ap-

plause on the Democratic side]; they would be unceremoniously
read out of the Republican party, hanged and burned in effigy,
as were those men. [Applause on Democratic side. ]

Mr. CANNON of ois. Then my friend thinks that when
the fathers framed the Constitution providing for the impeach-
ment in the House of Representatives of Federal officers, and
their trial in the Senate, they did a foolish thing?

Mr.CLARK of Missouri. 1willanswer the gentleman frankly.
I think that the body of men who made the Constitution of the
United Stites form d the most august assembly that ever met
beneath the sun. They possessed more wisdom than any other
oue set of gentlemen that ever undertook to do any one thing.
They knew a great deal, but they did not know it all. [L.qugg-
ter.]y Theﬂvare originators. Of necessity, they were experi-
menting. ey were pioneers in the work of making a paper con-
stitution. They had no models. They wrought wondrous well.
We are largely their debtors. We should never cease to revere
their memory. But time is the test of all things, and a century’s
experience has taught us some things which they did not, which
they could not know. Some few, remarkably few, de’ects have
been found in this great work. if they were alive to-day they
would be the first to suggest remedies for these defects which no
human wisdom could foresee,

I say with profoundest respect for them that impeachment is
a failure. ¥, you could not even impeach Belknap for steal-
ing the money for the soldiers’ tombstones which a generous
and grateful people had appropriated to mark the last resting
place for their heroic dead. [Laughter.] I saythat the system
of electing President and Vice-President which the framers of
the Constitution devised has proved cumbersome, dangerous,
and liable to iplunfe the conntry in eivil war. Thers are some
other things in reference to which the Constitution could be im-
proved. I say this with as much reverence for the men who
made the Constitution as it is possible for any American citizen
to entertain.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. One ofther question——

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Allow me to finish answering the
question already put, and then you may ask another. I will sa;
frankly that it was a perfectly useless expenditure of time an
money—a superfiuous weariness of the flesh and squandering of
energy—to undertake to find indictments in the Bﬂnitﬂd States
court in the city of St. Louis with Republican prosecuting at-
torneys, with Republican judges, with packed Republican juries;
it was unnecessary and preposterous to undertake to punish
Republican deputy marshals and Republican supervisors for
swindling three Democrats out of their seats in Congress, [will
tell you whatI believe about that matter. I have b2en prosecut-
ing attorney a good deal myself. I know something about the
discharge of the duties of that great offlce. I have convictad a
great many people, first and last. If you will take those fellows

and give me jurisdiction of them, make me again prosecuting-

attorney of Pike County, Mo., bring them up there, try them be-
fore a good Democratic cnuntrfy B;dge and with a good coun
;;;;y, made up half and half o mocrats and Republicns in

t county, I will send everydevil of them to the penitentiary, "

[Laughter and applause.]

Now I am willing to answer any question that any gentleman
wants to ask.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Does the gentleman say that
those frauds were perpetrated in 18762

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, listen to the statement——

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I just wanted to know——

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Some of them were committed in
1876—most of them——

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. In the city of St Louis?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. In the city of St. Louis,

M:‘J. COOPER of Wisconsin. Where did you reside at that
time? ,

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Iresided in Pike County, the great-
cte::t r]:ounty of the State of Missouri or any other State. [Laugh-

.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin., How far is that from St. Louis?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Precisely 95 miles.
- MIE C?OPER of Wisconsin. Were you in St. Louis on elec-

ion day? .
Mr. gLARI{ of Missouri. I was notin St. Louis on election

ay..

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, Was there ever any investiga-
tion of those frauds published? -

Mr.CLARK of Missouri. Why, there is a book—it is downin
my commifttee room; I thought had it here—a book nearly as
bigas the Bible, but notnearly so good, published by this House—
{.)he case of Frost vs, Metealf. That givesan accountof the whole

ﬁﬂm

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That is the case I supposed you
referred to. That is the only one, is it?
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Thatis a part of what I refer to.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The only one for the year 18767

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I really have forgotten whether
there was ever another election contest in St. Louis or not.

Now, Mr. Speaker, by yielding to these gentlemen and answer-
ing their questions I have extended my remarks a great deal
further than I intended when I began. { want to say this tomy
Republican friends: In the heat of debate we are all liable to

e a good many violent statements. I believe this is true
about Republicans, and Democrats too. Individually, they want
to do what is right; thatis, the bulk of them. Take the Repub-
licans one at a time and they are very clever sort of gentlemen
[laughter], but take them en masse and they will not do to tie
to, by a ]gzegi-tu] [Laughter.] I wantto say another thing: We
honestly believe, gentlemen, that these laws are dangerous, even
to say nothing about their constitutionality. A thing is not
good simply because it is constitutional; a great many things
might be constitutional and at the same time unnecessary or even
dangerous; but I believe they are unconstitutional. Leaving
out, however, the constitutional question, we believe these laws
are mischievous, are outrageous, and are a menace to free insti-
tutions. To the gentlemenon the otherside, I say that I believe
you have just as much interest in settling this question right as
we have, use I haveno idea in the world that you can regain
control of this Government in the next twenty years to come.

Mr. MURRAY rose.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Mis-
souri yield?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; I will yield for a question.

Mr. MURRAY. I understood the gentleman to say that the
United States marshals and supervisors had cheated some can-
dates for Congress out of their offices?

Mr. CLA of Missouri. That is what I undertook to say.

Mr. MURRAY. Iwould like toknowhow theydid it. Ihave
been a supervisor and a marshal several times, and I do not un-
derstand how that can be done.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, I will explain how it was
done that time. Theyarrested several hundred citizens in good
standing in the city of St. Louis who would have voted the Dem-
ocratic ticket if they had not been arrested. They kept them
locked up on election ﬂ.a{l, under arrest, until after the polls
were closed. Of course, they could not vote. I will not under-
take to state the precise number so arrested, but there were
several hundred.

I want to say to the gentleman, and to all other gentlemen,
that this thing of arresting men is a very serious matter at such
a time, and I want to show how the arresting of Eeople on elec-
tion day works. If a deputy United States marshal were to ar-
rest my friend Gen. BLACK here, or myself, or any other mem-
ber of this House, it would not scare us a particle, because we
understand the law. We would go straightway, give bond, and
then go to the election and vote. We can afford to do it. We
have either good friends enough or money enough to fight the
battle of freedom for ourselves. But nine-tenths of the men in
the great cities have not the money, have not the acquaintances,
have not the friends or the time to undertake to contest with
the election judges. A day or two lost from their work throws
them out of employment. It frightens such men. Weak men
are bulldozed in this way by the marshals and supervisors, and
the arrest of one man at the polls while undertaking to exercise
theright of suffrage will intimidate and terrorize perhapsa dozen
others, and they will give up the right to vote rather than to
take the chances of being prosecuted and dragged around by
United States marshals. That is the way it is done.

Mr. MURRAY. Permitme another question. What classof
officers have arrested most voters at the polls, United States
marshals or State officers?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I have never in all the years thatI
have lived heard of a State officer arresting a single human be-
ing at the polls unless it was for a knock-down or drag-out fight,
never.

I wish to close what I have to say by repeating one idea thatI
advanced in the beginning of this discussion. The Democrats
are undoubtedly honest in this business and unquestionably
earnest in it as well. For whatever our Republicans friends may
believe about it, we do not have any doubt aboutholding posses-
sion of the National Government, both branchesof Congress, the
Presidency, and before very long the Supreme Court for the
next twenty-five years with the full consent of a majority of the
American people. [Applause on Democratic side.]

We know that our cause is just and we are perfectly willing to
rest it on the unbought, untrammeled, and unforced suffiragesof
the masses. .

We are in a position to profit now by the possession and abuse
of this power.

The very laws which we have condemned the

Republicans for enacting and abusing we are in a position to
abuse ourselves. The Republicans can not profit by them before
the next election, while we are in a position to profit by them;
but we refuse to do so. For twenty-eight years we have cried
out in the land that these laws were outrageous and oppressive
on the citizens of the United States,and we believed every word
that we said about it. In the face of organized corporation in-
fluences, in spite of deputy marshals, in spite of supervisors, in
spite of the Federal judiciary, in spite of bribery, fraud, corru
tion, and intimidation for thirty years we have fought the battle
for good government, for truth, for justice, and for liberty; and
now, having triumphed and having secured possession of the
Government, we do not propose to stultify ourselves in the face
of the world by committing the same sins which the Republican
committed and for which we pilloried them, and by leaving it
ible under these laws for any man to commit similar crimes
in all the stretch of time that lies before us. We intend to kill
t.h‘;a g:inonstar of iniquity whilewe can. [Applause on Democratic
side.
Mr. MERCER. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, I was about concluding, but
I will yield to the gentleman.
Mr. MERCER.

would like to know whﬁlt is, that in the
States where most complaint is made about these election laws,
the longer the laws remain on the statute books the less num-
ber of Republicans seem to have a chance for office in these

States?
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, if you listen patiently I will
answer that more fully than it has been answered at time in

this discussion. I want to say to my Republican friends, and I
say it with all earnestness, the false assumption about your whole
position is this, that the colored man is inevitably and neces-
sarily a Republican. That is your major premise, is it not?
You say that down South there are 7,000,000 of colored people;
that means about 1,300,000 colored voters. Then you figure it
out that 1,300,000 colored voters ought to elect so many Bel];ub-
lican Congressmen. Thatisyourconclusion. Youdonotgetthem
and you go around the country crying out fraud, fire, and mur-
der, and everything you can lay your tongues to. Now, the false
assumption about it,and I wish I could get every Republican on
the face of God's earth to listen and believe it—

Mr. MERCER. Believe it is good.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri (continuing). The false assumption

ou make is this, that the negro isnecessarily Republican. That
isnotso. I want to give you an illustration if you will pardon it.
I do not ?rat-end to bea Republican. [Laughter.] Inevervoted
a Republican ticket in my life, and I do not think I ever will.
Everybody in my section of the country knows that I ama Demo-
cratof the straitest sect. I did notget very many colored votes
in my district, but I did getsome. Icould havegotmore colored
votes if I had made myself busy about it.

Now, I will tell you'how five men in one neighborhood came
to vote for me, am{ it is an object lesson, and shows how this
thing goes. Along about 1882, at a town called Ashley, a little
village, seven colored Republicans got into trouble in this way:
A good-looking mulatto preacher had gone down into thatvicin-
ity, played the gay Lothario, and was a little too popular with the
sisters. The bretheren grew jealous. Those seven colored Re-
publicans took him out one night, tied him up to a hickory tree,
and cowhided him until the blood ran down to his heels. They
were all arrested. They sent for me to defend them, and I went
down there, defended them, and cleared every one of them.
I am always on the side of right. Omne of them died in the
lapse of time, one had moved away, and it left five of them liv-
ing in Ashley last fall, and every one of them, out of a sense of

ratitude to me, walked up to the polls and voted for me for
E‘,ongrasa. Two of the blackest negro boys in Pike County were
named for me, because I had befriended their fathers, and $heir
fathers voted for me. And were it not for white Republican
bosses, half the negroes in the county would vote for me. The
same processes are working all over the South. The negroes
are beginning to vote with and for their white Democraticneigh-
bors and friends.

Now, I want to say to the gentleman form Nebraska [Mr.
MEeRCER], all in the world that the colored man needs is to be
let alone by Northern Republicans. You do not know anything
about him. You can not help him. You do not understand his
nature. At heart you really do not like him. You are not half
as patient, kind, and long-suffering with him as we are. You
can not induce him to go up North and live. It does not suit his
taste, it does not agree with his constitution. It does not suit
his mode of life. He was born in the South, he lives in the
South, he is going to stay in the South.

I will tell you another thing about him which you do notknow,

but which I can prove by every Southern man in this House, and
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that is that the colored man in the South for some reason or
other does not have half as much disposition to emigrate as
does the white man of the South. Now, I will tell you what
the colored mandown South needs—and I say it in all kindness—
he needs to work more, and he wants less to do with politics;
and the quicker Northern Republicans find that out the quicker
we will all be in a better condition. In all seriousness, I say to
the people of the North, for the Lord’s sake either let thenegro
in the South alone or take him to yourselves. To be eternally
finding fault with us, and abusing us, and nagging us, and vilify-
ing us is like striking matches around a powrlfer magazine; for,
whe her you comprehend it or not, the situation is extremely
ticklish at times. You are of the same blood and lineage that
we are.

You have no conception of the awfulnessof the problem which
rests like an incubus on the Southern people night and day. All
philogophers have asserfed that two races, different in blood and
mental endowments, can not coexistasequal citizens in the same
country at the same time. They declare that in such case a race
conflict is inevitable and that the weaker must go to the wall.
D2 Tocquevillesaysso, Thomas Jeffersonsaysso. Theyall say
so. That is the very thing the white and colored people of the
South are tr, iﬁm do—to live inpeace in the same countryat the
same time. Itwillrequirethe greatestpatience,forbearance, good
sense, and charity on the part of both races for them to succeed.
We have load enough to carry without its being increased lt:ﬁ
the intermeddling of marplots. The white people of the Sou
are constantly and eruelly misjudged by the people of the North.
We do not hate the negroes. We entertainnoill will towards
them. We aredoing the bestwe can for them and ourselves, and
we ask in the name of justice, decency, love of country, love of
home, love of wives, love of children, love of all the heart holds
dear to be let alone,

The colored people of the South, some of them, vofe the Dem-
ocratic ticket, and I will tell youwhat is going tohappen. Iam
not a prophet or the son of a prophet; but under the influence
of the tariff, if it is continued, if a repeal of it is defeated in any
way, the day is coming when all of the colored people of the
South will vote the Democratic ticket.

Now let me tell you when the color line is going to disappear
from American politics—and I say to you that it will not

r before. henever colored people divide up on political
ues as white people do, and vote the Democratic ticket, or the
Republican ticket, or the Populist ticket, or the Prohibition
tieket, or the Greenback ticket, aswhite men do, without respect
to whether they are native Americans, Irish, Germans, English,
Seoteh, French, or Scandinavians, or what not—when the col-
ored vote is sought by the two parties, as the white vote is, then
the color line will vanish from American politics; you willnever
hear of it again; and God speed the day! :

Mr. MURRAY. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes.

Mr. MURRAY. Does the gentleman think that such a thing
is possible or necessary or beneficial, that is, for the colored
men Pto divide in politics in the South until the white men di-
vide!

I;I; CLARK of Missouri. That is the whole of your question,
is it?

Mr. MURRAY. That is not quite all.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Then finish your question.

Mr. MURRAY. Is it necessary or beneficial for the colored
men to divide in politics until the white men divide? And isit
not a fact that as long asthe Southern white people are all in
one pa.rtﬁ they have no use for the Southern colored people?

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. I do not believe that is true. I be-
lieve one of two t.h‘m?s will happen about the division; either
the colored voters will divide first, or the colored voters and
white voters will divide at the same time. The white men are
not going to divide so long as the colored men stand together
for the Republican pirty. Never.

Let me suggest another thing fo the Republicans. Some gen-
tleman on their side said the other day that there was no doubt
in the world but that the Populist candidate was elected gov-
ernor of Alabama. I do not know whether that is true or not,
and I do not care, for the ﬁurposes of this discussion.

I will tell you what did happen in Alabama, and it is the best
thing that has happened in American politics in twenty years;
and that was that the colored voters of Alabama divided up,
and {))a.rt of them voted the Populist ticket, part of them voted
the Democratic ticket, and very few of them voted the Repub-
lican ticket. I say to the gentleman from South Carolina [Mn,
MuRrgrAY], and I wish T could say it to everyone of his race,
that that wasa harbinger of peace, a rainbow of promise in the
sky, not only to the white people of the South, but to the col-
ored people also; and that they must stand or fall together.
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Mr. MURRAY. Will the gentleman permit me to say in re-
spect to that that the colored people did the same thing in South

arolina, and will do it in every place when the white people
divide. It is nouse for them to divide until you divide.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Then I hope, Mr. Speaker, that the
colored voters and the white voters will all divide on principle
hereafter, because I am as anxious as any man living to see 5:0
color line obliterated from politics. Ang as the gentleman from
Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] said the other day, you take this
bugaboo of negro domination out of the South, and lots of white
men who now vote the Democratic ticket will no doubt vote the
Republican ticket on economic questions. In fact I know that
is the case.

If I was not afraid that it would appear offensive, I could name
what I believe is one Southern State, perhaps more, that would
go Republican on economic questions if it was not for the fear of
negro domination. But so long as they are menaced by that
they will stand together like a stone wall and leave economic
questions to take care of themselves.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the Democratic party to-day, in advocat-
ing this repeal, oceupies the most enviable position ever held
by any political party in the history of the world. We are per-
forming an unparalleled nctof self-abnegation and sal!—aacrigeee,
and we do it cheerfully in the cause of liberiy. We could use
and abuse these laws for our own aggrandizement if we would.
‘We will not do it. We put away the supreme temptation even
from ourselves. We take away the power from all others who
may succeed us. We are determined to preserve unimpaiired
our rich heritage of representative governmentfor ourselves and
our posterity.

I desire most devoutly to see these firebrand statutes perish
root and branch in the interest of both races, in the interest of
that justice which we all should love, and in the interest of our
free institutions, which we should prize above all other earthly
possessions. [Applause.]
aﬂ.}i’r. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now

ourn.
he motion was agreed to, and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and
22 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned.

BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol-
fowing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 3621) to provide for
the purchase of a site for an addition to the public building at
Cleveland, Ohio—to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 3622) to
estublish the eastern judicial district of Kentucky—to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 3623) for the coin-
age of domestic silver, the issue of certificates thereon, und for
other purposes—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and
Measures.

By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: A bill (H. R. 3624) to provide for
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building
thereon at Baker City, in the State of Oregon—to the Commit-
tee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. :

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 3625) to amend sec-
tions 5330, 5340, 5341, 5342, and 5343 of the Revised Statutes of
the United States, and for other purposes—to the Committee on
the J udiciaroy.

By Mr. CONN: A bill (H. R. 3626) providing for a public build-
glg in dEikhart., Ind.—to the Committee on Public Buildingsand

rounds.

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 3627) granting to
Arizona certain lands for use of Territorial prison—to the Com-
mittee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. MCALEER (by request): A bill (H. R. 3628) o amend
the charter of the Brightwood Railway Company of the District
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. McCCREARY of Kentucky (by request): A bill (H. R.
3629) to close alleys in square No. 751, in the cflt. of Washing-
ton, D. C.—to the Committee on the District o golumbia..

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas (by request): A joint resolution
(H. Res, 64) to commit to the Bureau of Education the alphabet
and all its belongings, for the purpose of correcting its numerous
faults, its self-contradictions, and its downright absurdities, as
?i%w found in all written thought—to the Committee on Educa-

n.

By Mr. WARNER: A resolution directing inquiry as to pub-
lic buildings and unds at the city of New York—to the Com-
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 3
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By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: A resolution for the appoint-
ment of a special committee to investigate the sugar trust, and
for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following ti-
tles were presented and referred:

By Mr, BLAIR: A bill (H. R, 3630) for the relief of Gustavus
F. Jocknick—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. BRECKENRIDGE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 3631)
for the relief of Mary Ellen Atkinson, administratrix of the es-
gtﬂ' of Richard Atkinson, deceased—to the Committee on War

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 3632) granting a pen-
gion to George Reynolds, of Topeka, Kans.—to the Committee on
Inyalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 3633) for the relief of Peter D. Staats—to
the Committee on Military Afairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 3634) for the relief of T. H. Church—to the
Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R.3635) granting an increase of psnsion to John
A, Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HERMANN: A'bill (H. R. 3636)for the relief of Oliver
P. Coshow and others—to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 3637) for the relief
of Jethro Hill, of Jefferson County, Tenn.—to the Committee
on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. B. 3638) for the reli¢f of Mary Jane Hubbard,
of Jefferson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. RR. 3639) for the relief of the
heirs of M. D. Newman—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 3640) to re-
move the charge of desertion from the record of Joel Embry—to
the Committee en Military Affairs.

By Mr. TATE (by reguest): A bill (H. R. 3641) for the relief of
the estate of Frank H. Nichols—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 3642) to pay Mrs, Mary J. Hix
certiin money—to the Committee on Claims.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 3643) for the relief of Margaret S.
Fain—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also (by request), a bill (H.R. 3644) for the relief of Hiram A.
Dn.rnall—t,or?r?he Committee on Military Affairs.

Also (by request), & bill (H. R. 3645) for the relief of Walter R.
‘W. Atkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WHITING: A bill (R. H, 3646) granting a pension to
William D, Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PASCHAL (bﬁ request): A bill (H. R. 3647) for the re-
lief of Ann Barnes—to the Commitiee on War Claims.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa-
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr.CRISP by request): A petition from the Nebraska An-
nual Conference of the Methodist Church, and another f{rom
Southeast Indiana Annual Conference of the Methodist Church,
Eraying for the repeal of the Geary law—to the Commitiee on

oreign Affairs.

Also, petition from 65 citizens of New Mexico asking the pas-
8 of a Iree-coinage bill—to the Commitiee on Coinage,
Vﬁ:;ghts, and Measures.

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Resolution {rom the Commercial Club
of Tacoma, composed of 600 representative business men of this
city, petitioning Congress that immediate action be taken in the
matter of constructing coast defenses on Puget SBound—to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: Resolutions from the State Grange
of Oregon, asking, first, the passage of an antioption bill; sec-
ond, the speedy construction of the Niearagua Canal, and that
the same ge constructed and owned by the United States; third,
that the mints be opened to the free coinage of both gold and
silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, ete., and opposing the repeal of the
Sherman law without a substitute providing for the enlarged use
of silver; fourth, the election of United States Senators by the
people—to the Commitiee on Agriculture.

AEBO, memorial from the Pendleton Commercial Association
of Pendleton, Oregon, asking for the unconditional repeal of
the purchasing clause of the Sherman act without reference to
gxture monetary legislation—to the Committee on Banking and

urrency.

By Mrjf FLYNN: Petition of 737 ta.x?ayers of Lincoln County,
Okla., praying for relief—to the Committee on the Publie Lﬁmii
By ﬁr, M ORN; Petition of citizens of Contra Costa County,

Cal., favoring the free coinage of silver—to the Committee on
Coinage, Weights, and Measures.

By Mr. SNODGRASS: Petition of M McGuire, adminis-
tratrix, of Hamilton, Tenn., praying that her war claim be re-
ferred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, petition of James S. Edwards, of Tennessee, praying for
the reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com-
mittee on War Cluims. 1

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: Petition of 20 citizens of
Tilden, of 13 citizens of Washougal, of 14 of Thorp, of 52 of
Thornton, of 34 of Loop-Loop, of 22 of Luny, of 9 of Belryman,
of 29 of Etna, of 53 of I?l.s.za, of 6 of Welcome, of 64 of Prosser,
of 14 of Sherman, of 10 of 8t. Andrews, of 1 of Toledo, and of 1 of
Langley, all in the State of Washington, in opposition to the re-
peal of the Bherman act nnless said repeal shall provide for the
continued coinage of silver on terms more favorable to silver—
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures,

SENATE.
TuEesDAY, October 3, 1893,

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m.

Prayer by Rev. GEORGE ELLIOTT, D. D., 0of Georgetown, D.C.

‘The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved.

Mr. CULLOM. There seems to be a lack of a quorum. I ask
that the roll be ealled.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.

The Secret iry ealled the roll.

Mr. SHERMAN, There are three members of the Senate in
the Committee on Finance engaged in public business. I think
it is but fair that their names should be entered as present, be-
cause they are absent in obadisnce to the order of the Senate.

Mr, TELLER. They can not be entered as presentunless they
are here.

Mr. CULLOM. They can be excused.

Mr. TELLER. Tt does not make any difference on what they
are engaged, they can not be entered as present.

Mr. SHERMAET. The Bensator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES],
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], and the Senator
from Nevada [Mr, JONES] are the members to whom I refer.

After some little delay the following Senators answered to
their names:

Allen, Dixon, le, Power,
Allison, Dolph, dsay, Ransom,
Berry, Dubeis, MeMillan, Sherman,
Bukler, Frye, McPherson, Shoup,
Caffery, G ar, Manderson, Stewart,
Camden, George, Mills, Teller,
Cameron, Hale, Morgan, Voorhees,
Chandler, Harris, almer, 'Washburn,
Colguitt, . Hawley, Pefter, ‘White, Cal
Cullom, Higgins, Perkins, Lt.
Davis, - Jones, Nev. Platt,

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 11 o'clock and 11 minutes a. m.).
Forty-three Senators have answered to their names. A quorum
is present. '

SILVER BULLION EXPORTS.

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in re-
sponse to a resolution of September 26, 1393, a statement of the
amount of silver bullion exported during the months of July
and Al:lgust, 1893; which was ordered to lie on the table and be

rinted.
£ PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

The VICE-PRESIDENT pres=nted petitions of the Southeast
Indiana Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church; of the
Nebraska Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, and of
the Columbia River Annual Conference of the Methodist Epis-
copal Chureh, assembled at Moscow, Idaho, praying for the re-
peal of the so-called Geary Chinese law; which were referred to
the Committee on Foreign Heletions.

Mr. MOMILLAN presented a patition of the Central Labor
Union, of SBaginaw, Mich., praying that the proposed new Gov-
ernment Printing Office be built by day labor and not by con-
tract: which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds.

RE-POBTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
was referred the bill (S.684) for the relisf of Mrs. Evalyn N.
Van Vliet,reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- .
port thereon.

Mr. COLQUITT, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-
Roads, to whom was referred the bill B{B’. R. 2668) authorizing
the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General toapprove postmasters’
bonds, reported it without amendment.
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