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By Mr. ENGLISH: A bill (H. R 8720) granting a pension to
Elizabeth H. Neumann—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 3721) for the relief of Calvin Gunn—
to the Committee on Claims. -

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H.R.3722) for therelief of the widow
and heirs of Marcellus Pettitt—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. STORER: A bill (H. H. 8723) granting an increase
oPl pei?)slon to Michael Kummer—to the Committee on Invalid

ensions.

By Mr. WHITING: A bill (H. R.3724){or the relief of Dennis
Melntyre—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

PETITIONS, ETC.

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

By Mr. ARNOLD: Additional evidence to accompany bill for
the relief of George B. Stone, companies C and H, Fifty-sixth
Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia Volunteers—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BELDEN: Petition of Sanford Pickard and 50 other
employés of the Westcott Chuck Company, of Oneida, N. Y.,
against any reduction of the tariff or chunge in the McKinley
tariff law—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CADMUS: Petition of Ed, McDonald Reynolds, late
of the United States Marine Corps, for restoration, éte.—to the
Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. FUNK: Petition to have name of John B. Ford entered
on the original rollsof Company A, Seventh Regiment Iowa Cav-
alry Volunteers, and an honorable discharge from said service—
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetis: Petitions of Massachusetts
State Board of Trade; of the Stationers’ Board of Trade and
Paint, Oil and Varnish Club of New York City; of Springfield,
Mass., and New Orleans, La., Boards of Trade; of the 5t. Louis
Cotton Exchunge; of the Merchants’ and Manufacturers’ Ex-
cha nge of Datroit, Mich., and of the Detroit Paint, Oil and Var-
nish Club for the consolidation of third and fourth class mail
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. PEARSON: Petitions of glass-bottle workers and
others, of Belmont City, Ohio, and of Bridgeport, of said county
and State, praying that no change be made in the tariff schedule
on manufactured glass bottles—to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. SHELL: Petitions of Hon. B. R. Tillman, governor,
and other officials of the State of South Carolina, of the citizens
of Columbia, Fairfield, Charleston, Richland, and Lexington
cities, Fort Motte, Bellewood, Darlington, Greenville, Orange-
burg, Newberg, Williamston, Chester, Weston, Acton, Camden,
‘Winnsboro, Batesburg, and Spartanburg, all of South Carolina,
praying for an appropriation for the improvement of the naviga-
tion of the Congaree River, in said State—to the Commifttee on
Rivers and Harbors.

SENATE,

SATURDAY, October 7, 1893.

The Senate met at 11 o’clock . m.
Prayer by Rev. GEORGE ELLIOTT, D. D., of Georgetown, D. C.
The Journal of yegterday’s proceedings was read and approved.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the board of
directors of the Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., pray-
ing for the repeal of the silver-purchasing clause of the so-
ealled Sherman law; which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of the Norwegian and
Danish Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, held at
Chieago, 11l., praying for the repeal of the Chinese exclusion
act, known as the Geary law; which was referred to the Commit-
tee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. FAULKNER presented a pefition of the Annual Confer-
ence of the Methodist Episcopal Church of West Virginia, pray-
ing for the repeal of the so-called Geary Chinese law; which was
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. PETTIGREW. I presenta memorial of 200 miners en-
gaged in mining in Black Hills, South Dakota, remonstrating
against the extension of time for doing work upon mining claims.

Yesterday I objected to the p of & which proposes to
extend the time one year, and I did so for the reason that I
thought it would preveut the expenditure of large sums of money
in the mining States. The miners who are there working u
their claims do the twenty-five days’ work nacessary for ho!dﬁé
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a claim, and they depend for theirsupport very largely upon the

mon?i which eomes in from cor mt?ons and nonresidents. In

fact the bill would simply stop all such work in those States and

prevent outside money from coming in to the support of those

faeople who are there now, and therefore it would Be unwise leg-
lation in my opinion.

I received this memorial this morning, and. I ask to have it
properly noted and laid on the table,as the bill is already before
the Senate.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorialwilllie on the table.

Mr, SHOUP presented & petition signed by 340 citizens of Ada
and Owyhee Counties, Idaho, praying for the enactment of leg-
islation providing for the freer and more extended use of silver as
money of ultimate redemption, thereby checking the continued
confraction of the currency: which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Ohio Annual Con-
ference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, assembled at Lan-
caster, Ohio, September 27, 1803, praying for the repeal of the
so-called Geary Chinese law; which was referred to the Commit-
tee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Chilli-
cothe, Ohio, Eraying' for the repeal of the silver-purchasing
clatise of the Sherman law; which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also Eresented a memorial of the National Grange, Patrons
of Husbandry, of Washington, D. C., remonstrating against any
reduction of duty on agricultural products: which was referred
to the Committee on Finance.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1061) to relieve George
W. Shaw from the charge of desertion; which was read twice
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the
Committee on Military Affairs. ¥

PROPOSED FINANCIAL LEGISLATION.

Mr. WOLCOTT. I submit a resolution which I ask may lie
over until Monday.
The resolution was read, as follows:

Regolved, That the Ssnate Committee on Finance be directed to report a
bill for the coinage of gold and silver, in accordance with the policy set forth
in the bill reported by the committes Augnst 28, 1893, being Igoﬂ. ly

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over, and be
printed.

INVESTIGATION OF FORD'S THEATER DISASTER.

Mr. HARRIS submitted the following resolutions, which were
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent
Expenses of the Senate:

Resolved, That aselect committee of five Senators be appointed by the Chair
to investigate the Ford Theater disaster and report to the Senate whether
in equity and justice the Government should compensate the sufferers of
that disaster for the injuries sustained by them, and if it shall be decided
that they should be eompensated, then the committes will investigate each
individual case and report the amonnt of compensation that should be al-
lowed in each case. Be it further

Resolved, That the committes may employ a clerk who is a stenogra
and who shall do the stenographie work of the committee as clerk, and that
the committee shall have power to send for persons ui&z‘Eﬁ and the
cnlésii:}nnilhor the committee, or of any subcommittee, may ister oaths.

urther

Reaolved, That the exgensea of said investigation shall be paid out of the
contingent fund of the Senate,

Resolved further, That sald committee may act Jolntly with a similar com-
mittee 6f the House of esentatives if the House shall appolnt such com-
mittee, and that the committee may report by bill or otherwise.

GOVERNMENT LOANS.

. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate
aresolutioncoming over from a previous day, which will be read.

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr.
ALLEN, as follows:

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treas and he Is hereby, directed
to inform the Senate whether the Gwemmueﬁg%m time smnez{yhe 5th day
of March, 1885, to the present time has borrowed any money ifso, the amount
borrowed, of whom and when borrowed, and the character of the security

ventmerfrocr; al;d to transmit &ll correspondence reélating to the borrow-

ol such money.

Mr. ALLEN. Mr.President, I have been necessaril an%a.gec%
as

‘this morning in some business connected with my Stata{ an

was not able to bring with me the data I desired to submit on
this r?solutdon, T should like to have it passed over until Monday
morning.

The gICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of
the Senator from Nebraska that the resolution lie over until
Mrgum morning? The Chair hears no objection, and it is so
ordered,

PURCHASE OF SILVER BULLION,
Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the Senate proeeed to the con-

sideration of House bill No. 1.
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee

J
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of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R.1) to
repeal a part of an aet, s?proved July 14, 1890, entitled ““An act
directing the purchase of silver bullion 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 from the Committee on Finance.

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I desire this morning to
state in the hearing of the Senate and the country that on
Wednesday next, after the meeting of the Senate, I shall ask it to
continue in session until a vote is taken upon the pending meas-
ure, and I shall ask and expect Senators to maintain a quorum
for the transaction of business until the end of this protracted
struggle is reached. I might say more, but more is not neces-
sary. 1give thisnotice in order that Senators may govern them-
ael;ﬁs accordingly in the transaction of the duty t{ley owe to the
publie.

I believe the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. RoAacH] desires
to address fhe Senate on the pending measure.

Mr. ROACH, Mr. President, I hope it is with becomin
modesty that I, a new member and untried in matters of natio:
legislation, essay to tax the time and patience of the Senate for
the purpose of submitting some remarks on the pending bill.
I can not hope to say anything novel upon a question which has
been so ably and so exhaustively discussed, nor can I hope to
present my views in a very attractive manner, devoid as I am of
the arts of oratory and laboring as’I do under the disadvantages
of poverty of adequate power of expression. But mindful of the
saying, and believing in its truth, that silence is golden, I fear
that longer silence on my part might lead to a misconception of
my position on thisquestion. Hence my desire to define my at-
titude by the silver of speech.

Moreover, the people whom I have the honor in part to rep-
resent are deeply interested in this subject, and I deem it my
duty, as it certainly is my pleasure, to give voice, even though
feebly, to their sentiments as I understand them.

The continued use and coinage of silver as money was one of
the leading issues, if not the most important factor, that caused
the revolution of ]iopula.r sentiment in my State, and resulted
in the aroused publie feeling that made a well-defined political
majority useless in effecting a desired end, and elected as hum-
ble an individual as myself to this body to aid in giving expres-
sion to real public opinion there.

In the outset of what I desire to say, I wish first to state the
question truly, and to define my position thereon as clearly as
the power of language under my control can make it. As Iview
i1, the true guestion is, not as I read in most of the papers and
thr?ugh them conveyed to the people, one of repeal or no re-

real.
: I have seen it stated in the public press that certain Senators
are opposed to repeal, and my name has been printed among
them.

In all my intercourse and observation here I have asyet found
no one who is opposed to the repeal of the purchasing elause of
the act of 1840, ]

No one, as I read, objects to the repeal of that clause of that
act. On the contrary, everyone, without exception, I believe,
admits that it ought to be re%ealed. But, the real contention
between the two sides in this body, as I understand it, is imme-
diate repeal with subsequent possible legislation affecting silver
on the one side and actual legislation previous to, and in con-
nection with, repeal on the other.

With this latter clause I have the honor to coineide in my con-
scientiousconvictions of whatI consider the proper course to pur-
sue in a matter fraught with consequences of such grave import
to the people of this country for all time to come.

Mention has been made quite frequentlﬁ of the declarations
of the Democratic platform adopted at Chicago last year, and
what was meant or not meant by the plank in regard to the sil-
ver-purchasing act of 1880. It has been mentioned with such
frequency that I have no doubt it is now known by heart by all
present. I had the honor to be a member of that convention,
took part in its proceedings, and voted for the adoption of the
whole platform as it was finally passed. I am, I believe, in per-
fect accord with its declarations, and especially with the plank
so much relied on by Senators who have quoted it on both sides
of this question in support of their positions. That plank de-
nounced the act in question as ‘‘ a cowardly makeshift,” ete., all
of which reasons therein stated should make its supporters as
well as its author anxious for its repeal. And it seems that its
supporters as well as its author have taken Democratic advice
and are anxious for its re And Senators on this side,
although they ecan neither claim authorship nor are entitled to
be classed as supporters of this measure sinceall, Iam informed,
refused to support it, are now anxious for its repeal.

Now, Mr. President, I declare that I am anxious for its repeal.

I believe that all those with whom I have the honor to agree on
this question are anxious for its repeal. I speak, of course, of
the Senators on this side of the Chamber. I have heard noth-
ing so far said in any of the speeches that have been made to
disabuse my mind of that impression. It would not be becom-
ing in me to refer to expressions of any Senator who has spoken
on this subject by way of criticism or to quote former speeches
with a view of showing, or attempting to show, inconsistency on
the part of anyone.

My entrance into this body is too recent, my acquaintance and
knowledge of former events toolimited to permit of sucha course
on my part, even had I the inclination which I assure you is
entirely lacking. But aside from that, I do not regard the ut-
terances that have been quoted here of prominent Senators of
both political parties in former debates on kindred subjects as
going to show any inconsistency in reference to the particular
stand they may have taken here and now on this question. I
can see not only strong grounds for the attitude assumed by all,
but consistency also in those who have been here long and spoken
often before on great questions of this kind.

I have no previous record on this subject to line up with, but
am mindful that I am now making a record with which, if I'live, I
may at some future time be brought face to face, and that the
people will hold me responsible to the extent of whatever little
weight [ may be supposed to have in the settlement of this
great financial problem of a policy for the Government, that will
mean prosperity or the reverse for us and those who are to come
after us. 1tiswithafullrealizingsenseof thisresponsibility,and
the paramount importance of the great questions involved in this
discussion and proposed action, that I have listened, read, and
given the best thought of which I am eapable since the begin-
ning of the extraordinary session of Congress, and the conclu-
sions arrived at have been forced upon me as the result of such
deliberation and Btudi.

Mr. President, L ask for some legislation in connection with
repeal that will recognize the use of silver aslegal-tender money
and its continued coinage. In making this request I do not
think I am unreasonable, nor an obstructionist, nor impeding
the only legislation that will save the country finaneially. If I
am not mistaken, all of those who have spoken in favor of imme-
diate and unconditional repeal have admitted that some legisla-
tion must or ought to follow. They admif, or most of them do
by implication at least, that this repeal will be like the enact-
ment of the law in the first place, only another makeshift; and
from their own and the direful accounts we have read in tha
nﬂwapagera of the awful consequences of this makeshift, I should
think they would dread as I do the trial of another by this
speedy and unconditional repeal.

All must admit that the repeal of the act in question will leave
us in the condition in which the country found itself from the
time of the demonetization act of 1873 up to the act of 1878, Un-
less, indeed, there be some point in the contention of the dis-
tinguished Senator from Alabama made the other day that the
revival of the law of 1837 by the act of 1878 was not repealed as to
its legal-tender feature by the law of 1800. But be that as it
may, the condition of the country after the act of 1873 resulted
in & demand that brought about a recognition of silver by theact
of 1878, and even that failed to suppress the growing popular de-
mand for the freer coinage of silver, hence the free-coinage law
that passed this body, and to shut off which the present law
now under discussion was put upon the statute books.

In view of these facts—and, I take it, the aceuracy of the state-
ments no one will deny—is it competent to declare that a request
forsome definite silver legislation coupled with the repeal of this
act is unreasonable and out of place? Is such a request any jus-
tification for the abuse that has been heaped upon the Senators
here who have asked for this—simply this, and nothing more?

Does it make the position of the Senators on the other side of
the question so perfectly proper and logical that only those on
this side must be denounced and abused?

Now, then, as the repeal of this act will leave us practically
where we were from 1873 to 1878, and the demands of the peopla
for the better recogniiion of silver were so earnestand persistent
that Congress found it necessary to enact the law of 1878, and if
even that concession was not enough to satisfy this constant de-
mand on the part of the people for silver and more silver, how
are you going to stifle the demand which still exists by destroy-
ing the last vestige of legislation that recognizes silver at a.lf?
Are you not aware that this at cry of the people must be
heeded, just as it was before when the discovery was made that
silver was demonetized? Just as sure as this repeal is passed,
as contemplated, will the people respond by sending those here
who will attend to their wants and grant them relief.

The people of this country are patient and long-suffering, as
has been evidenced in the not remote past, but once aroused they
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effectually demonstrate that this is a government of, for, and by
the people.

Much has been said about immediate repeal being necessar
to restore confidence and enable business to resume its norm
course and open up the channels of trade. Of course this asser-
tion is based on the allegation that the actin question caused the
disturbance and loss of confidence. 1 know that the assertion
has been made, and is being made over and over again by muny
newspaﬁm's throughout the country, yet hardly any Senator who
has spoken has scen fit to attribute our money troubles to the act
of 1890 alone. Some, I balieve, have said it may have been or
was a moraor lessimportant factor of causation. Butinterviews
with bankers and others in the large cities, especially the great
money center of the country, New York City and Wall street,
have scattered the idea broadecast that the silver-purchasing act
of 1890 was alone to blame and its repeal at once and withoutlet
or hindrance was the only cure for the financial woes of the
country.

So insistent and persistent was, and is, this demand, that an
one and all who pretended to doubt and attempted to deny bot
the alleged cause and the proposed only remedy have been and
are subjected to the most intense objurgation and bitter war of
words ever known in the history of this body. Gentlemen of
long experience in financial affairs of the country, Senators who
have served in this body long, faithfully, and honorably, are us-
sailed relentlessly by these self-constituted apostles of financial
dispensation and self-appointed only saviors of the country,
and nothing is too mean or harsh in their vocabulary to hurl at
these honorable men. And, not stopping at that, the people of
a whole section of our common ‘t:n::n.tmst-{1 are held up to scorn and
ridicule by these same guardians of the country’s welfare and
premiers of the country’s finance.

As a specimen of the way in which we, who are said to oppose
repeal, are held up to public scorn and indignation, I will read an
extract from a recent issue of a paper, of some circulation, in my
section of the country. - .

The Pioneer Press, of St. Paul, Minn., thus expatiates upon
the ‘*mouth:"

The free-silver minority of the Senate is the limp and sodden carcass of a
paralytic which has lost the use of all its organs but its mouth, Itisall
moutg. and nothing but mouth; a great, big, bawling, lonely, multitudinous
mouth, with all its expiring vitality concentrated in the preternatural ac-
tivity of its jawbones. And the angry nation, which is forced to wait upon
the automatic clatter of this grinning death’'s head strung on the wiresof
senatorial courtesy, and to endure this gratuitous mockery of its long
agony, involkes a quick surcease of the etiguette which it insults and ef the
patience which it outrages.

It will be seen by this item how the effort is being made on
the part of the press—the gold press or the antisilver press—to
mislead the people by the false stitement that the ‘ silver Sena-
tors,” so called, are doing all the talking to delay action on this
bill, ignoring the fact that as many speeches have been made on
one side as the other, and blind to the other and more important
fact that the speeches on both sides have been of very great ad-
vantage in permitting a more comprehensive view and better
understanding of the whole subject of a governmental financial
policy, and will do much to bring about a true, lasting adjust-
ment of the whole question,

A very respectable portion of the people,intelligent, patriotie,
and liberty loving, deny that the act of 1890 was the cause of our
financial difficulties, from which we are now happily emerging,
and can see no reason why the outery against 1t, and the de-
mand for its immediate and unconditional repeal, is a condition
precedent to a restoration of confidence and business serenity.

Some there are, not few in number nor insignificant in business
affairs, who entertain the confident opinion that it is the least
fuctor, if one at all, in bringing about the panic that seized our
people and caused the withdrawal of large sums of money from
the regular channels of trade.

Men of character and ability in the financial world assert, from
the honest convictions within them, that the state of Ieeling
which we call alack of confidence was produced and maintaine
by a concerted effort on the part of those who for the lasttwenty-
five years have almostif not quite controlled the financial policy
of this Government, to secure certain action in Administration
cireles, that if carried out would have inured to their advantage
and profit.

Right here, Mr. President, I desire fo say that in the remarks
of the eloquent and distinguished Senator from Kentucky [Mr.
BLACKBURN] the other day, this statement was verified, these
suspicions were reiterated, and the truth of them vouched for
by the Senator himself. After his statement that such a con-
spiracy existed, and that it was known that agents of England
were here to foree this Government to issue bonds, I was at a
loss to unde:stand how he eculd, in concluding his remarks, take
the position he did with regard to bringing about a vote on this

question. It seems to me, if there is any truth in the assertion—
and the Senator vouched for its truth and I am willing to believe
it—that such a conspiracy existed, that there was actually such
a thing going on, such anunderstanding among monsyed men in
this country and in England, that anybody on the side I support
would be justified in fighting the vote on this question as long
as it is possible to do so. .

I remember well during and near the close of the late execu-
tive session of the Senate, and immediately after the adjourn-
ment of that body in April, reading in the leiding metropolitan
dailies and in the pressdispatches sent out through the country
sensational articles, printed in startling headlines, of the export
of gold from this country,and that the gold reserve in the United
States Treasury was being trenched on. Figures were printed
of the amounts of gold booked for export a week or two ahead,
with the statement that if such drain continued there wus no
telling to what a terrible extent the gold reserve in the Treas-
ury would be reduced, if not entirely eliminated, and calling
upon the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds to stem the
outflow. These }i'ublicati.ons were kept up for some time with
remarkable regularity and similarity. Now, sir, there was, in
my opinion and in that of others better able to express a valua-
ble opinion on such matters than myself, no occasion for such
“;lidespma-d sensational publications of a simple transaction at
the time.

Many times before gold had beenshipped out of the country in
the settlement of balances that happened, as was often the case,
to be against us, and no outery ]:mg been raised to spread alarm
amongst the peoFle, always prone to take fright ata r:al or
fancied searcity of money. The subsequent return of gold to
this country with the act of 1890 still in operation goes a long
way to prove the falsity of the charge that the act caused the
previous outflow, and gives those who charge conspiracy and a
concerted movement on the part of certain parties to produce
t.};le results we deplore, strong grounds upen which to base their
charges.

It has been said that those favoring silver should vote for re-
peal because the act of 1890 discriminated against silver and
made of it a commodity, did not recognize it as money and that
not a dollar was coined under it, but that the continued pilin
up of silver bullion in the Treasury was a menace to the met:
and depreciated its market value. Partly true and partly not.
The act referred to does provide for the continued coinage of
silver, limited it is true in amount, but still to be coined into
silver dollars. The accumulation of silver bullion in the Treas-
ury is detrimental to the price of silver, and for that reason the
bullion should be coined; gut. the harm, such as it may be, is not
near 80 great as would be the total annihilation of silver, by the
unconditional repeal of that act.

I shall say nothing about the parity of the two metals; that
subject has been abe discussed and sufficiently dilated upon to
clearly establish the proposition that it is useless fo discuss a
parity between the two metals, one of which hus been legisiated
almost ouf of existence, and against which, at the present time
the combined gold money power of the world seems to be engage
in determined warfare. It is for this reason that this greatand
powerful nation, having such large interest in the rich deposits
of this metal within its confines ought, in my opinion, to take up
the guage of battle in behalf of silver, rehabilitate this one of the

recious metals, and give it new life, making it with gold the
Eappy medium of exchange, expanding the circulation to meet
the growing necessities of our enormous volume of business and
bringing )]:;l)ros erity to all in every vocation of useful industry.

Much has 'geen said about the intrinsic merit, the intrinsic
value of gold. I have an extract here from a paper published
in my section of the country, which attracted my attention and
which T shall read, begging pardon of the Senate for taxing
their patience and time, but the views expressed in the article
strike me very favorably and forcibly, and I thought I could not
express myself better in any language at my command than by
reading the extract. It is as follows:

“INTRINSIC NONSENSE."

A sensible discussion of the gold question. after there has been so much
falsehood and folly emitted along that line, is highly refreshing. The aver-
age old-line newspaper organ treats gold as though it were the pole of the
commercial universe, from which everything radiates and to which all roads
lead. It is asserted tobe astable, unvarying thing, never changing in value,
always the same yesterday, to-day, and forever. By manyignorant writers
a certain number of grains of gold are said to possess what they call a cer-
tain amount of *‘intrinsic value,” by which we presume it is meant that
gold possesses noble qualities with a certain stated price which is st~
ant and nonseparable.

But the Jamestown Capital takes a sensible view of the question, declar-
ing that the ideaof gold essing intrinsie value is “ini ic nonsense.”
A profitable discussion of this question of value might be continued from
day to day for years at a time without being treated in all its branches and

various ramifications.
First, what is the meaning of “intrinsic? * Intrinsic means inherent
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‘When wo speak of an apple we can properly say that it has inherent ele-
ments of nutrition—intrinsic qualities or virtues which will nlmmakeit
desirable, but will not give them s large commereial value or unless
there be a scarcity of apples. A great many ple confuse valne with vir-
tue. They confuse a material with a m quality. Valus 1s a mental

quality entirely. The mind makes and unmaites price. Men can putal
price on a thing that has no real virtne, noquality rendering it progz.‘l.nen;ﬂy
useful and necessary to humanity. monds, for instance. They are
very high-priced, but their price is entirely out of proportion to thelr use-
fulness to mankind. But they are very scarce and ty and ms, and
for this reason rich ple have esta nshed.ahigulpnee for them. If the
of fashion should rule diamonds out they would be worth very little,

use they can bedispensed with, and are not necessary to mankind.

The price for diamonds has been established by the estimation of man-
kind far above the price that would rule if the inherent or intrinsic qualities
of the st.onie‘ wt::a r.-iom}dered alone. w‘l‘h&:lr fuas igui?sig. inh,urenlt. qut.,aél.i ties,
rendering it absolute! mcesssg plant life, but it has no price because

tad’.’ The sur light 'p

its sup'ri;ly 18 nnlmi: has intrinsic, inherent qualities, ren-
dering it necess to animal and plant life, but it has no commercial value,
no price, because its supply is The earth has intrinsic qualities,

inherent virtues making it necessary to life, human and animal, and it has
a commercial value because it is imited in supply and 1is subject to barter
and sale. But the land isno more necessary than the air and the light,
though the land has a high price and the air and the light have no price at

It will be clearly seen, then, that value is fluctuating. Value of things
upon the competition for them and the estimation in which the
are held by , and not always %pon the qualities of real indestructi-
ble virtue these things may possess, Value is not therefore inherent or in-
trinsic, and these terms can only be applied to guality and not to Prlce.
The use of the term *intrinsie value is entirely erroneous and has led to
no end of confusion in the discussion of econ subjects.

I have often thought, Mr. President, if a man were cast upon
8 lonely, uninhabited island with a thousand dollars in gold in
his possession, what would be the intrinsic value of that gold.
He could not eat it: it would not furnish him wherewith to
clothe himself; but if he had a thousand bushels of wheat, it
would be of some intrinsic value, because it would sustain life.
If he had a bale of cloth, that would be of some intrinsie value,
because by it he could clothe himself and protect himself from
exposure to heat or cold.

Mr. President, I come from a purely agricultural State and
am a practical farmer; we have no industries except those per-
taining to a pastoral people. 5

My colleague, in a very able and interesting speech a few days
BZO, gave valuable statisties with regard to the wheat crop and
prices for some years past. In view of the fact that he has gone
B0 deeplgls.nd intelligently into the subject, I will not consume
time with statistical figures. I will content myself with some
general observations on the subject to which his speech refers
and serves so well to elucidate.

Notwithstanding my colleague’s able and exhaustive stafe-
ment of figures and {acts connected with the products of agri-
culture and the price of silver, there seems to have been consid-
erable misunderstanding, whether purposely so or nof, and some
severe criticisms of his speech and of the position he has taken
on this question by the pipers in my section of the country, that
is the St. Paul Minneaﬁolis papers. I desire to read an ex-
tract from a paper at my home in reference to this matter, in
supportand sustaining the position taken by my colleague in his

speech. It says:
MISUNDERSTOOD.

There seems to be a misunderstanding concerning Senator HANSBROUGH'S
statement of the cause of decline in wheat prices. Many appear to think
that the Senator affirms that the decline in the price of sllver has caused
the decline in the price of wheat. It would be more correct to say that the
decline in wheat prices and likewise in the prices of all st.a;%’le commodities
is due to the appreciation in the price of gold. The trouble, then, lles in

?,gpmclattan and not in silver depreclation. But gold has ap; ated
7 50 per cent during the last twenty years, because silver has bean de-
moneatized at every mint in the world. It 1s entirely correct to say that gold
ap| tion 1s due to silver demonetization. With silver demonetization
one-half of the money metal of the world has been discarded and gold has
been usgd as the ongismndnrd. The competition for gold has doubled and
its price has doubl Silver has not dragged wheat down, nor has wheat
silver down. An ounce of silver will buy as much and no more
wheat and eotton than it wounld twenty years ago, but an ounee of gold will
buy twice as much silver and wheat and cotton as it wonld twenty years
ago. It will be seen, therefore, that the trouble lies in gold agpreciauon,
And this is precisely what Senator HANSBROUGH meant. A el of wheat
will buy as much of any of the other staple articlas as it would twenty years
ago, and if the world were out of debt the depreciation in prices would be
less harmful than it 1s. But the world is not outof debt. It is more in debt
than it ever was, and is getting in deeper and deeper every 2S'e:u-.

A bushel of wheat and an ounce of silver would pay §1.20 in debt twenty
W; now they will only pay half of that amount. This is where the

p comes in. Men who contracted to pay debts with their produe-
tions at a certain stated price, find when they come to convert these produc-
tlons into the gold with which debts are required to be paid, that they are
com; to work twice as long on their farms and pay twice as much of
their products as they agreed to pay. This 13 a logleal result of gold pay-
ments and of gold appreciation. It has happened at various times during
the last twenty years that a bushel of wheat would pay more debts than at
other times, but this fact has been due to incldental canses entirely—gener-
ally to & shortage in the supply of wheat. Labor-sa has
made it somewhat easier and cheaper to produce a of wheat than it

an influence

of has
té of the fact that it costs less to
¢ & bushel of wheat will buy less
time d the period under discussion. The

raise wi
ﬂamm at an
that . verylittle advantage to him in lessened cost of production,

for when he goes to the bank to pay his obligations it is still necessary for
him to take with him uheprocoex:ott.wloc as mrmg acres of wheat to pay a
debt that one-half the same amount of wheat would have paid twenty years
ag;% Evaﬁy farmer understands this fact. ‘'What is the remedy?
anifestly what the farmer wants is r prices. Higher will
malke debts easier to t'[tl’ny It means that those who have worked hard all
summer will be able ¥ their obligations and have money left. For in-
stance, a farmer who 5,000 bushels of wheat now gets §.500{or it. His
living expenses are £1,000. It costs him §1,000 to raise his crop, and he has
#5300 left with which to pay his note at the bank. If the volume of money
were increased 50 per cent he would get 83,750 for his wheat. His .livinﬂg ex-
increased 50 per cent, which would be £1,500. It would also
cost him §1,500 to ure his crop, but he would have left at the end of the
ear §50 to Bay h]s debt instead of the 500 that was left to him the year be-
ore. In dollars he would be a richer man by £250 as a direct resultof an in-
crease in the volume of money. An inerease in the volume of money means
ﬁs 1lmabor e in the purchasing power of every man’s labor or the product of

‘Whether he 15 in debt or not, he will be better off by anincrease of money.
If he is out of debt he will have more dollars to use or save, and if he wants
to loan it he will have more dollars to loan. Take the Instance just cited.
This year our farmer has five hundred left out of his crop. If he wants to
loan the five hundred he can perhaps get 10 per cent on {t. Next year, by
reason of an increase of the money volume, the prices of his products bri
50 per cent more than they did the year previous, He now has §750 on whigﬁ
he can draw 10 per cent interest, whereas the year before he only had five
hundred to loan.

Not all the farmers are able to see the advantage there would be to them
in an increase of money. They listen too often to the dangerous politiciana
and bank nawsgapers. who insist that cheap farm ucts and dear money
are just what the farmer wants to make him suprémely happy and prosper-
ous. But the farmer learn in time, and so will the bv essman whode-
pends upon the farmer for his livellhood.

The State of North Dakota possesses a soil that in fertility hus
been compared to the far-famed fertile Valley of the Nile. Her
'gaople are compesed of the best blood and brawn of the older

tates of the Union, supplemented by an intelligent, industrious,
and thrifty immigration from foreign lands.

‘Wheat is our staple productand upon it we prineipally depend
for our money income. We have the latest patented and most
improved machinery for carrying on our f operations, and
have been blessed ost continuously with favoring seasons for
thegrowthofour grain. We have, besides, the most magnificent
climate that any locality was ever blessed with, giving health
and strength to man and beast to carry on the farm work. And
yet with all these advantages, cheap land, rich soil, improved
machinery, good health and stre industrious and untiring
labor, and a kind Providence sending ‘bounteous harvests, it isa
struggle to make a living.

Prices have been depreciating steadily and unceasingly for
years, and the serious problem confronts the farmer what is he
to do. We have been silent and impotent witnesses of this ac-
cursed fall in prices, and an appreciating money. It has been
said that the supply of money has nothing to do with it, it is
overproduction, but we know better, just as we know that put-
ting a tariff on wheat was a mockery and a sham. We know
that a sufficient and equitable money supply will enhance the
price of our product, regardless of how much we are able to
raise in any one season.

Talk about overproduction and a surplus of wheat when thou-
sands are actually asking for bread. o feel there issomething
wrong; we know what the trouble is, or feel pretty well assured
that we do, and ask for some relief in the free coinage and use
of both gold and silver as the eurrency of this country.

Mr. President, it is no idle or senseless clamor thatarisesfrom
these prolific wheat fields of the West. The trouble is serious
and a remedy needed. Their ery should receive respectful an
serious consideration.

I haye in mind a picture that is indelibly impressed upon my
n:iind, being a participator and sufferer at the time with my peo-

e.

In the season of 1883 our fields nodded in the passing breeze
with the pleasing promise of a Eroeperons plenty. The growing
grain gave gladness to all our hearts, and the harvest wasnear,
when, in a night, in the twinkling of an eye, as it were, all the
reward of our toil was svie]gt from our grasp by one of those in-
scrutable dispensationsof Providence that th human under-
standing. A blighting frost killed the harvest of thousands of
acres, and we were left resourceless, with no one to turn to ex-
cept the Good One who had smitten us. And what did these
people then? Like any God-fearing le elsewhere, who had
learned and cherished Christian principles, they bowed their
heads with all the resignation possible in weak human nature,
and murmured: “ Thy will be done.”

Then, with hearts undismayed by disaster, and with a cour-
age worthy of the sturdy pioneers that they were, they har-
nessed up their teams, again put their hands to the plow, and
never looked back.

The following season blessed with a good ecrop, some conces-
sion was sought from the corporations controlling elevator and
transportation facilities, thatreduction might be made in freights
and other charges, thus enabling the farmer to some extent to




CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

. 1893. 2263

recoup the loss of his previous crop. DBaut the answer was made
that no reduction was possible; that these tions were
stock concerns as well as bonded affairs, and that it was neces-
sary to maintain freight rates and other charges at regular fig-
ures in order to pay interest on bonds and dividends on stocks.
So it seems it would be a terrible thing to have a stockholder
miss his dividend, or a bondholder lose his interest for any rea-
son or under any circumstances, but a farmer losing his crop—
why, no matter, he can plow up his land again, wait for another
crop, and in the meantime he and his family might do what?
Whi, the best they could,

I know it is said that talk of this kind is alarming agitation,
but it is extant all over the country, and comments of this kind
show the thoughts that such circumstances give rise to. Iam
far from saying that persons who invest their money in dividend-
paying stocks and interest-bearing bonds, should not receive
their interest and dividends—but there is a tremendous clamor
goes out and up when anything happens to cause losses, however
slight, to these favored ones, and all the legislation for years
past has been in their interest and to protect their interests, not
only to the exclusionof the farmer but to his detriment, and the
war against silver and its continued depreciation is in line with
this pernicious policy.

I have heard a great deal about the enormous growth of this
country in wealth and prosperity, and I believe it is true; a
country of such ingenious, industrious, and enterprising peo%le,
with such wonderful and diversified resources can not help but
forge ahead in all material prosperity.

But I pause to ask where is all the wealth, and what portion of
all the people are prosperous? We, in my section, can not lay
claim to very much prosperity, and are painfully aware we have
none of the wealth. But, Mr. President, I am not claiming any

cial privileges for my State or people; nor, I believe,do the

nators from what are called the silver States. We make the
claim broader in behalf of all the people, the bone and sinew of
the count In behalf of them, including the West and South,
we demand a right—mark you, we do notcrave a favor, we de-
mand a right—the right to afairchance in the battle of life, that
we may be given an olpportrun.ity to earn not only a Hﬁ:ﬁ’ but
receive a profit; that laws be enacted for the benefit of all, not
of a few or any particularclass: that whilst we donot want legis-
lation specially in our favor, we do not want it specially against

us.

‘Why, if the farmer is ignored, left out of the ealculations by
laws discriminating against him, what will happen? I can re-
member the time, in mﬁ not very long life, when the farmer was
the man of affairs in the country, aye, even in the councils of
the nation.

He was regarded as the solid and responsible factor in gov-
ernment, social and political. How isitnow? Forgotten: truly
the forgotten man—only remembered to be made the subject of
jest and serve the pu of the cartoonist in holding up to
public gaze the ‘* hayseed " to furnish amusementfor ‘‘ society.”

And so the farmer, the original producer of wealth in the
world, at this date of the world’s progress and advancementhas
none of it. And be itremembered the farmer (I mean, of course,
all those engaged in agricultural pursuits) comprises a major
portion of the people who are compelled to work for aliving. I
can tell you what will happen if the farmerisignored, just what
what was meant in the saying of the poet:

111 fares the land, to hastening ills a prey ,
Where wealth accumuiates anid men decay.

Mr, President, I am not a pessimist. I have an abiding faith
in the people of this country and theirloveof right and justice.
‘We have seen it exemplified in their action when arou to the
necessity of chanﬁling their public servants and correcting cer-
tain abuses, and they will in time correct any mistakes made
i)aare at this session in the way of the repeal and enactment of

LER

Their vote is mighty and will prevail, and their voice is the
voice of God and must be obeyed.

Mention has been made of the advantage accruing to the busi-
ness world by the use of the credit system, which of courss is
based on confidence, rendering the use of actual cash money al-
most unnecessary. and only in the final settlement of debit and
credit balances; so that business transactions involving thou-
sands, even millions of dollars in amount, and extending over a

period of time, can be and are adjusted, when the balance is
struck by the use of a comparatively insignificant amount of
cash money.

This, argument has been advanced to prove that very little
money is needed for the transaction of the enormous business of
this country, to say nothing of that of the whole world. Sir,

.. this may do for business men who have the credit necessary to

enable them to carry on their operations in this manner, and
there is no doubt but that nine-tenths of the business is carried
on in this way, upon creditor confidence. Better, vastly better,
I think, would it be were this not so to the extent that it exists,
for it is this condition that brings about such dire disasters
when panies ensue, and panics are the natural sequences of such
large and extended credits.

And now,admitting the advantages seoured by this vast strue-
ture of business credit, it must have a broad and solid base to
rest on. Suchamagnificentstructure,built up after years of labor
and enterprise, a glorious monument of progress, enlightenment, -
and civilization, should not be jeopardized by the attempt to
rest it upon the narrow base of gold alone. A much broader and
safer foundation, it seems to me, would secure the permanency of
this monument and prevent its ever being shaken by any storm
if, in addition to gold, we add the additional strength of silver.

But what of the vast army of people who have no credit and
can get none, and yet it is just as ne and important to .
these people to do business and live as it is for those who are
the possessors of this great factor in the business world.

The laborer and wage-earner must pay the grocer for the nec-
essaries of life he buys for his family; he must pay this in cash
or what is called money. If he wants a suit of clothes, however
cheap, he can not get it on credit or confidence, but must have
money in hand to pay for it. These are the people that want
and must have money, and when legislation is enacted that
makes this money scarcer and dearer, it is a direct blow fo his
life, liberty,and pursuitof happiness. The recognition of silver,
its use as money on the same plane with gold, its coinage with-
out diserimination the same ag gold, will serve to fill this kindly
office for the people, and furnish a just supply of money that the
people demand.

hrB‘. President, the contention made here that the national
banks have too much power in our financial affairs has been
sufficiently touched upon pro and con to relieve me of saying
much on that phase of the subject.

There is one feature of the national banks in our finances to
which I desire briefly to refer; and this occurred fo me yester-
day when the argumenf between the Senator from Ohio [Mr.
SHERMAN] and the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BU’I"LER;
arose with reference to the currency of the Scotch banks and o
this country, and as to the difference per capita. It seems to
me that this feature will readily account for the disadvantages
i.tg %32113 country even though the per capita amounthere appears

er.

1t is E::Ei.mecl by all the eminent writers upon finance in treat-
ing of the question of a circulating medium for the business of
the world, that one of its chief features, if not its paramount vir-
tue, iselasticity. In other words, a currency the volume of which
should expand with the demands of growing and active business,
and contract when there is a lull in active trading and the de-
mand grows less or ceases, The circulation of our national
banks, it was supposed, would realize more fully this particular
virtue than was ever before known in this country, but the fal-
laey of this hope has been demonstrated many times since their
organization, and the experience of the country goes to prove
that these banks only follow the natural tendency of all ag
gated capital, which at all times and in all places always &
seeks its own profit and advantage.

Hence these banks associated together for mutual benefit, in-
stead of meeting the demands of business needs and conforming
in their circulation to the requirements of the business situation
simply consulted their own interests and contracted or expand
their volume of currency as it was profitable to them.

It was and is still a dangerous power to trust to such dn organ-
ization, and can best be remedied, in my judgment, by removing
the tax from the issue of the State banksand allowing that system
to come into play as business demands more currency. I would
favor also the passage of a law permitting any holder of United
States Government bonds to deposit them with the Treasury and
receive thereon currency to their face value.

To my mind that would be an admirable feature, not only for
the purpose of increasing the currency supply when there was
demand for i, but it would have the tendency to induce the peo- .
ple to become the holders of the evidences of our national in-
debtedness, bring home the bonds held abroad, and so get rid of
that menace to our financial serenity.

Some five or six weeks ago I received an extract cuf from the
Chicago Tribune, sent me by some kind friend for perusal. I
have read it over carefully several times. I will not detain the

Senate by reading the whole of it, because it is quite long, but
I desire to call attention to it and make comments on it, because
it is a part, as I conceive, of the system that has been in vogue
of trying to create a popular impression that the coinage of sil-
ver is detrimental to the best interests of this country, and the
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country can only 1_‘ﬂxmaue a safe business course by a gold basis in
uniformity with the practice of England. The extractis headed:

VOICE OF THE PEOPLE—A CORRESPONDENT'S SENSIBLE LETTER ON THE
MONEY QUESTION—STOP SILVER PURCHASES FOR GOLD AND ISSUING SIL-
VER CERTIFICATES TO BE REDEEMED IN GOLD—HOW TO BRING BRITAIN
TO BIMETALLISM—ADOPT THE POLICY OF FRANCE—STRENGTHEN THE GOLD
RESERVES—THE FREE SILVER FRAUD—HOW IT WOULD CURSE THE COUN-
TRY.

Editor of The Tribune: :

The gla owe a debt of gratitude to The Tribune for the stand it has
taken for honest money. There has been no uncertain sound in the note of
alarm sounded, and It has clearly set forth and warned the people of the
great impending danger.

Upon Congress rests the responsibility of deciding whether we shall have
honest money or whether by continuing the purchase of silver or making
the coinage free we shall debase our currency, drive out our gold, and sink to
silver monometallism. Good money is the lifeblood of trade and commerce,
and you can no more expect prosperity in a country with a debased cur-
rency in circulation than you can health in the individual with bad blood
coursing through the veins. If we continue the purchase of silver or make
the coinage free at the ratio of 18 to 1 or 20 to 1, we shall practically demone-
tize Tom and drive iv out of the country and sink to a silver basis.

This woald mean to every wage-worker the loss of nearly one-half the
puxchmnﬁ power of his wages—to every bank depositor the loss of nearly
one-half the value of his deposit. Free colnage of silver in this country
would be the most antic fraud and robbery ever perpetrated on a people,
Ever since mnmg on in 1879 we have been on a gold basis, and the silver
that has circulated has been kept incirenlationata par with gold, not on ac-
count of the value of the silver dollar, but simply by the redemption of its
certificates in gold by the Government; and now the proposition is to make
the coinage of silver free onthe 16 to | basis; drive out our , 000,000 gold and
step on to a silver basis. We have heard much of the conspiracy of the " gold
bugs " (as they are called) to demonetize silver and drive it out of circula-
i g

CHICAGO, August 22,

tion, but no of the cohspiracy of the silver-mine owners to demonetize
gold and drive it out of the country. We hear much of the greed of those
who favor honest money, but nothing of the greed of those modest gentle-
men who demand that the Government shall pay them 100 cents in gold for
00 cents' worth of silver, and threaten that they will block the wheels of leg-
islation unless their modestdemandis granted. Arethe people of the United
Sw‘grﬁparad to the price of a debased currency withall its attendant
evils, that these silver-mine owners may try the experiment of getting 100
ger cent on the cost of their 58-cent production? If they have the right to

emand that the Government shall pay them 100 cents for 60 cents’ worth of
silver. has not the farmer the same right to demand that the Government
shall buy his grain on the same terms? Both the silver and the grain are
products from the und and are the resuits of labor.

These silver- gentlemen are uerading as *‘ bimetallists,” but
they are not. They are silver monometalllsts, and propose the very thing
that would render bimetalllsm impossible, for they must well know that this
country alone could not establish and maintain silver at par with gold on
any ratiolike 16 to1. Nor are we prepared to sink to a silver basis and pay
tribute to the silver-mine dwners for all time to come. They talk about a
compromise and ralsing the ratio to 20 to 1. Whatcompromise canthere be
between an honest and a dishonest dollar? Suppuse they increase the ratio
1020 to 1; we still have a dishonest dollar, worth less than 75 cents.

1 am a bimetallist, for I do not belisve that there is gold enough in the
world to serve all mankind as the money of ultimate redemption. With a
constantly Increasing demand for money by the expansion of trade and a
constantly mcmsl.ufnm of gold for the arts and other uses, we find no cor-
responding inerease in its production, and it now amounts to only $125,000,-
000 a year, a large part of which is used for other Surposes than money, so
that little is bemﬁ added to the stock of money, and we see astruggle to-da;
among the t financial nations to secure and keep the coveted gold. ]
uhave recently seen the Bank of England raise itsrate of discount three times
in as many weeks because of an outflow of a few millions of gold to this
country. Wehave seen a stril example in this country within the last
few months, where a money that has shaken the very foundations in
financial matters-was brought on by the exportation of gold and the fear
that the gold reserve of the Treasury would be drawn out.

Had the Treasury been as atron%in gold as it should have been, the panic
could not have occurred and we should have escaped the terrible shrink:
in values we have had and the widespread bankruptcy. These facts should
teach us that the finances of the world are on a dangerously narrow basis,
when the question of whether this country or that holds a few million more
or lessof gold can cause & panic and aflect the values of allkinds of property,
or when the exportation of a few million of gold from the Bank of England
will affect the interest rates of the world. ese facts should teach us that

old alons will not suffice for the rnoneg of ultimate redemption, and that
g:hn true interests of the world are for bimetallism. But the United States
has nothing to fear from a gold standard. We produce more gold than any
other country (except southern British Africa), and produce those things

which command gold. Europe must buy our breadstuffs or starve, and
when it comes to a ch between bread and gold, they will take our bread
and give us their gold. And if it is to bea fight for gold, we can command it
when no other coun!

can.

Whilewe have nothing to fear from the gold standard, we have evervthing
to fear from a silver standard (on the s of a 871}-grain dollar, worth but
58 cents). Our true interests are for bimetallism (on a ratio of parity of
value with gold). 1 belleve the United States to-day holds the key to the
situation, and by stopping the purchase of silver and atrengt.haning the
Treasury by the sale of from 200,000,000 to §300,000,000 of gold bonds in Eun-
rope will be in a position to dictate to England and force her to bimetallism,
for we should draw on her scanty stock of gold until bimetallism would be-
come to her a great necessity. Already we see that she is alarmed over the
situation. She has at-opy the coinage of silver in India, and has noability
to put her on a gold basis unless she can draw the gold from the United
States. To this country alone can she look for gold to replenish her scanty
stoclk, France, Germany, and Russia would no more dare to part with their

old than they-would dare reduce their standing armies. England was

e first country to demonetize silver. She has always besn ogpose{l to bi-
matallism, and Mwalys will ogipose it until she is forced from her position
b{l:hﬂ lm& of her gold. She has always arrogantly posed as the dictator on
L nestion.

I.-e?.ua see what her influnence on it is likely to be in the future. She has
been the creditor nation, as it werd, the banker of the world; but, unfortu-
nately she has loaned much of her money on worthless security. She has
loaned it to bankrupt nations who have ?‘g‘nt it in riotous living or in wild
financial schemes, Turkey. Egypt, the §em.!.na Republic, and Australia
have drawn money enough from her 1o make her poor. Again, England is

or in money; according to thelatest re ts from Mr. Preston, Director of
?t?s Mint (Aungust 18, 1883), she held % 000,000 of gold and §100,000,00¢ of
sllver, against $800,000,000 of gold and ,000,000 of silver held by France, and

-
£600,000,000 of gold and £211,000,000 of silver held by Germany, and £504,000,000
of gold and wgg.om,m of shvur held by the United States. Tn botH gold and

land stands at $550,000,000; France, $1,600,000,000; Germany, #811,-
000,000, the United States $1,182,000,000. From these we see that
she is the poorest of the great financial nations in gold and silver. In gold
alone she holds only &550,000,000, ainst 300,000,000 held by France, -
000,000 by Germany, and £604,000,000 by the United States,

Is it not about time that this great scarecrow of British financial suprem-
acy was dispelled? Is it not abouttime that Englandshould cease to dictate
to the world on the mone qbl::;suon, and that the United States should take
the tion which by right belongs to her as the controiling financial pow
of theworld? We hold the keyto thesituation, and if we draw £300,000,000
of gold from Europs it will be an object-lesson that will not soon be forgot-
}.en anrde ;!2.].1 l’ﬂ:rce “ngland to sue for bimetallism, for she could not stand the

085 O gold.

There is another reason whg Congress should authorize the sale of from
§207,000,000 to £300,000,000 of gold bonds and put the money in the Treasury as
an increased redemption fund. Our present reserve of $100,000,000 is wholly
inadequate asa redemption fund for ,000,000 of paper. Only onedollar in
eight for redemption. No wonder we have panies, or that the Treasury isa
prey tostock-jobbing speculators. The factis, the Treasury is, so wealkin re-
serve that if it were a national bank the Comptroller would order it closed by
telegraph. We have been banking on the credit of the Government, but the
lesson of the last few months should ieach us that there are times when
credit, no matter how high, will not save from financial disaster, but only

theactual cash will avail.

Had there been $300,000,000 of gold in the Treasury the money panic we are
now passing through conld not have happened. It malg; be objected thatthe
Government would lose a large amount of interest by kee 80 large a re-
serve. In answer I will say the losses of the last few months would pay that
interest for one hundred years. If France can afford to keep in the Bank of
France a gold reserve of $318,000,000, can not this country afford equal pro-
tection to the peopie? We, as the richest nation, have a right to the best
money, and our people have a right to demand that every do.lar of our
money shall be good at all times and in all places on the earth, That a dol-
lar shall have the same intrinsic value this year that it had last. They have
aright to demand of the Government, if it is to be their banker, that it
shall be so strong in reserve that no speculators can take advantage of an
unfavorable balance of trade and export a few millions of gold and precipi-
tate a Ean.lc. We can well afford to profit by the example of Francewith
her 318,000,000 0f gold reserve. No financial storms are likely to overwhelm
her—her at reserve saves her credit.

Bime m can only be brought about by international agreement among
the great financial nations. Free colnage in this country will not bring it—
I care notwhether theratiobal6to lor20tol. It is the height of folly to talk
of bringing silver to a parity with gold by fres coinage when the price of
silver buliion is constantly changgg. We would have a Punch and Judy
dollar dan to the tune of the London silver bullion market.

The United States is now on a gold basis, and has been since resumption
in 1878. The £500,000,000 of silver we have in circulation is kept at par with
Eold by the redemption of the silver certificates by the Government. France

as arévwnwo of silver which is kept at g:nr with gold at a ratlo of 15} to 1,
but it is the great gold reserves of the Bank of France that maintain the
parity. But there would come a limit in both France and the United States
as to the amount of silver that could be kept at a parity with gold, and that
}imlﬁl\gould be the ability of the government to redeem the silver certificates

n 5

e have about reached that limit, and we can not long go on purchasing
$50,000,000 of silver a year and paying for it in gold and redeeming its certifi-
cates in gold. Stop the purchase of silver and malke the Treasury strong in
1d and confidence will be restored at home and abroad. The money now
oarded will come forth from its hidlnsi Flm ready to do the bldding of
trade and commerce. A golden stream will start from Europe and fow to our
shores until we shall be as rich in gold as we are in natural resources. Then
will the United States take the position that by right belongs to her as the
great controlling financial power of the world. Then, England having lost
much ?tt ha:- §old ‘will sue for bimetallism, for it will have become a sipreme

necess: Or.

silver

But, if on the other hand, we commit the stupendous folly of making the
coinage of silver free, or continuing the further ﬂurchm of it, our -
000,000 of gold will leave us, and we will sink to a sllver basis. Al hope of

bimetallism will be gone, and we will take our place by theside of China and
Mexico, *with none 8o poor as to do us reversnce.”
A. H. CASTLE.

These sentiments practically have been freely stated upon this
floor during this debate. The statement that the free coinage of
silver will drive gold out of the country is simply an ass-rtion.
There hasbeen nothing which comes to my knowledge which gives
good ground upon which to base such an assumption. It is un-
supported by any good proof, and only rests upon the theor
that the dearer metal will be driven out by the cheapsr metal.
But if you establish fres coinage of silver where is the cheaper
metal? By that very action Lrou destroy the diserimination be-
tween the two metals, and silver becomes relatively as good as
gold. It is oml 5 the discrimination that the law has made
against silver and in favor of gold that has caused the low price
of the silver bullion. The moment you remove that unjust dis-
crimination silver will resume its natural and normal status and
be no cheaper than dpzlclﬂ ralativelﬁ. I have always had doubts
about the unlimited coinage of silver until my information has
been enlarged upon the subject by the debatss held upon this
financial question during the present extraordinary session.

Now, sir, I believe we can adogt. not only free coinage, but un-
limited free coinage of silver. Mind you, we produce more sil-
ver than any other one nation in the world. Suppose we ogan
our mints to the free coinage of silver; why, we are told when
such a proposition is mooted, we will be made the dumping
ground of a!l thesilver in the world; and, pray, sir, let me ask,
where is this chaag commodity to come from and who is going to
dump itin upon us? Wherein all the world will anybody be able
to buy cheap silver if this country opens its mints to its free coin-
age? Do you not see that our action will give it a commercial
value as a product that will maintain its price in the mariets of
the world, and nobody will be able to buy it, what may be called




1893.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

rl

2265

cheap silver? But of course it will be asserted as it has been be-
fore that this would be simplg silver monometallism for this
country, that all our gold would be driven out, and nothing buf
silver remain. But this I deny, because there would no longer
be dear money and cheap money; gold and silver would be on a
parity by the action of this Government and England, and every
other nation would be compelled to acknowledge the fact.

I know this is a bold assertion to make in the face of the opin-
ions of many eminent men of finance scattered broadcast over
this country for sometime, and the sincere and earnest convie-
tions of many financial experts. But, sir, I have had my faith
shaken very much since my advent here, and the opportunity it
has afforded me for research andstudy. I havefound that there
were some things about our financial laws that if not unknown to
all, were at best differently understood and subject to construc-
tion by the officers executing them. I am impressed that there
never has been a financial policy of the Government, butitseems
to me that most of the E&.ws enacted with reference to our
finances were the creatures of circumstances at particulag pe-
riods, shaped by the exigencies of occasions and emergencies,
and sort of patchwork, with only one iolden thread running
through it all, the only thing that has the appearance of any
uniformity and continuity, and that is the patent fact that
through it all the national banks have seemed to confrol and
shape the policy in each case.

To go back a little,inaccounting for the condition of the coun-
try—for the outflow of gold, which did not produce the panie,
but was made the occasion and used as an excuse for bringing on
# panic—there has been a strange overloolcinﬁ of the principal
cause, the one cause, above all others, which has created the
presentconditions. Some have assigned one cause, some another.

Some, it is true, one Senator in particular, has called attention
to what I consider the true idea. As a matter of fact, the prin-
cipal reason for the condition of the country, that is, the outflow
of gold, which was made the instrumentality to bring about the
ie, is plainly to be seen by an examination of our exports and
orts.
the fiscal years ending June 30, 1892 and 1893, our total ex-
orts of domestic merchandise and imports of foreign merchan-
gise were as follows:

= Excess of Excess of

Years. Imports. Exports. oot 1 importa,
i1 S e ' 827,402,462 | £1,015,722,011 | $188,819,540 |.... ... ..._
T S 941, 361, 421 830,876,908 |....._ ... ... #116, 481,513
_______________ 184, 845,103 _,,._-_._.-...__'__-,-.........

That is, we bought in the last fiscal year $116,484,513 worth
more of merchandise than we sold, and had to pay for it in gold
and silver. Everyone knows that the great bogy of our exports
are farm groducta, and a comparison of the quantities and values
of our principal foreign exports for these two years will show
one reason why our farmers are suffering now. fn 1892 the farm”
products com d 78.69 per cent of the whole, and in value
amounted to $799,328,322 of the total value of all our exports.
In 1893 they only made 74.05 per cent, and the value was $615,- -
353,381; that is, $183,074,941 less than the previous year. We
exported $184,845,103 of all merchandise less than we did in the
previous year, and all this falling off, except the pitiful sum of
$870,162, was from the products of agriculture. See how these
prineipal products have fallen off in quantity and value:

Erports of domestic merchandise—Principal agricullural articles.

For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, For the fiscal ;;%gaendmg June30, Quantities, Values.
. | Export Export
Articles. ' Quantities. 'I""tﬁs‘m value | Quantities. T"t':;‘sm' values | Decrease. | Increase. | Decrease. (Increase.
: | a per unit. : iper unit.
ORI e i e number. . | 394,607 | $35,002,005 | #89.00 % §26, 032,428 | 200.70 117,518 |l 29, 050, 667
Cotton pounds """"""""" TR T T T "ial'm S RAT ARt G
"""""""""""""" 2,085,219,811 | 258, 461,241 .088 2 212,115, 126 60, 631, 533
590 .B5 46, 034, 904 s g 17,002,900 |__
1.2 117,121,109 534 ¥ 67,864, 162
4. 90 16, 620, 330 5,403, 347 4. 58 L) Y PG e
.082 204, 724 17,754, 041 x
.072 | 891,788,175 35, 781, 470
.072 | 865,603,301 | 84,643 053
.081 | 266,083,083 22, 801, 899
otal valome oo o e s i 5 ] PR W S e 519,540,307 |.____...__ = - 1
?{3’, 549, 367 it e
POtAL BBCRORRE. o oo c s i mm i [ m s m i 168, 614,174

The above figures of t{nmutiuea and values are taken from summary statement of the imports and exports of the United States for the month ending

June 30, 1803, commencing page 9.

What does this table show? Out of the entire decrease, here
are nine agricultural articles on which the decrease is $163,614,
174. There is one singular feature disclosed by this table, the
two leading articles of export are cotton and wheat, the one
from the West and Northwest, the other from the South, and
the falling off in the money gmduoed by these crops in these
t.w%(%ea.rs is, cotton, $60,631 3 wheat, $67,864,162; less than
$2,000,000 difference. The West and Northwest suffered like
the South. !

But for the silver of the country, not only the Treasury but
the country would be bankrupt. k at the facts.

In the last thirty years we have mined gold to the value of
$1,180,140,000 and silver to the value of $1,138,919,000; total
metal product, $2,319,059,000. Of these precious metals, the prod-
uct of our mines in thirty gears, we have exported over and
above all our imports, over $1,200,000,000, about the same gquan-
tity of each metal. That would make about $600,000,000 of each
metal, whilst the excess of our merchandise exports over im-
ports in the same period of time is only $600,000,000. So that
our despised silver mines have paid as much of the great
war debt contracted to save the Union as our gold mines, and as
much as all the farms, factories, furnaces, mills, railroads—in
fact all the industries of the country put to ether. The few
thousand delvers for silver have done as much for the country
as all the toiling millions engaged in other labor, not counting
the gold-miners.

It was said the silver-coinage law of 1878 would drive gold out
of thecountry and bring silverin. Since the passage of thatlaw—
that is, from 1879 inclusive to 1893—we have mined in the United

.

States silver to the value of $764,369,000, and we have imported
$215,695,286, whilst we have exported $388,419,035; thatis, weex-
rted $172,724,649 more silver than we imported. That leaves
91,965,351 silver in the country on the 1st of January, 1893.

In the same years we mined of gold $467,600,000, imported
$486,797,317, and exported 388,745,757, showing an excess of im-
ports over exports in gold of $08,051,560, and a total of gold inthe
country of $584,848,877. These are the figures taken from Treas-
ury reports on mining, imports, and exports, and are presumably
correct.

These official figures show that neither the law of 1878 nor the
law of 1890 have driven gold from nor drawn silver ifnto the
country. The laws of trade govern that subject, and gold comes
or goes in obedience to these laws. J

There is, however, an undoubted necessity thata change should
be made in our currency system. And here the remedies pro-

osed are as various and variant as are the reasons given for ex-
sting conditions. Some want State banks, others want more
national-bank notes; still others want more Treasury notes, and
a much larger class claim that ‘“free coinage of silver” is the
only remedy needed and the only one that would bring the de-
sired results.

Those who seek this, and I am amongst them, are met with
the statement that silver is not accepted as money in Europe and
that we must waif and have an “international monetary agree-
ment with these European nations™ before we can successfull
return to bimetallism. I do not believe this, nor is it practi-
cable. England will not consent, and itis the great ereditor na-
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tion of the world. Bimetallism will never come if we have to
wait for England’s consent.
Mr, PETTIGREW. Imake the pointthatthereisnoquornm
resant.
s The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair).
The suggestion having been made that there is no quorum pres-
ent, the roll will be ed.

The Secre called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:
Allen. Dixon, Manderson, Shoup,
Allison, Dolph, Mills, Stew
Bate, Fr{e, Palmer, Teller,
Berry, Gallinger, Pasco, Vance,
Blaci‘:hw:n, George, Pefller, Vest,
Butler, Gorm: Perkins, Voorhees,
Caffery, Harris, Pettigrew, Walthall,
Call, Hawley, Power, ‘Washburn,
Carey, Hill, Ransom, Wolcott. =
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Roach,
Davis, McPherson, Sherman,

Thoe PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the
chair will state that the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CurLoM] is
temporarily absent, attending the funeral of ex-Senator Groome,
of Maryland, and desired that announcement to be made.

Mr. GORMAN. My colleague [Mr. GIBSON] is detained at
his guarters in the city to-day by severe illness, and is unable to
be present in the Chamber,

r. DOLPH. T desire to state that my colleague [Mr.
MircHELL of Oregon] is absent by leave of the Senate on ac-
count of serious illness in his ta.mill.x.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 0rg.two Senators have an-
swerzd to their names. A quorum of the Senate is not present.
Whetis the pleasure of the Senate?

Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be di-
rected to request the Senators who are absent to come here and
stay here.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana
‘moves that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to uest the
presence of the Senators now absent. The question is on that
motion.

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant-at-Armswill ex-
ecute the order of the Senate.

Mr. BrICE entered the Chamber, and answered to his name.

Mr. HARRIS. Does that not make aquorum, Mr. President?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-three Senators-have an-
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present.

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Ind that he
move that mrtheégmceedings under the call be dispensed with.

Mr. VOORHEES. I make that motion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana
moves that further proceedings under the call be dispensed with.

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Da-
kota will proceed.

Mr. ROACH. Mr. President, much has been said here about
an international agreement. Many Senators, who favor uncon-
ditional repeal have declared their faith in, and fidelity to, bi-
metallism; but assert that such a consummation, however de-
voutly to be wished for,could only be realized when England and
the other great commercial nations consented.

Particular emphasis has been laid on what England might do
or would do, seeming to imply that if England would agree with
this country to maintain bimetallism there would be no doubt of
its accomplishment, and these two nations would enforce the
system by the weight of their power and influence in the com-
mercial world. Many eminent and sound statesmen and finan-
ciers are of the opinion that this country alone can not maintain
bimetallism, and their views and opinions are entitled to great
weight and serious consideration. : o)

Ido not think that any Senatorin this body thinks for a moment

- that England will consent to or say agree to go to bimetallism
with this country or with any other, or permit any other coun-
try over which she has any control whatever, whether financial,
ﬁolilioal, or social, to adopt any system of bimetallism whatever

she has any power of any kind to prevent it. Occupying the
ition she does, owning the accumulated debt of the wor?d,as
t were, as her honorable premier recently stated in her Parlia-
ment, she could not afford to make such a present to the rest of
the world. In studyingover this ideaof an international agree-
ment, I was struck with what the distingnished Senator from
Virginia said in his recent remarkable and magnificent speech.
He spoke of the vast internal commerce of this country as com-
par;go with her foreign trade, and asked why not have an inter-
state agreement on question by coining silver as well as gold
without discrimination against either.
To my mind there is another source to which we can turn to

secure not only bimetallism, but a grand increase of our export
trade,and that is throughan American international agreement.

ages 224 and 225 of the book issued by the Director of the
Mint in 1892, entitled *‘Production of Gold and Silver in the
United States,” givesthe * world’s production of gold and silver,
calendar years 1890, 1891 and 1892.” This table shows as fol-

lows:
1500,
Production of—
Gold. Silver.

L T el T e el e e e e T B113, 140,120 | 8172, 234, 500
United States .. 32, B45. 000 70, 465, 000
b1 el SRS 767, 000 , 850, 000
South Ameriea . 9, 548, 000 19, 752, 000
(5o e P o NN Sl L SR P N e | 150, 000 2, 000, 000

N T 7 R N b g S 48, 342, 000 ] 142,578, 200

This gives the Amerieas 38.3 Ker cent of the gold product of
the world and 82.6 per cent of the silver product. :
For 1891 the table is as follows:

Production of— Gold. Silver.
= I s S S RO P | TR S R 2120, 518,540 | B1886, 522,057
75, 416, 500
58, 000, 000
£3, 260, 000
2, 000, 000
Total ATerions. o ecec s ccccamer cmmers 44, 342 821 153, 676, 500

This is 36.8 of the world’s product of gold and 82.4 per cent of
the silver.

For 1892 the table shows:
Production of— goa | Siiver:

A s e e e et T A S St e £130, 816, 627 J $106, 605, 184
E e T B R e S e e e R 23,000,000 | 74,989,900
MRERD e e e e e e e e 1, 147, 600 B0, 000, 000
RO AT o oo o Jamm ey T T 9,010,820 | 25,460,000
Cen Al ATHerlon oo i s i 163,492 | 2,000,000

e O B T e S e 44,211,821 | 150, 449, 900

This year the percentage of production for the Americas was

of the total gold of the world, 33.75 per cent, and of silver 80.9
er cent. Taking the three years together, the Americas pro-

guced 36.3 per cent of the world's gold, and 82 per cent of the
world’s silver, and it may be assumed this gives about the nor-
mal production.

Can not the nations which produce one-third of the world's
gold and four-fifths of its silver combine and dictate how these
metals, the money metals of all ages, shall be used as money? 1
believe they can.

I know it willbe said, I know it has beensaid, thatasthe Amer-
icas are” purchasing nations they must provide such money as
the sellers demand. I do not assent to that proposition. The
European nations manufacture goods to seli. They must find
customers or their goods are valueless. Every one who hasread
history knows to what straits the English manufacturers were
reduced, how riot, murder, and bloodshed stalked abroad, when
during the Napoleonic wars the ‘‘ orders in couneil,” which pre-
vented the export of goods, were in force. The European nations
must sell or starve.

So the buyers have something to say as to what kind of money
't.]:le;{1 will pay for their purchases.

The Americas arethe purchasers. Letthemunite. Canthey?
Yes. Will they? That question ought to be answered in the
affirmative also.

On October 2, 1889, there met in Washington City, on the in-
vitation of the United States, a Pan-American Congress.

The act of Congress of May 4, 1888, inviting that meeting, in
the sixth section, read as follows:

The adoption of & common silver coln, to be issued by each government,
the same to be legal tender in all commercial transactions between the citi-
zens of all the American states.

The nations represented at the conference besides the United
States were: Peru, Guatemala, Colombia, Argentine, Honduras,
Mexiég, Bolivia .HVeu{zmjl;la, C]i*;lle, Salvado:-i, tEI‘.cua.ﬂlt:»r, Nliﬂeara-
gua, Costa Rica, Hayti, Brazil, Paraguay, an ruguay. very
ﬁlﬂ and silver producing country in the Americas, except Brit-

, French, Dutch Guiana, were present at that conference.




.

1893.

'CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

2267

A committee was appointed by the congress fo take into con-
sideration this sixth section.

What did they do? Letthe record of the conference answer
that question.

1 desire to say that I have read the proceedings of that con-
ference u}xm this su eéeet with & great deal of interest, so much
so that I feel impelled and called u to present some extracts
to the attention of the Senate at this particular time as a proba-
ble solution and way out of our present troubles.

On March 12 (page 624, volume 2, Report) the committee on
monetary convention reportad the followmg resolution:

The committee presents to the conference for its consideration the follow-
he International American Conference recommends to the nations repre-
sented in it—

{1) That an *International American Monetary Union be established.

(2) That as a basis for this union, an international silver coin be issued
which shall be a legal tender in all the countries represented in this confer-
ence.

(3} That to give full effect to this recommendation, there shall meet in
Washington a commissioncomposed of one delegate from each nation, which
shall determine the quantity, value, and proportion of the international coin
and its relation to gold.

That this eommission meet in Washington in a year's time or less after the
final adjournment of this conference. L s

J. ALFONSO.

JUAN F. VELARDE.
CARLOS MARTINEZ SILVA.

JERONIMO ZELAYA.

The committee which made this report was composed of some
of the ablest men in the conference, and several of them sub-

mitted papers. Mr. Mexia, in his refort advocating the estab-
lishment of this monetary unic-n,

great importance of this monetary uni t be for with-

AL ALD s G Cafsiie ot DuE TwnInnite, 1 grestiy binalite e o

out prejudicing
au.sarua of the S -American nations, of the United States, and of all
which compose conference; it increases the wealth of the wm-m. for it
ulates the production of sliver, and, giving it a fixed value, prevents
those terrible fiuctuations so dreaded by merchants and producers.
Es awuuldsemasshasistoraucomnmrcnlm

t one nation from hmgo shn t.he
benefit might always accrue to it, at t.h.eexpenu of mmfm

This is the mﬁﬁ of one of the ablest men of our alat.er re-
publie, Mexico, t. gest silver-producing country of the world
except the United States.

Mr. Alfonso, a delegate from Chile, the second largest gold
and silver producing country of South America, said:

Int.haownionottheundanlgned.i& impossible to lose sight of the fact
that th:’r: aocé'm no n.dvm efg txh'zm% tha exclnslon of gold .
circulation. Since an equal wi of gold ts many times value
of silver, it is a coin which offers such facili in transactions as can not
be overlooked. Moreover, some of the nations represented in the conference
aclkmowledge the double standard.

Aboveall, it is of grea.t importance to consider that to have uniform coin-
age in America and so prevent the de%‘zgiat.im of silver, coining in this
metal alone is not the only two ends can be reached com-

pletely with the circulation hot.hk:lndsofeoin.andlt. certain that com-
mercewlll be found more au:padm.oua in its operations, disposing at the same
time of gold and of silver.

It is well to have in m.lnd that the efortof European monetary congresses
to make universal the use of the t.wo meml& seeking a new ratio between
them, has been overthrown by the ea of Great Britain, who has
wished to malntaln her singlestandard of gm Mnreover. it would be ng:raat.
mistake to suppose that the union of the erlcan nations which is
for by means of the international conference should s
which should be interpreted as an estrangement, or somet ﬂmﬂar wit
T ct. to the old worl

ediate effect of the adoption of a common silver coin on the ex-
rhn.ngas of the general commerce of America can not be other than that of
bet.tarln%:hem, and g.-obably little by little and at no remote period that ef-

fect will be felt also @ exchanges with Europe, as it is not possible tobe
unaware of the fact that the use of a common coln in nearl; whole of
America will exert an influence in that sense on th o the en-

. tire world, to which it will beof gmabaerﬂce wglva consis to the value
of coin which is used in the greater part of the nations which form it and
whlich srueﬁt in consequence of the instabﬂuy of silver with relation to the
value of gol

Mr. Estee, one of the United States delegates, in his report
said:

If America can not financially stand alone by this time, when profound
peace prevails over the Continent, it never will.

The mn.klnﬁlor an internatio coin may be an ent, but it is an

riment the right direction, because this would tend to build up and
to depreciate the value of silver.

Ih may be repeated that one of the objects of thismeasure isto enlarge the
use of silver and thus increase its value. This is not alone an Ameri-
can idea; for, if we are to be guided by the unguestioned trend of public
opinion, in both and America, we must be ieve bimetallism soon

be everywhere adopted, and when so adopted silver will assume its old-time
relative value with gol id.

That was in 1880,
He continued:

Add to this the further thought that at least one-half of all the &o“ld 'gro-
duced is used in the arts, and we must be impressed with the fact ere
is not %ol.d enoush to carry on the world's business, and there is no proba-

muty b u th 1led wpon, by every imn of self-inter-
American nations are thus cal © self-
m do what can be safely and wisely done to sustain Mueoroneor
their chief products. The western continent is the undoubted treasure fleld

The gentleman was evidently mistaken.

of the world. Shall we reverse all our past experiences by saying gold shall
be a money metal and silver shall not, and thus increase the &m of money
by making it scarce, and decrease the prics of products, n We are the
largest produocers in the world and have more products for sale than any
other people? Silver money is a necessity to the American nations, because
business could not be carried on withount it.

The fact that a coin is of full weight and of uniform finen:
true when great financial nations stand behind it; and thus an American
continental silver coin wou d stand at the head of the silver money of the
world, because it would be sustained by the greatest financial power of any
othersilver coin.

And we may here note that silver coin is always needed, and alwa used
toa large extent by all peoples; it is the pocket money of the wor
valne 1or gold and sllver may fluctuate, yet meither peace NOT War
stroy it.

The fact is there is not gold enongh in England, nor indeed in the world,
to carry onits business for a day,and so itis done by tpaper ‘but there must be
some security for this paper. Gold alone can not furnish this security, be-
cause there 18 not enough of it; silver must help to do this.

The known character of this coin in the American money markets, the
name it wonld bear, and its nunquestioned metallic weight and fineness,
would soon force it into general use.

In answer to Mr. Coolidge, this gentleman made some further
remarks, and I consider em of sufficient importance to tres-
upon the time and patience of the Senate to read them.
r. Estee said:
umddenm lemen of the conf I regret exceedingly that
Idonot agree :i&h mggndflsungufshed e:;?;acfel{r dé‘:] ¥
Mr. Coolidge was one of the delegates of the United States
to this conference who opposed silver coinage.

ess is taken as

déw“"m‘&‘”“t?‘”“ b ST AL ATh DA delegats S
gentleman or any other . 1 am com-
pelled, however, Mr. President, in the outset, to say that I wonld not feel
that I was faithful to the principles which I believe shounld the mone-
tary of these republics, or the solemn duties w I, as a member
of this conference, am called upon to perform, did I not in an hum-

express,

ble way though it may be, the views which will control my onim:m in vot-

ing upon this gnestion. The remarks which I have prepared, Mr. President,

were prepared in view ofareuggnsa to the report made by my distinguished

colleagne, but before I reach t

10 the speech that my friend has just made.
First, I do not believe this is a gingle gold

Mr. Coolidge had made that statement in his remarks.
Estee continued:

A nation that has £431,000,000 of silver circ throughout the cotmtr{
recelvable at nm ms.da reeaivnhls for puhuc can not be a single
gold %o‘ st.mtismny m:mong the people of
this ooumzw—-tha 65,000,000 or it 18 not a single gold standard coun-
nr Bimetallism, it is true, is not fully adopted, but gold and silver circu-
ate thro

Mr.

avery of this great country, except on Wall street in New
York, and 18 receival eve:rywhexa for every debt that can be contracted
D AiatngumaaN oosloacus Nk repestod, 1 Toquent
my dis coll eagua repeated, in a very e uen
the arguments that were made in Eﬁiﬁlon to the so-called
some years ago in anﬁla.dmnt those arguments were exmd-

Congress,
ingly impressive then and they seem to have grown impressive as time has
gi’ow. Mr. President, the questions that are involved in this contro-
are above and beyond Any question of private interest. They lie be-
even thesphere of a single nation’s vision. d reach
{he limits of the continent; and they receive or shounld receive the candid
and deliberate wnsiﬂmﬁon of every delegate accredited to this eonference.
The act of Congress unin together intended that we should draft a com-
plete ﬂmcml ayswm f ternational purposes.

Again, Mr. Estee said:

Yesterday, up to the time I quit speaking, I had attempted to show the
necessity of the adoption of an international silver win.;nd to show, in so
far asI counld, that it was im’ ble for this country toabsorb oonsid—
erable amount of the coins of other countries. In fact, that mopoait.inn is
sustained by the report of Mr. Windoni, and I attempted to show the con-
dition of the monetary systems of the other American States, and to show
also what countries were gold countries, and what were double standard,
and what were single silver standard.
dent, I venture to claim your attention a short time longer
upon this subject. I n.tt.et:&)_md in opening my remarks yester n&;n reply
very b to my friend cgouage, on the proposition that
'g;at.ea not suffer should we adqoptthe mtmet-nry system recommanﬂed

me.

That was the adoption of this proposed intcrnational silver
coinage.

1 confess that my co! made a very clear and sl.roul:-f:mmsnt in his
speech yes!e‘rday. which I have thought over since; and strongest point
he did make, in my judgment, was that the United States, being gold stand-
ard, as my friend —but inwhich I can not agree with him—would absorb
this international silver.

Mr. Coolidge had made the argument that if we adopted this
international silver coin it would naturally drift into thiscountry,
as this had the largest trade and was the preponderating country
of any of those engaged in the conference.

Now, let me say that the views of both the committee and myseif are,
appears in our reports, that the money which shall be made as a munemal
money shall be received and be receivable at par and be a legal tender in all
matters of privnw contract, as well as by the governments of each nation

that issmes it. If that 1s so,h[r President, permin me to ask m
guished muugmmm uestion. If Peru, the country from which the
djsul:igu an or is convention comes, makes some of this money
of uniform weight and fineness, and if itis true that this is a legal tender in
Peru, receivable at par in all t-t‘ansam.ions. both governmental and private,
I want to know hﬂwunderhhemit me!orlnymmntofet

an oft\hat,money except gnyl.ng tor t; and when he does
wniumtnowhowitwﬂggu to the

nited States for less than par®
not understand, and I would like to know if colleague or any other gen-

m;
tleman can explain how it could be done? Ang Iwill aska further question

Ican

distin-.

1

% point I want to say one word in response
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in the same connection. The United States has to-day 431,000,000 of silver
dollars in circulation.

That was in 1889,

Now T want to know, if it is a legal tender and receivable at par for all
public dues, how can an Englishman, or Frenchman, or German come here
and speculate in this money by buying it for less than its nominal value
when it passes there at par? 1 confess, sir, that these are problems which
I can not understand as my colleague understands them. I have no more
idea that it is ible for the United States, or for Mexico, or for Pern, or
for Chile to er in this respect, provided they declare silver to be a legal
tender and receivable for public dues, than it is for theimn to suffer by reason
of the legal-tender character of their five-dollar gold pieces. The question
is not how much silver makes a dollar, nor is the question how much gold
is put into five-dollar pieces. The question is, can that money, whether sil-
ver or gold, when made receivable at par by any one of these nations for all
public dues and in all ?rival;s contracts made by the people of the country
that issues it, be obtained by speculators for less than par? And if itis
made receivable at par I can not conceive or imagine a cndition whereby
there can be any speculation in the money, unlessthe nation issuing it be-
comes bankru

Then, I admit, the igom five-dollar plece, if com of less than 5 of gold,
or the silver dollar, if composed of less than a dollar’s worth of silver, wonld
be sold on the market as commodities and o(:]:jl_g bring their commercial value.
To-day, owing to the fact that we have a erent ratio of alloy and pure

old England, a five-dollar gold piece is worth just about 14 cents less
Elum the same weight of English colned gold, because the United States, in
its wisdom or folly—I think in its wisdom—has thought best to make its five-
dollar gold pieces harder and less susceptible to abrasion than the English

, and hardened the coin by more alloy; and so if sold as gold it
will not bring quite as much as English gold coin of like weight.

This conference represents eighteen nations. Wecome here todiscuss the
international questions which have been submitted to us for our consldera-
tlon. These nations occupy almost an entire continent, and we are to-day
Lryh:f to mark out new lines of financial policy for all these nations. We
are piani milestones along the financial and commercial highways of the
New World. Let us make them permanent, I confess an abiding attach-
ment for everything that is American. In my judgment, the future of this
continent is going to be advanced in a marked degree by what this confer-
ence will do. Its success cannot be measured by anything that we can now
“We are possibly building better t we know.” We hardly

e guestions which are presented to us for our
consideration. The future alone can tell this and make secure what may

now seem insecure.
1t is admitted that the United Statesis the greatest financial power on the
Western continent. The territorial extent of this country, its vast and in-
puiation, its varied industries, its extensive capital, and
its boundless resources in almost every fleld of industry,
a cons ous tion amoug the t powers of the world.
United States ‘itound a.filr market for its rﬁgctiions and, hastjin:
but slight opposition from Europeansources, but the improvemen acil-
ities for transportation, the active competition of In Russia, and Aus-
tralia, the increased production of our own country, and many new condi-
tions not before dered, now make it necessary to shape our course to
meet new commercial questions as they arise. To dothis we must put cur
house in order and pre to face economic problems not heretofore ex-
perienced by the American people, and this new condition of things will in
time be as serioual{sfelt. by the republics south of us as by the ple of the
United States. Itls a fact that prices of what America exports to Europe
are every day shrinking, An overproduction may be one of the caunses. A
note of alarm is already sounded through the great West of our own coun-
: the producers are being heard from.
ufacturing may feel the effect next, and indeed the world is recasting
its balances and mar out new trade and commercial eourses to follow.
In this rearrangement of productive forces the American nations have
t0 play their t and do their full dut; .o:maywinbelenmmugyssec-
onxn.ry poaiugr among the commercial powers of theworld. If wehope for
success, the American nations must first control their own markets and
Bu each other with what each most needs and what the other nations
uce, sothat American money will be expended in America, and then
th money and trade would act together. The time is long past when
at producing or commercial people can, oyster-like, get intoits shell an

've npon what comes to it.

For many years Europe has sought the South American trade, while the
United States has neglected it.

That we may fully appreciate the force of the statement that the United
States has neglected the trade of America it 1s only necessary to refer to the
facta.

The trade of the countries south of us on the western continent, including
Cuba and the other West India islands, for 1889 was as follows: Total ex-
ports, §564,000,000, Of this sum the United States took §212,000,000, or 36 per
cent. For the same the imports were 852,000,000, of which the Uni
States o sent them the sum of $30,000,000, or 15.6 per cent. It will thus be
seen the United States is the largest purchaser from the southern countries,
and they are the smallest purc rs from us.

Their trade is thus against the United States by about$132,000,000 annually,
and this condition of things can be and ought to be remedied, and the rem-
edy would be of equal advantage to all the American Republics, for all of
them are large %rodneers. and the greater the demand for what they pro-
dunce the better the market.

To recur more directly to the question involved in this discussion. As be-
fore stated, trade follows the drift and uses of money, and the more general
the uses of money the greater is its purchasing power. If Brazil has the
same kind of money as the United States, when a Brazillan merchant pays
a debt in the United States he will gsy in a draft either on his own bank or
on & bank in the United States; and so when an American merchant makes

urchases in Brazil, because the value and character of the money is known

both countries. This will facilitate business and build up trade, and
Americans will hereafter pay American debts in America with American

money.
Further on he says:

I confess I do not expect to be sustained in the views I express on this
subject by the so-called financiers of Wall sireet, nor indeed by those who
think that trade and commerce will, without effort on our part, but simpl
by reason of our real or assumed gaatness. come to the United States an
remain with us, nor do I think we have too much silver coin now in circula-
tion; but I do think that the real dangers to American finance, if any there
be, will be found within our own country, and from some of our own
people. Indeed, I know of nothing any foreign on has ever done, nor
can I ] anythiuﬁ that any foreign nation can do, so injurious to

erican and hence to American trade and commerce, as what is
row being done by some of our own people.

To illustrate, the United States has four kinds of money—gold, silver, cur-
rency or greenbacks, and national-bank notes. This does not {nclmia gold
and silver certiticates. Allof these four kinds of money are by law made re-
ceivable at par for all public dues, and are legal tender in all commercial
transactions. And as to the lan.bwnder qualities of the coinsof the United
States, silver occu)is;es an equal position with gold, and thus one would sup-
pose that silver coin in a country that produces more silver than in any other
one nation, and also in a country where that coin is made receivable for all
public dues, and is a legal tender in an unlimited amount, and especially in
a country where $131,000,000 of silver is in actual circulation among the peo-
ple, would have no opponents.

My distinguished colleague, Mr. Coolidge, has made a very able rt to
this conference, wherein he opposes the adoption of an international silver
coin. His points are clearly and candidly made, and that I may reply tohim
I venture to quote from his report, o I may not do him annfn.lualfca Hea
say, among other things:

“‘If, however, it became profitable to the American trader to use the new
coin for making purchases in the United States, either because he could
save a banker's commission or buy his goods cheaper, or make a profit in
drawing gold bills on England against the deposit of silver coin in New York,
the international coin would gradually come to the United States. There it
would accumulate in the banks. It could not be exported, because Euro
would only receive it at its bullion value. The use the banks would
have for it would be in the ment of public dues. Now, 1t 18 well known
that by a tacit unders the banks .of New York and of some other cen-
ters of commerce do not use the silver certificate or the silver dollar in their
clearing-houses, but that the transactions are carried on entirely in a gold
currency. Whenever they receive, as they are obliged to do, silver certifi-
cates on deposit, cheg send them down to the custom-house and getrid of
them to people who desire.to pay dues to the Government. As yet their ac-
cumulation has not been sufficient to make it diMeult to get rid of them in
that way, but every increase of silver coinage worth less than its face in
bullion would make the position of the banks more difficult, and tends to re-
duce the gold received by the United States Government on imports to the
full extent of the whole coinage.”

The objectlons interposed by my colleague were evidently considered b
the Congress of the United States when the law was passed submitting th
subject to the Conference of American Nations for their adoption: and I
must assume that the expressed wishes of the representatives of 85,000,000 of
people is more poten than the interested action of some, but not all, of
the ers in Wall street. However, two points are made by my colle e
in his argument sho why there should be an international silver coin—
one, that some banks of New York are against it, because * by tacit consent
the banks of New York City will not pass silver through the eclearing-house,"

thus will not recelve 1t as money; the other point is that if an interna-
tional American coin were adopted ** it would gradually come to the United
States, there to accumulate in the banks."

I confess I can not see how this international money will accumulate in
the banks if the banks will not receive it, and according to my colleague's
statement m?i:;:-m not receive our own silver coin now, although an unlim-

ited legal ten for all p B international American silver coin
can not possess any higher 1 -tender qualities than our own coin now
does. So Iam compe! to believe, much against my wish, that none of

this coin will ever reach the vaults of some of the Wall street banks. I am,
however, reminded that even in New York there are banks of well-known
stability which will gladly carry on foreign eXxchanges, even though some of
it may be in international silver money. We are, therefore, not without
hope. Indeed, my colleague will on me if I suggest that the reference
:{ him to the fact that some of the New York banks are now enguged in

andering American silver coln out of an American market is an unhappy
one, for in considering the ve questions before us we can not but pause
to inquire why the New York banks should make war upon one of the legal
coins of this nation, and ask what would be the inevitable result if they sue-
ceeded in rende: this money valueless, Think of the consequences which
thelr success would entail on this nation.

Accol Mr. Windom, as before said, there is $431,000,000 of American
silver coin now in actual circulation in the United States. This s a legal
tender by the laws of our country. If the legal-tender qualities of this vast
smr money was destroyed (and that must be the sole purpose of those
b in refusfng to receive this money), it wonld destroy more men, destroy
more industries, bring and want to more families than any other
ggfﬁ E“Mng Jl\ivaraxceptedj t ever hitherto oecurred during the life of

e,

Th.lnf%f it! 'Who could be benefited if the banks were scccessfnl? Pos-
slbly a few men who want dear money and cheap products; no one else,
Who wounld suffer? Ask the farmer at his home, the mechanic at his fac-
tory, and all the workers wherever they may be and whatever their line of
labor; these would be the sufferers. Think of what a price would be paid
for such a financial victory! But such avicmrxﬁs impossible. The Amer-
ican nation would not and will not permit it. d why? Because you can
not depreciate the value of the money of a country without affecting ity

6.

You can not affect the credit ot a country without injuring the credit ot
the individuals composing this nation; and that you can not do eitlier with-
out imperiling its business industries, bl up the courses of trade. de-
stroying its commerce, and creating a want of confildence and unrest in the
business world that years can not remedy. These are the financiers whose
advice we are asked to take and whose financial experience imitate,

On the 1st day of November, 1859, the estimated amount of g‘old and silver
in the United States was 81,115,379,630, Of this vast sum $684,194.086 was gold,
$£343,038,001 was silver dollars, #76,628,781 was silver coin, and $10,918,151 silver
bullion, or a total of silverof #431,184,953. It will benoted thatthere is about
one-third more gold in the United States than silver, though our country pro-
duces about one-third more silver than gold. Itthusappears asan uncontro-
vertible fact that gold accumulates in the United States more rapidiy than
silver; in other words, American silver seeks foreign and even domestic
markets more readily than does American gold. It will be noticed also that
an accumulation of silver coin in the United States beyond the demands of
trade has not resulted from the experience of the past, for nearly all the
sllver coin now held in the Treasury of the United States is in practical cir-
culation by reason of the silver certificates, while there are 150,088 045 gold
coin in the Treasury unrepresented by gold certificates.

And this is the result notwithstanding the efforts made bothin Europe and
in New York to depreciate the price of silver. In England this isexcusable,
because they must buy silver for the India marzet and they produce none;
so it is to England’s interest to make silver cheap. But in the United States
there can be no rational reason except the object be to enhance the valne of

old, and then refuse to receive silver in the banks, 80 the debtor class will

ave to pay their debts in a money more valuable than when they borrowed it.

In event it is evident that the entire su&'ply of silver in the United
States 18 in use, while the entire amount of gold is not, and our silver mines
show no conspicuouns increase inproduction. Hence, from whence can coms
an oversupply of silver? I venture to quote n from Mr. Secretary Win-
dom’s report, made to the Congress of the United States in December, 1889,
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where he shows the improbability and impossibility of the United States
absorbing the silver produced beyond the ta of this country, The fol-
lowing is his omciai statement, Showing (1) the annual product of silver
Eolnnge ‘]'al'aad to be $142,000,000, and (2) he then shows where this silver goes
0, namely:
Amountrequired by India. . ....ccuceeeiccanann- e i o e s i I OO )
Austriaand Japan...__.__.._..... e L
Subsidiary coinages by Europe and South America
Amount annually exported to China, Asla, and Africa (other
than India colnages) .. o .cocoeeomecmemncanaa
Annual colnage of Mexican dollars not melted......
Amount used
Sorplug or Dalanes. i il Gt s s e ke naa e B OO0
142, 000, 000
The above is Mr. Windom's estimate, and we infer from what he says that
we could absorb all this balance of the silver of the world (if represented by
legal-tender En‘pﬂr) and not have too much of it. May I ask what wounld be
the effect if this silver was represented by legal-tender coin as now; under
any state of facts could the latter be more erous than the former; or ifit
is suggested we need and should have more silver money, either in its phy-
slcal presence or by aiplece of paper known as a silver certificate, as is the
practice at this time, would the annual addition of Mexico's surplus and all
the silver product of South America (admitting we absorbed it all, a thing
impossible to do)—would this harm us, and in fact would it not be a bless-
ing? But we would not absorbit. These people are §oing to keep house in
the future as in the past; they will buy and sell and use money as usual;
and, as before stated, they can not help but get more of our money than we
will get of theirs. This may well be regretted, but this condition of things
will continue; and, why? e South American Re:ublics produce in most
abundance what we must have and what we can not raise; we produce what
they can get elsewhere, but what they can better get of us.

Mr. President, I have taken some time with these-.remarks
because they struck me as being pertinent to the subject under
discussion at this time, and because the language employed was
so much better than anything at my command I considered that
I would beexcusable in presenting these views. Although they
were entertained and expressed nearly four years ago, it seems
to me they are applicable at this time.

Now, then, to show the feeling and opinion of the different del-
egates to the conference in regard to an international agree-
ment, I desire to gquote briefly from some of the other expres-
sions at that conference.

Mr. Bolet Peraza, from Venezuela, said:

The delegation of the United States presents tworeports; it would be im-
possible, as we have seen, for either of the promoters of the respective ideas

resented to retract; and, as ards the rest of the delegation, their opin-
ons differ, though theyareall based on the unanimous belief in the con-
venience of a uniform coin for use in the commerce between the republics
he rerepresented.

For example, as regards the speaker, I would vote in sympathy with the
plan of the honorable-Mr. Estee. His idea has captivated me; I find it sim-
ple and practicable; a uniform coin for all the American nations, worth as
much in the United States as in Mexico. Chile, and the Argentine Republiec,
is the desideratum in the Fremjsas; a limitation as to vhe quantity of this
money, 50 that there shall be issued only so much asisindispensable for the
commereial purposes of the various markets in which itcirculates, is avery

rudent measure, because any excess of the circulating medium would in-

ure the commercial interests and produce financial uneasiness; but fur-
ther than this I am unable to express an opinion.

Mr. Vellardi, from Bolivia, said:

The majority of the committee believe firmly that it is to the interest of
America to have a common silver coin of orm weight and value; and
that this should be received in all the transactions carried on between the
citizens and the Government.

Mr. Romero, one of the delegates from Mexico (page 741,
volume 2) and one of the ablest and mostexperienced gentleman
that country has, in a long speech explained why Mexico, the
largest producer of silver except the United States, did not par-
ticularly care for the international coin, and commented on the
minority report submitted by Mr. Coolidge. Mr. Romero said:

Mr. Coolidge proposes to postpone the consideration of this matter until
the United States sgg.ll have succeeded In establishing bimetallism. Nobody
can deny that should the United States and England, which are the principal
commercjal nations in the world, agree upon establishing a given ratio be-
tween the value of gold and silver we should come back to the condition of
things which existed twenty years ago; that is, the proportion of 1 to 15},
But taking into consideration the difficnlties which so far have existed in
arriving at an agreement, I have the conviction that if all the American na-
tions, including, of course, the United States, should accept acommon silver
coin, which would be a legal tender among themselves, this fact by itself
should in all probability be enough todecide the British Government, Which,
according to the opinion of a s 1 commission appointed by the Crown
to study this matter, feels already inclined to accept bimetallism to do this,
and in that case the object which we desire would without any dificulty be
aecomflishad at once. For this reason I believe that the adogt.ion of an in-
ternational silver coin by the American nations would contribute in a very
eflective manner to the purpose of the honorable delegate, Mr. Coolidge.
This tleman fears that if an international silver dollar should be colned
by all the American nations, that coin would come to the United States to
be ﬁxchn.nfed for gold, and that in that wa{:u the gold now in the Treas-
ury should be lost and the United States obliged to give up their gold
standardand become monometallist. In my opinionthisfearis ungrounded
because the United States buysfrom the American nations to the amount of
several millions of dollars in raw materials, and the difference between the
amountbought and the American goods exported to those countries, which
is Patd by them in cash, could be in international silver coin which the
might receive. ides, we could agree, as the Latin Monetary Unilon did,
thateach American nation should be bound to redeem in gold the interna-
tional silver dollar that each might coin. If the basis for coinage should be
as the um §l per each inhabitant in each country, there should be a
demand at once for 120,000,000 ounces of silver, which would necessarily in-
crease the value of this metal and have a vemat moral influence in the
solution of this problem by the other comme nations of the world.

Bankers, merchants, bondholders, and, as a general rule, all men who
receive rents, interest, or payments, are of the opinion expressed by Mr.
Coolidge, and they believe that the country would go to ruin if the amountof
silver coined every year should be increased. They look with very great
distrust nupon the co; of even two millions a month, which is now done
in accordance with the Bland law. On the contrary, the agricultural classes,
the small merchants, the rural population, and almost everybody else not
belonging to the other classes before mentioned, arein favor of theunlimited
coinage of silver; and they earnestly believe that if silver had been coined in
that way, the value of that metal would not be depreciated so much and
would be in the same proportion as twenty years ago.

Mr. Alfonse, of Chile, dissent.invg from the idea of silver cer-
tificates advanced by Secretary Windom and advocated by Mr.

Coolidge, said:
Mr. President, ta up also another remark made by the honorable del-
te from Colombia, I should say to the conference that I do not consider

that the Hon. Mr. Coolidge, a delegate from the United States, in pre-
senting to the committee a plan analogous to that of the Secretary of the
Treasury of this country, to replace the silver coin by certificates of deposit
of this metal, conformed to the intent, spirit, or even the very letter of the
inviting act of this conference.

To me between one plan and the other there is an enormous, an immeas-
urable distance. The act of the Congress of the United States establishes
clearly and distinctly that the conference has been called together to delib-
erate u?on a plan for the adoption of a silver coin in all America. What
similarity is there between the adoption of a coin of that species and cer-
tificates of deposit? Absolutely none. Inone case we have a coin or circu-
lating medium, in the other mere certificates which may serve ascirculating
mediums, but which are not money. Even if it be true that a certificate of
this character can serve to give stability to silver, that has not been the ob-
ject of the conference. The conference accepts the silver coln, and undoubt-
edly seeks to maintain its value; but that this result can be reached by an:
other means whatever, by coining siiver as well as by certificates,
domnot agree in this with the honorable delegate from the United States, and
I so have the honor to state to the conference.

Mr. Quintana (Argentine) said:

Iunderstand, Mr. President, that all the nations represented here would
agree, and do a.ct.unll{r:ﬂl'ne. to the adoption of a coin that would serve asa
fixed basis for comm transactions in all the conntries of the continent,
but from this it does not necessarily and inevitably follow that this coin
must be a silver one, to the complete exclusion of gold coin.

Mr. Alfonse (Chili), in reply to a question of Mr. Quintana to
the amended report of the committee, said:

In the second place, the Hon. Mr. Quintana has inguired for what reason
tbhe committee has confined itself to a silver coin to the exclusion of gold.

As to this, I should state, in the first é:laca. that the scheme of Congress,
upon which the conference had to act, definitively formulated the question
as to the adoption of a common silver coin. Consequently the committes

was restricted to this course. It was to say whether or not it accepted the
measure § in the law, and it has expressed itself afirmatively, say-
ing that it t it advisable to adopt a common silver coin. But the hon-

orable delegate to whom I am replying asked why gold coin was excluded.

The committee does not absolutely exclude gold, and so true is this that
the very plan just read says, in the part, that the commission which is
to meet in Washington within a ‘year shall, among other things, determine
the relative values of gold and siiver. :

Consequently the committee has proceededon the theory that by adopting
the silver coin it adopts bimetalllsm. So that the adoption of the plan
would gratify the wishes of the honorable delegate. There will be, in the
countries that can have them, two coins, one silver and the other gold, of a

cified relative value. I think these are the points to which the honora-
ble delegatehas referred, and these I answer as you have heard.

Mr. Velarde (Bolivia), one of the members of the committee on
monetary union, said:
Why did the committee believe it advisable to establish a monetary union

.and the use of a common silver coin? The reason is very siﬁ})le A com-
es together,

mon coin facilitates commercial transactions, brings the coun

and promotes business; this is so obw¥ious that it needs no demonstration.
Why should this common coin be of silver and not of gold, or of both? The
committee thonght that silver money,being used in nearly all the countries
of America, being coined in nearly al the Republics of the continent, and,
above all, thers being under discussion a most important question between
bimetallism and monometallism, that by the adoption of a silver coinage
bimetallistn was impliedly established, for gold not in question; it has
served and will go on serv. for all transactions. Gold is coined in all the
mints o{iEu.r{)pe, in this country, and in some of the countries of the south-
ern continent.

All the monetary laws of our countries establish and recognize gold coin,
and in })ropomon thereto establish also a silver coin. Conseguently, we are
not called upon to determine upon the use and the value of gold, since that
use and general value is already accepted in all the world.

The question, then, was whether ver should serve as a clreulating me-
dium, or whether it should be finally excluded from transactions. In En-
rope this is a %‘uesuon which has been warmly discussed for many years.
Germany and England have st.o%:ad the coinage of silver; le ue is
there attributed only to gold. e Latin Union reverts to its former pol-
icy, and is pre g to take up bimetallism in the face of the powers which
recognize gold as the only lawlul money.

At the session of April 2, 1890, the final report of the com-
mittee on monetar{'eunion was presented, and adopted by a vote

of 15 to 1, the vote being as follows:

Those voting afirmatively were:
Haiti. Argentine. Mexico. Chili.
Nicaragua. Paraguay. Bolivia. Salvador.
Peru. Brazil. United States. Ecuador,
Colombia, Honduras, Venezuela.

Guatemula voted negatively.

The report as adopted reads:

The committee on monetary convention, having considered the various
amendments presented to the conference, submits thefollo report:

The International American Conference is of opinion thatgreat advantages
would accrue to the commerce between the nations of this continent by the
use of a coin or coins that would be current at the same value in nﬁ the
countries represented in this conference, and therefore recommends:

1. That an international American monetary union be established.
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2. That, as a basis for this Union, an international coin or coins be issued,
t and fineness, and which may be issued in

this conference.
recommendation, there shall meet in
of one delegate from each nation rep-
shall consider the gnantity, the kind of
, the nses it shall have, and the value and proportion of the inter-
onal coin or coins, and their relations to gold.
4. That this meetin Washington in a year's time, or less, after

commission
the final adjournment of this
MORRIS M. ESTEE
ToOR ALFONGO

JERONIMO ZELAYA.

JUAN FRANCO VELARDE.
SILVA.
W ASHINGTOR, April 2, 1890.

Here, then, is the answer t0 the question of whether a mone-

tary union could be made to include all the American nations.
he Pan-American conference adjourned April 19, 1880, and
it is pertinent to ask why has not the commission provided for
in the third section of the resolution met? That resolution pro-
vided that it should meet in W&ahinﬂ_.on within one year after
the adjournmentof the conference. More than three years have
and not an effort has been made to call it together. Mr.
ero, the astute diplomatist who represented Mexico here,
and who was a delegate to the conference, knew what he was
doing, when, on the day before the committee’s report was
adopted, he offered an amendment to the report that the com-
mission should meet on the 1st of November, 1800. (Page 804.)
That, with other pending amendments,was referred to the com-
mittee on monetary union. It was nof accepted, and the eall-
ing of the eommission together was left to the President of the
United States—the fex&ethiug which Mr. IRRomero wished to
uvoid, as he knew that then President was opposed to such

a monetary union as was proposed.

It is, I was abont to say, folly to talk about an international
agreement which is to include England. Tfisnot ‘“folly ’ on the
part of those who propose it. They know England will never
agree to bimetallism in any form unless { todo so. And
the only object in pos g action on our part to confer with
Eng is to obtain delay. If is sparring for time.

1t would be folly—the rankest kind of folly—for those who fa-
vored bimetallism—who believe in the free coinage of silver—ta
accept any proposition which includes in a remote degree the
assent of land. : *

1 do not know that it is a fact, but it has been stated that Eng-
land’s agents, not only here, but in the other countries inciuded
in the ment reached at the Pan-American Congress on
April 2, 1890, went at once to work ta prevent the meeting of the
monetary conference. That conference, had it been held, would
have forged the instrument which could force, not only England,
but all Europe into bimetallism, on the ratio between gold and
silver, whatever it might have been, adopted by the eonference.

Let us see if we can depict the result, provided the conference
had met on November 1,1860, the time proposed bgcalr. Romero
in his amendment offered on .A.g.l;il 1, 1890 (page volume 2,
Report). Four months would have been a proper time for its
deliberations, as the members of the conference were practically
& unit in favor of adopting the American dollar, the decimal sys-
tem, and the ratio of 16 fo 1 between silver and gold.

That would have brought the conclusion by March 1, 1891.
Within one year from that time—that is, by March 1, 1802—the
* American {ut.ernauional Union ” would have had its coins in
circulation. If Chile hadchosen to establish aminton the Straits
of Magellan, the most southerly inhabited point of the Amer-
i e silver dollar coined there or the gold ten-dollar piece
would have been good to pay Lieut. Peary's expenses at the
most northerly inhabited point he will reach in his search for
the North pole, and vice versa. ]

In other worés, every coin, whether of silver or gold, coined
m any of the American states would have been good in any
other of the American states for all commercial purposes.

What would that mean for the United States, because we are
legislating for the United States?

one of the nations south of us are manufacturing states. They
roduce raw materials, food of various kinds, woods, medicinal
garks, hides, gold, and silver, and exportthem. Theybuynearly
all of their manufactured goods in Europe or the United States.
Suppose a Brazilian, a Peruvian, a Guatemalean, or a Chilean
merchant in Manchester and Birmingham in October, 1892, with
the monetary union established, prepared to buy a shipload of
cotton goods and cutlery from these two centers of English man-
ufacture. He finds the goods he wants and the prices to suit
and proposes to pay for these goods, one-third in gold coin and
two-thirds in silver coin, but the merchants with whom he is
trading say, *“Silver is not money; we can not take it.”

The American merchant woul k his and crossing the

straits land at Havre. He would find in ce all that he

needed and at still better prices than in Englanﬂ, but when he

came to pay the same trouble would come. Once more he would

leave, and g the train across the historical Rhine he would

land in Germ#finy. Here he would find his goods, and still

cheaper than in oo, but when he came to pay for them the

takumei:l;,swer would be made, ‘‘ Silver is not money; we can not
e it.

Then the South or Central American merchant would take
one of the transatlantic steamers and landing in New York
would find everything he wanted, at the same prices, and pos-
sibly a little more than he was asked for them in England, and
his silver money would be as good as his gold. At last the
South or Central American has found a haven of rest. He can
buy what he wants and pay for it in the money he received for
similar articles sold heretofore. Will that man ever go to Eu-
rope again to buy? Of course not.

‘What, then, istheresult? The United Statesisthe only Amer-
ican nation which manufactures the articles the other American
nations want to buy. The United States will take the money
which these other Americans have and Europe will not, so the
United States will sell to them until Europe agrees to take their
money.

Before this time, if the American Monetary Union Conference
had met in November, 1891, every Eu nation would have
remonstized silver at 16 to 1for gold. And thiscountry, instead
of being in its present eondition, would have been burdened with
a plethora of money.

Why not call the conference now? What is in the way of
such an agreement? Nothing but the o tion of the money-
lenders. Are they to control our action? Are theysopowerful
that the Senate of the United States must bow to their behests?
Are the representatives of the sovereign States of this Union to
become the ereatures of any man or any body of men, merely to
record what may be dictated to them? I am not ready to vote
for the repeal of the act of 1800 unconditionally, even if itis
makeshift. Let this Congress, this body of men who represent
the {»aopla and the States composing the greatest and most pow-
erful nation of the earth, call upon all the nations of this hemis-
phere, which ﬁ-roduces one-third of the gold and four-fifths of
the silver of the world, to unite with itand say how these money
metals shall compare with each other and how they shall be
rated as money. Establish a uniform silver coin and provide
forits free coinage with gold. Then will be seen the picture |
have drawn, and this nation will fulfill the magnificent destiny
that has been assigned it, and realize the most ardent dreams
that our departed great men ever conceived or described in the
moments of their most vivid and axultedAFntrioﬁsm.

Mr. ALLEN addressed the Senate. ter having spoken for
some time,

Mr. PETTIGREW said: Mr. President, I suggest that there

is no quorum present.
Mr. ALLEN. I do not need any quorum.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is suggested by the Senator

from South Dakota that there is no quorum present. The Sec-
retary will call the roll.

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

Allen, Dbixon, McMillan, Sherman,
Allison, Dolph, McPherson, Teller,
Bm{. Dubois, Manderson, Vest,

Hlac y @, Martin, Voorhees,
Caffery, Gallinger, Palmer, ‘Walthall,
Cadl, 0, Pasco, Washburn.
Coke, Pefler,

Cullom, Hawley, Perkins,

Davis, Hin, Pettigrew,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thirty-three Senators have
answered totheir names. Lessthan aquorum ispresent. Whet
is the pleasure of the Senate?

Mr. %OORHEES. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be di-
rected to request the presence of absent Senators.

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSergeant-at-Arms will ex-
ecute the order of the Senate.

Mr. Brice, Mr. BUTLER, Mr. CAREY, Mr. COOKRELL, Mr,
JoxeEs of Arkansas, Mr. MORGAN, Mr. RANSOM, Mr. ROACH,
Mr. SHOUP, and Mr. WHITE of Louisiana entered the Chamber
and answered to their names.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-three Senators have
now answered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is pres-
ent. 2

Mr. VOORHEES. I move that further proceedings under
the order be dispensed.

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska
will proceed.
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Mr. ALLEN resumed his speech, and after having spoken in
.all two hours,

Mr. McCPHERSON said: As the Senator from Nebraska is
somewhat tired and has been on the floor a long time, I move
that the Senate do now adjourn.

[Mr. ALLEN'S speech will be published entire after it shall
have been concluded. See Appendix.]

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey
moves that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock p. m.) the Senate
adjourned until Monday, October 9, 1893, at 11 o’clock a. m.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

SATURDAY, Oectober 7, 1893.

The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain,
Rev. SAMUEL W. HADDAWAY.
The Journal of the proceedingsof yesterday was read and ap-
proved.
REPORT OF MANAGERS OF NATIONAL SOLDIERS' HOME.

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the presi-

. dent of the Board of Managers of the National Home for Dis-

abled Volunteer Soldiers, transmitting the report for the fiscal

year ending June 30, 1893; which was referred to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state, in relation to this com-
munication, that the accmnwﬁamylng papers are quite voluminous,
and therefore the Chair will refer them with the report, with-
out ordering them printed, so that the committee may examine
and see whatwrf.lon ought to be printed.

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr.Speaker, thecommittee havealready
looked into that matter, and I submita resolutioninrelation toit.

The resclution was read, as follows:

Resolved, That there he printed of the report of the Board of Managers of
— w&im éﬁ%ﬁﬁ{oﬁuggm Boatd‘...! ,utg coples of the report
number,

7 ies of the re: of the assis inspector-general
tate iuﬁt%oesc,o s?nd 150 coples mhe record of m?nlllttmrs. = o

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, the sundrﬁcivil bill generally
carries the a %r;]iri&ﬁon for the Soldiers’ Home.

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Thatis true, but this is simply a reso-
lution to publish the report. It provides for the pu tion of
the number which was printed at the last two sessions of Con-

ress and ab previous sessions. Itis the number requested by

e Board of Managers, and heretofore the matter has alwavs
been referred to the Committes on Military Affairs. The addi-
tional expense will be about $330, so that if comes within the
$500 limit.

Mr. SAYERS. I have no objection to the resolution, Mr.

Speaker.

The resolution was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. e usual number will be printed by order
of the Chair.

INTRODUCTION ©F PRIVATE BILLS AND PETITIONS.

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to call the attention of
the House for a moment to the matter of the introduction of
ivate bills and petitions. The Chair does this because it has
n found necessary to make some change inthe method. Here-
tofore there has been a box, known as the petition box, in which
members could deposit private bills and petitions, but some em-
barrassment has arisen from that practice and a change has been
found necessary. The box being here at all times, even when
the House is not in session, it has been ble for persons other
than members to deposit petitions or bills indorsed with mem-
bers’ names, so that they would appear as having been introduced
properly,and there have been instancesof that E:md The Chair,
therefore, has directed the removal of the box, and hereafter
private bills and petitions will be intreduced in another manner
under the rule.

The first clause of Rule XXIT &oﬂdaﬂ that they may be in-
troduced by delivering them to the Clerk, and the gox was used
simply as a medium [or the reception of them by the Clerk; and

box being removed, the Clerk now designates the Journal
clerk of the House, who will always be found at the desk, to re-
eeive patitious or private bills from members. The rule requires.
that bills and petitions shall be indorsed with members’ names,
but the Chair would ask further, that members indorse them
themselves, which will ke, to some extent, a protection from
mistake; and the pages will be instrueted not to eonvey bills or
Emm tothe Journal elerk unless theyarereceived from Mem-
rs or Delegates. Pubille bills And joint resolutions are to be
introduced, under the rule, by handing them to the Speaker, and

the clerk at the Speaker’s table will receive them; but hereafter
the Journal clerk will receive private bills, petitions, and me-

morials.

Mr, NORTHWAY. Mr. Bsngaaker, I have here a petition
which I should like to have read from the desk. Iftisquiteshort.
It asks for the repeal of the Geary law. I do not agree with it,
but as it represents the views of a large number of signers, I
ask to have it read.

A Mz&: SAYERS. Let the petition take the usual course, Mr.
er.
he SPEAKER. Objection is made.
PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

Mr. HICKS. Mr. 8 er, I rise to a question of
privilege. In a report in the Was Star of .;'est-e'rday
evening, and also in the Washington Post of this m ,of the
remarks that I made in the House yesterday, I find this language:

Speaking of the Senate, he declared that it had become the langhingstock
of the country, and thought It had humiliated the President by its course.

I desire to state, Mr. Speaker, that I have before me the ogﬁ
inal manuscript of my remarks and the Reporter’'s notes in
and thatI did not use the language attributed to me by the
tleman who made this newspaper report. All that I said a
the Senate was this, in spe of the repeal of the Sherman
act: :

And with proper effort upon the part of the Democratic Senate the same
measure could have been enacted by that body.

All that I said about the Presidenf was this:

Is not this movement—

Speaking of the introduction of the Tucker bill—
intended to humiliate him?

These are my words, and I do not wish it to go to the country
that I made the remarks which are attributed to me by the pub-
lication in these papers. I trust, therefore, that the gentleman
who made the report will do me the justice to make the cor-
rection.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re-

ports.

Mr. BURROWS. Ir view of the specidl order, the debate on
the election bill, I presume there will be no objeetion to ns-
ing with the call of committees and also with the morning hour
for the eonsideration of bills. .

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Bug-
ROWS] asks unanimous consent to dispense with the eall of com-
mittees for reports and also to dispense with the call of commit-
tees under what is known as the second morning hour.

Mr. BURROWS. I will modify my request by adding a pro-
vision that gentlemen having reports to make may pass them
into the hands of the Clerk.

Mr. McRAE. What is the purpese of this proposition?

Mr.BURROWS. Therearemore gentlemen desiring to speak
to-day on the election bill than can possibly be accommodated.

Mr. MCRAE. Does not the gentleman think they ean possibly

get through even if we devote some time to our regular com- -

mittee business. There are a number of little matters that
ouﬁhs to be dispoesed of.

r. BURROWS. It will be impossible. Some gentlemen
will be crowded out at any rate. That is my only reason for
making the request.

Mr. OATES. I hope the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Mc-
Rag] will not object.

The SPEAKER. Without objection two morning hours
will be dispensed with, and gentlemen having reports to file will
be %ermitzed tohand them to the Clerk. The Chair hears no ob-
jection.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

The following report was handed in at the Clerk's desk, and
referred fo its appropriate Calendar, as indicated below:

OFFICERS OF THE ARMY DETAILED TO COLLEGES.

Mr. OUTHWAITE, from the Committee on Military Affairs,
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3571) to increase the
number of officers of the Army to be detailed to colleges; which
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying
report, ordered to be printed.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. My colleague from Missouri [Mr.
MoRrGAN] is sick at his rooms, and has sent word to me to secure
him indefinite leave of absence.

The SPEAKER. Without objeetion, indefinite leave of ab-
sence will be granfed to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
MORGAN]

There was no objection.
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ELECTION LAWS.

The House resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 2331)
to ‘repeal all statutes relating to supervisors of elections and
special deputy marshals, and for other purposes.

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Speaker, I was anxious that before
this debate closed some word should be heard from the part of
the country which I represent, and particularly from my own
State, to indicate that there is sympathy in New England with
those members from the Southern States and their constituen-
cies and with members from other partsof the country who are
endeavoring to have these acts repealed. We have no local in-
terests to subserve, Mr. Speaker, in giving this support. These
election laws do not press hardly—I can scarcely say they press
at all—on the State of Massachusetts, But it has been the habit
of Massachusetts, sir, when she sees wrong done anywhere, or
what she believes to be —when she hears any call to be
relieved from oppression—to listen to it and endeavor to give
her support to have the oppression removed.

Let me say, Mr. Speaker, fairly and candidly, that I do not

with many of my friends from the South as to the consti-
tutional questions involved in the repeal of this bill. I was
brought up, as many of them are aware, in a different school of
constitutional interpretation from my friends the Southern Dem-
ocrats. I was brought up in the school of Marshall and Web-
ster, rather than that of Jefferson and Calhoun—the liberal
rather than the strict constructionists; and if those great men
could be with us to-day to instruct us by their wisdom—always
supposing that Marshall and Webster and Jefferson and Cal-
houn could stand the atmosphere of the present House of Repre-
sentatives without returning with content to their graves [laugh-
ter]—I suspect I should be found still sitting at the feet of the
liberal constructionists rather than the strict constructionists.
I say that fairly to my Southern friends and to my friends of the
Republican party that I may not be misinterpreted or called to
account for anything that I do not believe.

But, sir, it does not follow that because an act is within the
range of the constitutional powers of Coniress, as I am willing
to grant these acts are—it does not follow use Congress has
the might and the power to doa thing, that it has the rightand
the authority todo it. There is more tyranny, and thereis worse
tyranny and worse opgl‘;eaaion within the constitutional powers
of Congress than can be found outside of it. There is no worse
pretense, there is no more immoral sentiment in politics than
that which says, ‘‘Because I have the power, therefore I havethe
right, and the legal right carries with it the moral right,” as I
have heard it urged in this Congress.

Run through of the constitutional powers of Congress,
Mr. Speaker—consider any of the thingsthat Congressisallowed
to do, and see if they do not all give room for oppression and
tyranny. Congress has the power to lay and collect taxes; Con-
gress has the power to borrow money; Congress has the power
to coin money and regulate the value thereof; Congress has the

. power to provide and maintain an army and a navy; Congress has
the power to call out the militia of the United States; Congress
has the power to rule the Federal district. Why, sir, these are
all undisputed powers of Congress. Yetunderevery oneof them
it is perfectly possible to exercise tyranny and oppression. Shall
Congress lay an income tax of 40 per cent? Shall Congressdraft
every other able-bodied man? Shall Congress do a thousand
things which despots and aristocracies and even republics have
done in past times to the oppression of their own citizens, sim-
ply because it has the power to do them under the Constitution?

iTow I am willing to grant, if it is desired on the opposite side
of the ﬁouse, thatthese Federal-electionlaws are within the scope
of that clause of the Constitution which says that Congress shall
have power to make and alter regulations as to the hold of
elections. But it must be conceded, Mr. Speaker, that this is
an extremelgidalicate power; it must be conceded that anyacts of
Congress which even seem to trench on the rights and privi-
leges of the States ought to be framed with extreme delicacy
and passed only under circumstances of extreme pressure.

Mention is made in the report of the committee as presented
to the House by my friend from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] of the
feelings raised under this clause of the Constitution at the time
of its proposal, especially in the convention in Massachusetts in
February, 1788, and it was shown there that the reason for the
adoption of the clause in question was that several States under
the old Confederation had neglected to provide forsthe election
of Representatives to Congress. It was a sad time in the Con-
gress of the old Confederation. The great men who had risen
:ﬂxﬂmt Great Britain in 1775, and who had signed the Declara-

n in 1776, no longer appeared in the Halls of Congress when
it met at Lancaster and at Annapolis.

Congress was sadly diminished in pumbers. It was sadly
diminished in intellect, and sadly diminished in efficiency. Many
States positively refused to appoint, elect, or send delegates, and

I know that if by such enactments as th

it was from the fear that the States should stand outf of their
constitutional obligation that this clause was inserted, that Con-
gress in the last resort, when the States were neglectful of their
obligations, should have the power to make regulations with
reference to the election of the members of this body.

The change has been great, sir. 1 wonder how many mem-
bers here, I wonder how many members in the entire Congress
are aware of the fact that at the first Presidential election the
State of New York took no part and no Presidential electors
were chosen from that State when Washington and Adams first
bacame President and Vice-President of the United States?
New York does not usually neglect her Federal duties in that
way now. [Laughter.] She is generally perfectly willing and
ready to send just as many Representatives and delegates as she
is entitled to, and a few more if she could have the opportunity.
[Laughter.] It was,then, with a view of checking that neglect,
that possible neglect on the part of the States in this regard,
that this clause was introduced.

But this is a very delicate power. 1t isa power that ought
to be exercised only in cases of absolute necessity and only by
means which can be effective, and always in such way as not to
cause irritation in the several States and the communities by
reason of its exercise. If can not bedenied, sir, that these acts
are irritating; it can not be denied by the very warmest friend
of the election laws that they do not cause bad feeling, that they
do not cause sectional feeling, and that they do not raise the
very evil spirit which it took four years to put down and con-
sign to the grave. It is admitted, too, that they are absolutely
ineffective. If I understood the speech of the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. HioKs] yesterday, and I hope I did, these
laws do not fulfill the purpose with which they were enacted.

* The same causes are at work, the same alleged motives, the
same corruptions in elections in some States, the same alleged
corruption inour great centersof population goes on under these
laws that went on before, at least to a greatextent. This isdem-
onstrated by the fact that when our Republican friends were in
power they sought to place upon the statute books what is known
as the force bill. If they had thought that these laws which they
seek to retain effected the Eurifying of elections, they would not
have attempted to put in the hands of Congress that more tre-
mendous weapon, the so-called foree bill.

Happily, Mr, Speaker, that attempt failed. There was pa-
triotism enough and good generalship enough in the Senate of
the United States to prevent that force bill from being carried;
and the people have twice declared since that that was right,
and that that force bill ought never to be passed and never can
be passed. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

And, sir, now that that a.t.temft. has failed, now that the
attempt to give these laws the desired efficiency hasfailed, I say
it is right that the impotent, ineffective, the irritating laws
which are on the statute books, shouldjbe removed, and that we
should stand clear before the country, as removing the last
relics of imperious domination, and what I call tyranny. [Ap-
plause on the Democratic side. |

But we are told, Mr. Speaker, that these laws are necessary.
We are told, and I will not deny it for the purposes of debate,
that the elections in many of the Southern States are carried on
without due reference to the rightsof the citizens. We are told
that in the great cities, such as New York, there is corruption
at Federal elections, that the vote can not fairly be cast without
the authority of the National Government to keep it within proper
and pure limits. Ah, sir, even if those necessities do exist, even
if the elections in the South and the elections in New York are
conducted in an unsatisfactory manner, even if the vote does not
represent the will of the people, it is not by such single enact-
ments as these, it is not by this irritating petty special legisla-
tion that you are ﬁoing to cure that corruption. It is deeper
seated than that, Mr. Speaker.

The problem of race in the Southern States is a terrible one.
I am not going to look into its causes. I am not going to say
who is to blame; whether it was the English founders of the
Southern States or whether it was their statesmen at the time
of the Constitution or later; whether it was the faultof one party
before the war, or of another party after. I will not go intothat
discussion. I will not consider on whom the blame lies that
there is the race problem as it stands in the Southern States;
but I know thatit stands there; I know the difficulties of election
areonly onesingle point where that race problem breaks out, and
you could check the
operation of that problem at the polls, it would break out in a
dozen other places, and it can not be settled or healed from the
outside. No, there is that sore. I believe if you leave it to
itself it will heal by the recuperating forces of nature. Ibelieve
that your irritating, probing, provoking, old-fashioned surgery
is only ]foin‘f to keep a wound open which would otherwise heal
of itself, [Applause on the Democratic side.]

“
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It is just so, Mr. Speaker, with reference to the problem of our
t cities, such cities as New York, Philadelphia, Brooklyn,
ieago, London, and Constantinople. Those great cities are
another terrible problem of this day, The corruption, the rest-
lesaness, the distress, the misery of these great Babylons issome-
thing that the social reformer, the philanthropist, the lawyer,
and the divine tremble to think of. They do not know what is
to become of modern ecivilization, with that vast army of barba-
rians concentrated at these great points of population. y

Why, undoubtedly there will be corruption at city elections.
There is deeper corruption in city life, there is deeper corrup-
tion in city existence, and if by such a plaster as the Federal
eiection law you close up this one sore and prevent the poison
from breaking out at the ballot box it will strike inward to the

reat organs, and there it will take hold of the very centers of
ife and poison them beyond control.

The great city problem has got to be taken hold of. All the
brain and all the heart in the country North and South, East
and West have got to turn their attention to the social and po-
litical problems of our great cities and what to do with them.
But it 1s vain to think that by checking at the ballot box the
casting of a few hundred or even a few thousand votes you are
going to solve a problem which is ta.xinﬁ all our best energies.

Mr, Speaker, granting that Congress has the power, granting
even that Congress has the right, granting the terrible neces-
sity, granting if you please the efficiency of these laws, I would
st.i{l have them rapesﬂed. I would have them repealed because
I am a Union man. The word Union, Mr. Speaker, meanssome-
thing more to me than it does to most men. It strikes back in
my heart to the old times which I justsawas achild. Inthe year
wgen I first acquired the right to vote, in the year 1860, when
North and South were flying at each other’s throats, when the
new Republican and the old Democratic party were engaged in
an internecine quarrel, and the old Democratic party was quar-
reling with itself and within itself, then there stood up the
Union party between the Republicans and Democrats, the Mug-
wumps of that day. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

They stood between the two parties. They rebuked them
both, They said to theextreme North and to the extreme South,
“You are both wrong, and above party, above Democracy, above
Republicanism, there is a nation, a Union, and a Constitution.”
The electoral ticket of that party carried Virginia, Kentucky,
and Tennessee, and if it had carried one single Northern State
the civil war would never have existed, and our problems, as
believe, would have been solved peaceably. Providence willed
otherwise. Providence decided that the question of States
rights and national rights should be left to the arbitrament of
war. That side of the question, which I upheld in that year,
drevailed in the arbitrament of war. My Southern friends lost
their cause, but they retain their opinions. It would be very
hard for a man to lose his cause and his opinions too. [Laugh-
ter and applause.] And it is not to be expected.

But, sir, when that war was over-the Union men were as
strong as ever; and the Union means, I say, something more to
me than it does to many. It does not mean that we are to try to
turn South Carolina into a poor New Hampshire; and Texasinto
an inferior Illinois. [Laughter.] It means that every State
needs every other; it means that every State exists in every
other and in the whole. Iam aMassachusetts man, passionately
devoted to my own Commonwealth; I believe in my own Com-
monwealth: we haveonly four Commonwealths in the Union and
it is better than being a State. [Laughter.] I believe my own
R}na-t.ree State ranks high in the highest, but because I am a

assachusetts man I am a Union man. Massachusetts is not
Massachusetts without Mississippi; Alabama is not Alabama
without Iowa; Georgia and California, Florida and Nebraska,
are nothing sepurate; they are everything together.

Therefore it was, sir, that after the war was over I rejoiced
as a Massachusetts man to have the old States back again. We
fought to get them back, and we fought to have the Union whatit
was. Thavewelcomed everything in the rising prosperity of the
Bouth. Ihave welcomed the spiritof self-sacrifice by which they
gaveuptheirlives, theirfortunes, and theirsacred honor for their
view of what citizenship meant. I have welcomed the patienca
with which they turned to the plow, to the loom., to theforgeagain,
when everything was lost. I have welecomed the ener%y by
which they have developed their mining, their agriculture,
even their commerecial resources. Ihave welcomed the patience
with which they bore restriction after restriction. I have wel-
comed their efforts in the cause of education.

I believe in an educational requirement for voting; we have

it in Massachusetts, and it is the right thing tohave. I welecome

the Southern States back to the halls of Congress with the old
fire and old energy which characterized their statesmen in the
times gone by, because they are my brethren, because Mas-
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sachusetts is a Union State, I desire to have every relic of those
bad old times swept away with the spirit of domination that
then El[-Iemiled. Applayse.] Thegentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. HicKs] appealed to the glorious record of the Republican
party. He named the great leaders that had done honor to
that party. Ah, Mr. Speaker, the greatest leaders of the Re-
ublican party are not identified with any coercion by the
Vernmes %. !ﬁ..oud applause.] You will not find Governor
Andrew, you will not ﬁng Charles Francis Adams, you will not
find Abraham Lincoln associated with any such acts controlling
Federal elections. If Mr. Lincoln’s life had been preserved he
never would have signed anysuch bills as these for checking the
franchise in the South. 1£]Iﬁud applause.]

It has been said that these are the last relics, the last f
ments of that shield which the National Government extsnds
over the rights of the ballot box. I do not hold to that, Mr,
Speaker. Itseems to me that they are the last relies of the sec-
tional spirit, a'spirit which does not understand what the Union
means. It may be that we ought to have some'such laws as
these. It may be that the substitute of my friend from New
York [Mr. FrrcH] is the better form of the bill, and that there
should be recognized the power of the United States to exercise
control at Federal elections; but, sir, if there is such an act
passed; if Congress is to extend its shield over the voting pop-
ulation of the United States let it be done afresh in a Congress
of the new generation with the new South and the new North,
when all the sections shall meet in the new Union. Let us keep
away everything that belongs to the bad old times: everything
that reminds us that there once was war, and forget that there
ever was war except in the romantic unions on Decoration days
of the boys in blue with the boys in gray. Let a united Con-
gress of the United States pass such laws, if necessary, as shall
preserve the frame of the many in one, to confine those undying
words which a great son of Massachusetts agoko in yonder Hall,
 Not a stripe erased or polluted, not a single star obscured " in
the interest of ¢ liberty and Union, now and forever, one and in-
separable.” [Loud and prolonged applause.]

r. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, Massachusetts may be de-
lighted that Mississippi has come back into the Union; so am I,
Massachusetts may be delighted that her cotton mills depend
largely upon the staple product of Mississippi for their prosper-
ity; Iam content. Butwhen Massachusettscomesforward wg?ot
out herown history and strike the mostdeadly and outspoken blow
against the three great amendments of the Constitution which
ordained that the results of a bloody war should be perpetuated
in the Constitution of my country, I repudiate, not Massa~
chusetts, but the utterance of her sonupon thisfloor. [Applause
on the Republican side.]

When the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. EVERETT]says
in substance and legal effect that he favors the wiping out from
the statute books of this country every law that relates to and is
anincident of, or that grew out of, the great struggle for national
unity, national independenée, one flag, one Constitution, Massa-
chusetts will repudiate that voice. Massachusetts will not per-
mit her sons to stand in the Halls of Congress and declare that
they are in favor of the repeal of the thirteenth amendment to
the Constitution, which legalized the abolition of slavery. Yet
the gentleman from Massachusetts has thus proclaimed his senti-
ment to-day without qualification ‘or modification.

Massachusetts will not consent that the fourteenth amend-
ment to the Constitution, which gives to every citizen oi the
United States equal civil rights before the law, and protests
against the Pa.ymant of pensions to rebel soldiers, the payment
of the rebel war debt or the repudiation of the Union debt—
Massachusetts will never consent, even though her distinguished
son may proclaim here that he is for it, that these constitu-
tional barriers shall be wiped out.

Nor, Mr. Speaker, do I believe that Massachusetts will consent
that the fifteenth amendment to the Constitution shall be re-

udiated and repealed. In the excitement of the moment and
in the enthusiasm of a political harangue inexperienced men
sometimes go far beyond the purport of their own minds and
utter words they are glad to withdraw. Outside of the reportin
favor of the passage of the pending bill this is the first unquali-
fied declaration that any member of Congress or any Democraf
has ever made since the defeat of Seymour and Blair in 1868 that
the Democrats were in favor of wiping from the statute books
Ehhe constitufional amendments which grew legitimately out of

@ war.

It is true that, in that fateful year for the Democracy, the
Democratic party went to the country proclaiming that these
constitutional amendments were ‘* illegal, unconstitutional, null,
and void.” But the lesson which they learned in that election
(when the gentleman from Massachusetts was not cofiperating
with the Democratic party) taught that party a lesson, so that
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of late it hasbeen wiser than some of the accidental and unti
accessions to its voumwer in this House. [Langhter an
lause on the Republ side..
a-pgow‘ Mr. Speaker, I wish to uss the gquestions involved
fiere from a somewhat practical standpoint, and I want to say,
on the threshold of my remarks, that, so far as the interests of
the Republican party in all the great tR.elmbli(m.n States of this
country are concerned, and so far as its interests in all the non-
voting, nonsuffrage States of this country are concerned, I do
not care whether this law is voted up or voted down. I adopt
as my deliberate opinion the utterance of a distinguished Rep-
resentative from one of the Southern States, now a member of
this House, that, no matter whether these election laws are re-
pealed or not, as to the great body of the South, the wit of man
can not devise a statute that will procure the election again of
a Republican to Congress.

That has been the case, Mr. Speaker, for a good many
The sectionalism of the Democratic party has-been fully de-
veloped in the election of members to this House. So we have
it that Louisiana, Arkansas, Texas, Florida, Mississippi, Geor-

Alabama, Tennessee with two exceptions, North Carolina
with a single exception, South Carolina with a single exception,
send only Democrats here. The Republican party, therefore, is
not to be injured in all that mighty section of this great Union
by the repeal of these laws. j 1 :

But, Mr. Speaker, at this point I wish to turn aside and ask
why we are e ed in this business. Why are we here devot-
ing this beautiful autumnal time to the discussion of the repeal
of these election laws? We were notf called together for that

rpose. The Democrats on this floor are mistaken if they
E:ink that they were ordered here in order o do this. Notonly
were they not ordered to do it by their freat. leader, but their
platform did not order them to do it. I have sat here and lis-
tened, and read the RECORD, and have come to the conclusion
that it is time that the Chicago platform should be referred to
a master in chancery, to make known to the Democratic party
what in the name of common sense it does mean. [Laughter
and applause on the Republican side.]

I have it here before me, and I challenge any Democrat on this
floor to say that the Chicago platform promises the repeal of
these election laws. There is not a word of the kind in it. The
Democrats at Chicago promised that they would prevent the

e of a force bill., They drew a greatdeal of comfort from

the defeatof the force bill. Many members of the Democratic

ty are not drawing so much consolation now from that de-

t, and the manner in which it was brought about, as they

were some time ago. The Cleveland Administration, which de-

nds for its future existence as an important factor in Ameri-

can politics upon Republican votes, is not so proud of the appar-

ent results which grew out of the defeat of the force bill now as
it was some months ago. '

If I understood the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. EVER-
B77] he is in a singular attitude.” He is very proud of the
fact that & combination was formed in the Senate,or thata com-
bination was acted there—for I do not wish to impugn the other
branch of Congress—that a combination was acted there to de-
feat the force bill. It wasa great thing then. The refusal, by
2 small minority of the Senate, o let the so-called force
bill come to a vote was very nice then. How the Eastern Mug-
wump then vied with the Southern Democrat in sounding the

raise of the men who defied the majority of the Senate. The
efiance then set to the rule of the majority was, in the estima-
tion of these cimens of consistency, a great thing.

Now the tables are turned. A majority of the Senate now
finds itself unable to pass a simple act deemed by the best busi-
ness minds of the State indispensable to the return of good times.
These things come by example; such diseases are catching, and
the Eastern Mugwump to-day is commended to the medicine it
administered to others a few short years ago.

In speeches the&)said then, and they say now through their
representatives, that filibustering is patriotism when there is
a ‘‘force bill” to be defeated, but filibustering is a horrible
arime against the Constitution and the liberties of the people of
the country when there is a Sherman purchasing clause to be
repealed; so says the Mugwum}fi

hy, if you should take the Democratic press of this country,

i.aily in the South, and especially that unspeakable element

ch represents the Mugwumpsof 1860 and their descendants,
you would find that the patriotism of the Senate that defeated
the force bill took the place for the time being of the. Lord's
Prayer and the Sermon on the Mount. Buf now, when it is de-
gired for some purpose which nobody can understand that the Ad-
ministration of Mr. Cleveland be upheld by Republican
votes in the two bodies of , the same element, combin-

ears.

ing for this purpose, are denounced all over the country as an

obstruction and a menace to the liberties of the people. A man
without a party has no criterion of consistency.

But what did we come here for? We were told that there
was a condition in this country which required some action of
Congress. What have the people of the country reus.ized from
that proclamation and the gathering of the clans of the Dem-
ocratio party in these two bodies? r. Speaker, we have been
here for two months. Two months agg to-day we assembled,
and two months ago to-morrow the ident of the United
States told us that there was only one thing necessary to make
hn.gpi.ue and _&’mspority take the place of sorrow and disaster
and trouble. @ have spent here two long, weary months; and
the people of this country are worse off —worse off for the reason
that they find it impossible to secure from the Damocratic party
any act of lefismtion that is worthy the dignity of legislation,
The ability of the Democratic party to legislate on great public
mattershas been tested, and the party failed. Itis incapable of
public good. Its long career as a party of opposition has unfit-
ted it for any sort of efficient leadership.

‘We have told the Democratic party for a great many years
that they could not do anything if they had the chance, and
they said we were unreasonable and unjust; and sometimes it
has seemed to me that we were. Now, for the first time in the
history of this generation, they have had a chance; and for two
months they have been laboring at the little matter of the re-
Beal of a single clause of a single act that their party convention
t}(-:clared should be repealed,and which their Praaigent ordered

em to repeal.

And the foundation for the defeat of this proposition was laid
in the Democratie party on this floor. Itwastheone hundredand
odd Democrats whostood out t the appeal of the President
and voted against the repeal of the Sherman purchasing clause
on the floor of this House that suggested the organization in the
Senate that to-day is the humiliation of the American people.
To-day the Democratic party stands before the people of the
country condemned, agreeing about nothing. You can not even
agree exactly how cons%i‘cuoualy, and how cerfainly, and how
deeply you will destroy Federal control or Federal regulation
of elections.

You have succeeded in bringing from the great coal regions of
the Northwest, and West, and Middle Stites, a protest by Demo-
crats that has shaken the foundation upon which stands your
Committee on Ways and Means, protesting against putting upon
the free list raw materials which sachusetts demandsin order
that Massachusetts may do as she has always has done—levy con-
tributions upon the labor, the toil, the sweat, and the industry of
the people of the West. Youcannotagreeaboutthe tariff; and
when you come to vote you will find yourselves as badly dismem-
bared and broken up on that question as you are on the financial
question.

Why, sir, the Democratic party on this floor has presented a
most remarkable az:{,teara.nee. I{ came here, one-half of it—a
majority of it indeed—flushed with the idea that they were to
take possession of the Government, break down the Democratic
administration, humiliate the President in the White House,
and destroy the last vestige of hope of the Democracy of the
East in the matter of the repeal of this law. Only two months
have rolled round, Mr. 8 er, and ‘‘ the drummer boy of Ma-
rengo” has beaten one charge too many. Outupon the plains
of Nebraska, surrounded by the people, ** the growing sentiment

ainst Wall street,” the protests coming in from every direc-
tion that the people are there, he beat the last charge, and the
sun of Austerlitz was obscured by the haze and cloud and dis-
comfiture of Waterloo. [Laughter.]

But you are hung up. If there ever was a party on the faceof
the earth that was in a condition of paralysis, it is the Demo-
cratic party in this Congress. If there ever wasa party that
vindicated all that had ever been said about its incapacity to

vern the country, you have done it here in this Congress.

ou have called for help to the Republican party, and we have
not been wanting. Wegmva not been unfaithful to duty. We
came forward and gave to the President more than a hundred
Republican votes and all the influence of the mighty hosts of
Republicans that stand behind their Representatives on this
floor.

Yet with all that, you have stood in a condition of guralysis, a
condition of dry decadence, a condition more unspeakably terrible
and humiliating than that of 2 mummy of the thirteenth cen-
tury, revolution inone wing, demoralization in the other, discord
sn!:iynncert.sint in both, and throughout the country. And to-
day, when the President of the United States, with the approval
of nine-tenths of the party organs in the United States, has said
that the whole remegy for the present distress of the country
would be achieved by the simple repeal of a single section of a
single statute, you havestood by until the trouble of the country




1893.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

2275

has become incurable. The record of to-day shows a condition

of distress and commercial disaster such as this country never
had under a Republican Administration. You fondly hope that
a change for the better hasalready comein spite of your presence
here. In this you are mistaken.

You point to the fact that in the banksof New York, and Phil-
adelphia, and Chicago there is to-day more money than there
was two months ago. Thatistrue. You point to the fact that
here and there & manufacturing industry which was shut a few
weeks ago has now resumed operations. I say, Mr. 8 er, in
the light of the financial reports, the commercial and industrial
reports of the country, that no material shadow has been lifted
from the great industrial concerns of the country. Paralysis to
business caused by the hoarding of money in the hands of the
tpfopla is no worse than the stagnation of money in the banks of

e country.

‘When you came here two months ago the banks of thecountry
had no money to loan; they could not loan: they were hoarding
their money, and the people of the country were keeping their
money out of the banks. That brought hard times and distress.
To-day there is no hoarding of money, but there is a congestion
of money in the banks, which most conclusively shows that the
statement made at the time on this side of the House that the
real difficulty was the uncertainty upon the tariff question was
true. Consider for a moment the foillowing statement. It is a
comparison between 1892, under Republican rule and protection,
end 1893, under Cleveland and Democracy:

Qur industrial census— A deplorable deprecialion in business— The volumne of
trads is but one-half that of last year, extending to all ns—Over $1.000,
000 less paid in weekly wages— Nearly 100,000 men shownto be oul of work—Here
are 600 reports from 41 Stales— Univorsal dread of o free-trade lariff—Prosira-
tion experienced everywhere.

Same industries. | November

mber
5, 1802, | 1883,

Weekly $1,500,801.35 I 8409, 089, 04
Handse: yed 143, 401 58,884
WVolume of trade._ 100 50.75
Labor empioyed .. 81 .
Wages ea Decrease
Weekly wages (AVOrAZE) . oceeeeeeemnemmcnanas £10. $8.20

I here give the report of Dun’s Review up to this day and hour.
That authority is nonpartisan; its report may be safely aceepted
a8 a true barometer of the commereial, financial, and industrial
gituntion: ;

“THE WEEK.

It is dificult to detect any signs of improvement. While there has been
some addition to the number of manufact
ber of hands at work during the past weel, it 1s be painfully clear.
that the orders obtained do not suffice to keep employed at full time even
the limnited force at present engaged. The business transacted is still far
below that of last year in volume, in railroad earnings the decrease bein
10.6 per cent inspiteof World's FPair business, and in payments throug
the prineipal clearing houses outside New York the decrease is 28 per cemt.
There is not such encouragement as might be desired in the indnstrial re-
poris for the week. Inalmostevery department orders are found too small
to keep the restricted working force fully emplbyed. Many concerns are
working short time, while the general reduction in wages also affects the
whasmgb wer of the milllons who still have work. Anincreased num-
of esta ments is reported in operation, but the of prices
in print cloths and some other cotton goods, and in the mostimportant prod-
nets of irom and steel, discloses greatly retarded business. The demand
for iron products is on the whole less satisfactory than it was a week ago.
Steel blllets are selunﬁb Pittsburg for §18 per ton, and there is prmica}fly
no demand for rails. manufactures of wool thereis still remarkable hes-
itation, and the demand for consumption is much restricted, so that the
chases of woolat the princi&g.ﬁl markets, notwuhstandu:&' some specu-
;&e Dugrmg. have been only 2,626,995 pounds against 6,272,400 for the same
weel last year.

The return of 850,000,000 gold from abroad and the increase of
the national-bank currency, until we have to-day more than
$106,000,000 more money than we had in 1883, in October, has
not aided the industrial situation.

Money is abundant, as [ have said. Fifty-odd millions of gold
has been returned from abroad. There has been a large increase
in the cirenlation of the national banks. All of this has come
about in the last few weeks. There is more money in the country
to-day, more money in circulation than there was when the panic
tibggan, vastly more, and yet to-day it is piling up in the banks of

e country.

Nobody wants it, nobody can use it, nobody will dare to under-
take to invest it. And yetin the face of all this you stand here
trying to repeal a law to keep away marshals and in rs of
election from the polls of this country. You are trying to get
toiether apparently, trying to fire the Southern heart 3
It has served you a great pu in times past to threaten the
people in your States with the domination of the colored race.

uring establishments and the num- |

One year ago last fall I went over into the cam in West
Virginia for a day and was met by a handbill— h I had it
with me—a handbill describing what the force bill would do,
and asserting that the Republican party would adopt it if they
got into power again, and alleging that this claim was illus-
trated by the handbill. The intelligent voters of the State of
‘Waest Virginia were asked to believe that that picture correctly
represented the situation, and what would happen if the Repub-
lican party got into power again.

That pieture, Mr. Speaker, was the representation of acolored
soldier with abayonetfixed driving ahopeless and helpless Dem-
ocrat to the polls, while another colored man extended a ballot,
and the eolored man in the rear with the bayonet was prodding
the Democrat and insisting that if he did not vote that ticket he
would stick that ba.{onet intohim. [Laughter.] Here isanother
one [exhibiting]. I eall the attention of every Representative
from Ohio and Indians te it.

This is an illustration of a school, as supposed fo be kept or
managed in the Siates of Ohio and Indiana. Itshows anumber
of white children and a number of colored children, and a very
largely developed colored brother and schoolmaster, with a ter-
rible whip in his hand flagellating the young and helpless Dem-
oeratic offspring, and®ver the head of it is a legend intending to
convey the ideathat this is the condition of things now pravam;;ﬁ
in Indiana and Ohio, which, if the Democratic party is defea
in West Virginia, will also be the condition in ltnhm-, State.

Right here, Mr. Speaker, let me say that I am not called on
to give any gratuitous adviee to the Demoecratic party, but do you
not think now that you are making a mistake in under to
pass this bill? Do you not think you are making a great politi-
cal blunder? _

Does it not occur to you that it would be well enough for you
to kkeep this little ambush for future use? Will it not be a mis-
take for you to repeal the Federal election laws? Nobody will
know it, I grant you, unless you go and tell the people your-
selves. Those of your constituents who can not read will never
know it; but if they find it ous, is there not some little danger
that some of them will get a little restive and kick in the har-
ness? Has not this specter of F'ederal election laws been of con-
siderable use to you in the past?

‘Was it not a good thing for you to have it as a reserve stock
intrade to parade on theeve of elections: and are you not afraid
that the Democratic party in the South will be wiped out when
it is transmitted over the wires that there is no longer Fed-
eral interference at the ballot box: that the terror of United
States supervision of elections has passed away, and that here-
after the United States shall not be permitted to interfere in the
slightest possible way with your elections? Do you not think
now that you are giving more than youare getting in the trade?
You are not getting much for it. You can not elect any more
Congressmen in the city of New York than you have now, for
you have all of them.

If you wanted more and there were any more fo be had you
would get them: there is no doubt about that. If is not a ques-
tion of votes; it is a question of certificates. Where are you to
gain votes? Possibly one in Chicago: I do not know. You can
not gain one anywhere that I know anything about. Then,
what will you gain by stripping away the mask behind which
you have carried election after election by frightening the peo-
ple of the South, smothering the will of the people; by which
you kept down the gquestion of industrial interests; i(ept down
and stamped out the tendency to rebellion and uprising down
there, by flying in the face of the Southern peopFe this black
specter of negro domination?

Let me say right here and now for mysell that I propose,
speaking for myself alone, that from henceforth and forever, ir-
respective of the passage or nounpassage of this bill, that the
people of the South shall have this question all to themselves,
as they have had for the last ten years, and I want this other
politieal party that has come on the stage of action in some of
the Southern States, that has proclaimed to the people of the
United States and the world that in a Siate election that gave
40,000 majority for one candidate for governor, a corrupt con-
spiracy—Ilet me be candid, I neither affirm nor deny it, nor care
anything about it—that affirms and proeclaims to the civilized
people of the world, that majorities have ceased to govern and
that a majority of 40,000 has transferred by fraund and eor-
ruption into a majority of 20,000 the other way—I want that
party to stew in its own juiee in these States. Let it take care
of itself and die as it will.

Mr. MEREDITH. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes.

Mr. MEREDITH. Do I understand you to say that any gu-ty
electing a candidate by 40,000 majority in any Southern State
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had been controlled by fraud so that that majority was reversed

and a large majority given the other way?

Mr. GROSV%.‘.NOE I said that a party that claimed to have
earried a State by 40,000, found itself, as it claimed, in a minor-
ity of 20,000. I neither affirm nor deny, nor yet care a farthing
on which side is the truth.

Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say, if my friend
will permit me, in the last gubernatorial election in Virginiawe
car the State by over 40,000.

Mr. GROSVENOR. And had it been necessary, I take it you
would have carried it by 100,000. [Laughter and applause on
the Republican side.] 5

Mr. MEREDITH. Well, Mr. Speaker, any intimation that
there was fraud or corruption in that election is an intimation
without any foundation in fact, and the gentleman, if he was fa-
miliar with the facts, would not make it, I am satisfied.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Nor do I believe that there is, Mr.
Speaker, and I do not propose to be drawn into any discussion
about Virginia. It seems that there may be a skeleton in that
closet which I neverheard of. I do not refer to Virginia.

1% Mr. MEREDITH. You are perfectly at liberty to uncover it
ou can. -

r. GROSVENOR. I do not want to uncover it. I want the
people of the South henceforth and forever to run this thing ex-
actly as they please; and when theg get through with the rule
of the majority, let them take such rule as they find in their
country. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Let us see what
they have had.

The first organized defiance of law in thiscountry was the de-
tiance of the election laws in the South. I will not be drawn in
o detailed statement about that. There is no intelligentman in
the South who in private conversation will not boast of the fact
that majorities have ceased to govern; and the gentleman from
Mississippi boldly made a speech on this floor that was in effect
a denunciation of the whole idea of the sacredness of majorities
as a rule of government in thiscountry. Whether you follow it
t.hmu%h the stages of Kuklux, rifleclubs, tissue ballots, or what-
ever else, it is enough to say that it stands admitted that they
have transformed a number of the Southern States, which I will
make more specific and cerfain if I may, into a condition where
there is no substantialsuffrage.

" Tdonot want to attack anybody’s State on this floor. If I have
time I shall reply to the attack of the gentleman from Missis-
sippi on my own State; but it is a very strange condition, and I
3}6&1{ with entire respect for the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.

ATES], for whom I have the highest regard, whoso indignantly
denounced the gentleman from Pennsylvania upon asupposition
which I think did not exist; but it is a strange thing to present
to the people of the country and of the world that a State with
nearly 300,000 voting population votes only 60,000 in a great Pres-
idential election.

Isubmitthat I donotunderstand it. I submitthatIcan notgo
into details to explain it: but I do state that in most of the other
States of thisUnion there is a rush to the polls in a Presidential
election, and quadrennially the highest vote of the State is always
given at such an election. And so when it appears that a frac-
tion, less than one-fifth, of the votes of a State make their a
pearance at a Presidential election, and that, too, when there
a local election and members of Congress are to be elected, it
astounds the people of this country and of the world.

And it is not important that I stop here to give an opinion, if
I had one, as to what the reason for all that is, It is enough to
say that by all these series of violations of law, beginning away
back at the date of reconstruction, sutfrage in the South, so far
as the majority of the people are concerned, in some of the
States in the South, has become a farce.

1 here insert a table, a series of figures showing the vote for
President in all the States in 1888 and in 1892:

YVOLUNTARY DISFRANCHISEMENT—THE ELECTION BY BTATES TABULATED—
RETURNS OF 1888 AND 1882 COMPARED—CLEVELAND AND HARRISON EACH
POLLS LESS VOTES IN 1502 THAN IN I883—THE TOTAL VOTE SHORT A MIL-
LION AND THREE-QUARTERS, OR MORE THAN FOUR TIMES CLEVELAND'S
PLURALITY OVER HARRISON—THE STAY-AT-HOMES, SELF-DISFRANCHISED,
LARGELY OUTNUMBER THE PROHIBITIONISTS, POPULISTS, KICKERS, AND
CRANKS COMBINED,

The census of 1890 gives 16,708,000 as the agzregate number of all the males
of voting age in all the States. Adding to this the proportionate increase
shown by the growth in the decade from 1880 to 1800, there should have been
in 1892 not less than 17,875,000 males of voting age. Computing the votable
portion upon the basis of the vote in 1888 to that year's numMers of voti
3.50 gtlv??” g.m.cm as the minimum estimate of the expected vote for Presi-

entin

The returns show that only 12,028,008 actually cast their votes, including the
females who are allowed to vote in some of the Western States. The actual
votes were nearly 6,000,000 less than the males of vol age, and about 1,700,-
000 less than the above minimum estimate of the pollable vote.

Iu 1884 there were 837,091 more votes polled than in 1880, In 1888 there were

-

1,837,701 more than in 1884, In 18092 there were but 241,531 more than in 1888,
The proportionate increase should have been not less than 2,175.000 more 1m °
1892 than in 1888, showing something over 1.000,000 voters who were so busy, or
mdﬂ!emnt.. or sick at heart over politics they would not vote at all. Cleves
land’s plurality over Harrison in the popular vote was 301,370, only about

"The tabulssed retaras Show the folowes and losses

returns show ollowing o comparing the

votes of 1888 and 1892. In 1888 Cleveland raua?‘l-voél! , 538,536 votes. 1892 the

same States give him 5,484,100, a loss of 44,438. Harrison received in 1888

5,444,053, and in 1892 5,083,013, a loss in the same States of 390,140. Claveland

lmdm bham:ls‘rou t.ogel;h:r O'?}de :24.5‘70 less umrit'?i?s in 1332 :&.han in Iiamiw’nui in

ere were on 079 votes for scatte: ca ates, 1892 other
candidates received 1,191,204 votes.

In all the Northern States Cleveland in 1888 received 3,619,084 votes, and
38,503,417 in 1892, a loss of 25,067; in all the Southern States, 1,919,456 in 1888,
and 1,900,683 in 1802, a loss of 18,773

Harrison recelved, in all the North, 4,003,183 in 1888, and 3,065,585 in 1892, &

loss of 127,508, In all the South he received 1,351,870 votes in 1888, and 1,088,-
834 in 1892, a loss of 203,536,
_. The following table gives the votes for Cleveland and Harrison in each
State for the years 1888 and 1892, arranged in parallel columus for each can-
didate; also the votes for each in 1802 igu the new States admitted since 1892,
and thedafégagaw vote for all Presidential candidatesin the years 1550, 1884,
IBBS. an =2

Cleveland. Harrison.
States.
1888. 1802. 1888, 1892,

AJADAINS . cuececeeeccne s mmmmamanas 117,320 | 188,138 58, 107 9,107
AYEansas c. o oo L , 962 87,934 58, 752 48,074
Californis. ... ccoeeeeen-.. 117,729 117, 908 124,816 117,756
Colorado ... P ) e 51,764 88, 614
Connecticut. 74,020 895 71,584 77,025
Delaware _ 16,414 18, 581 12,073 18,077
89, 561 80,143 26,656 |..........

100, 472 129, 388 40, 408 4B, 305

| sl me) s

179,877 106, 211,508 210,373

102,541 ... ..... 182,909 157,237

183, 800 175,424 155, 134 135, 420

£5, 082 8., 002 30, 484 25,332

50, 482 48, 044 73,734 62,871

106, 168 113, 866 99,986 92, 636

151, 855 176,818 183, 802 282,814

218,404 202, 208 236, 367 222,708

104, 385 100,575 142 492 122,736

55, 471 40, 237 30, 095 1,408

£.1,854 | 267,853 | 236,257 | 298,340

80, 552 24,740 108, 425 886, 805

5, 820 711 7,210 2, 882

43,450 42,018 45, 724 45, 658

151,493 171,042 144,344 156, 088

€35, 965 654, 008 648,750 609, 450

147, 902 132,051 134,784 100, 346

890, 455 404,115 416, 054 405, 187

26, 522 14,243 33, 201 35, 002

416, 633 452, 064 528, 001 516,011

17, 530 24, 335 21,968 27,069

635, 825 B4, 608 18,736 13,384

158,779 186,477 138,988 99,973

234, 8838 289,148 88,422 77,475

16, 783 16, 325 45, 192 37,0902

151,977 164, 058 150, 438 113,217
78,018 B4, 467 T8, 171 80,203
155, 282 177,448 176, 553 170,978

' 5,538,538 | 5,494,100 053 | b, 058,913

ol
3

North Dakota
South Dakota

Washington .
Wyomm S e A B et )
e R SO S e SRS S SR e
| 1880, | 1884, 1888, l 1892,
Grandsotal for all candidates ...... | 9,502, 804 llu. 189,985 11,477,686 |u,m,m
TR e e e RS e | T
Total in 1892 | B N 112,028, 008
|
The census of 1800 gives 16,798,000 as the aggregate number

of all the males of voting age in all the States. Add to this the

roportionate increase shown by the growth in the decade from
Y to 1890, and there should have n in 1892 not less than .
17,875,000 males of voting age. Computing the votable portion
on the basis of the vote in 1888 fo thit year’'s number of votin
age, gives 13,700,000 as the minimum estimate of the expec
vote for President in 1892,

Only 12,028,008 actually cast their vote, and this included all
females who voted in some of the Western States. The actual
vote was nearly 6,000.000 less than the males of voting age, and
about 1,700,000 less taan the apove minimum estimate of the
above pollable votes. And the loss is, as will appear, largely in
the nonsufirege States.
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Here is a curious study of another feature of our election for
President:

Electoral votes given in 1892 in States where aliens vole,

Cleve- | Harri-| Wea- Cleve- | Harrl-| Wea-

Statea land. | son. | ver. States. land. | son. | ver.
Alabama ...... b § || ieriad g pi el ——= e s
Arkansas.....- Ll e | BT W] Nebraskd coaeleecee--- B e
California. ... 8 | ) Eesaed North Dakota *1 3 1
Colorado : gon....... [ 3
Florida. South Dakotal._. 4
Indiana TOX8S ..\ vvren |
Kansas ... ... Wisconsin ...
Louisiana .._.. LR il Wyoming ... }occcaoas
Minnesota. ....|.cee - M B I

#It is doubtful if Cleveland got a majority of the votes over Harrison of
citizens of the United States.

And this is not all that has come of all this. To-day, Mr,
Speaker, there is less reverence for law in the United States
than at any other period in our history. There is more open,

ublie, and defiant lawbreaking in this country to-day than ever
fore.

The violation of law has begome a mighty cyclone of crime.
It is rapidly sweeping away the foundations of civil liberty. In
many of the States safety and protection to life and property is
a thing of the past. A distinguished citizen of a Southern State
in a letter I received from him only to-day said: ‘‘ This whole
Southern country is now reaping the crop that t.heg have been
sowing for the past twenty-five years. They have educated and
trained every young man in the South to become a lawbreaker—
to shoot negroes, stuff ballot boxes, and generally disregard law
and order. Mississippi has now initiated anew reign of terror—
the oof.t.og—grower must not give or sell his cotton under 10 cents

r pound.

I vefer to the acts of White Caps, thelynchings which have their
origin in defiance of law, in one way or other. If you say that
the people of a country are justified in hanging a man without
trial because the courts have notadministered justice under the
constitution speedily, I answer there is a disregard for law in
that community, one way or another. If the lynching is unnec-
essary, then the law isdisregarded. If the courtsareinefficient,
then the law is ineffectual. _And it has gone on until, under the
“higher civilization,” which the gentleman from Mississippi so
eloquently proclaims as the rule of action in that State, I read
the other day in the Washington Post that there was such a
condition of things existing as that direct threats by a secret
organization had been made to prevent the planters of Missis-
sippi from realizing money upon their cotton crop with the
threat that if they did not hold it and bull the market up to 10
cents a pound their cotton gins and other property would be
burned. And it is said the same condition exists inother States
of the South.

And,now, I do not want to be misunderstood. Idonotsay that
this condition of things, which I have imperfectly described,
exists alone in the Southern States. I donotsay that thismoral
and legal incubus upon national prosperity is confined to any
section of the Union. These things exist to a limited extent in
the North. Theg have gradually crept upward, and long ago I
felt and said, and it was the teaching of mere common sense,
that if there was in one section of this Union, aye, if there should
exist in one State of this Union, a condition of public opinion and
publie action that should wrest the ballot from the people and
subjugate and destroy the control of the majority by fraud and
violence and carry that condition to such an extent as to affect
the result of elections throughout the country, either as to Con-
gressmen or Senators, that the young men of the North, the
young men of the Middle States, and the young men of the i‘.ast,
and the whole voting population of the United States would be
in time corrugted, and would in time turn aside the great instru-
ment by which free government is carried on.

It is inevitable; it is beyond confradiction; itis the experience
of mankind. If the majority shall cease to rule in Mississippi
and the minority gain power that way, the deadly effect will be
felt nmong the young men of the North. They will resist the
encroachments of this evil power first by protest, and second, as
sure as evil communications corrupt good manners, they will co
and enlarge upon and make more ﬁea.dly the evil. They will
ﬁglllt back with the self-same weapons with which they are as-
sailed.

I say now, and I say it without hesitation, that this disregard
for law—which came first from the trampled upon in the South,
and in certain localities in the North—the rule of the majority,
the supremacy of law, rasFect. and veneration for the Govern-
ment, finds to-day its particular outeropping and development
in the wholesale resistance to law, the wholesale violation of

law, far-reaching contempt for law, which is sweeping all over
the country. Organized bands are hmdini up and robbing rail-
road trains, and why more a crime than the robbing a State of
its representation in the Senate of the United States? Which
is the greater crime, the stealing of a package of money from an
express train, or the stealing of an election return from a pub-
lic office? And yet, in the one case it is called larceny and rob-
bery and in the other political shrewdness and victory. And
this wholesale contempt for law finds a most sin evelop-
ment in that which is a matter of common rumor in the country
to-day, and which 1 will not characterize by any name.

The will of the majority has ceased to be the governing opin-
ion, and the will of the minority is being substifuted, not only
in township elections, but in the higher walks and higher places
of the Government, and the greatest development of political
corruption, the highest achievement, the greatest height. the
greatest depth, the greatest length, and the greatest breadth in
utter political iniquity and in utter oblivion and appreciation of
right and duty that ever was g;’gduced was when, as it isstated,
a respectable gentleman had n charged by members of his
own party—if he belongs to any—with having ascertained that
a certain individual paid into a campaign fund a large sum of
money with the understanding, expressed or implied, or hoped
for by him, that if the campaign should be successful he should
receive a high recognition at the hands of his party in the form
of great office; and when this discovery came, so utterly dulled,
so utterly vitiated, was the public sense, as expressed through
certain individuals, that there was found a man or men ca
ble of holding an inquest and deciding that the man was tota
unfit for the office, and that the manner in which he hs.dseuumg
a claim upon it was totally immoral and vicious, and that it
would be demoralizing and injurious to the garty if the supposed
and alleged agreement was carried out: and yet, it is said, that
there was found aman or men sunken solow, with theirapprecia-
tion of all that was due so dulled and stagnated that they would
decide that that man had a standing, a status, a position, such
as justified him in demanding and receiving, and they in secur-
ing and paying back to him, the money which he had thus paid
under these circumstances.

Talk about Tammany Hall, talk about Boss Tweed, talk about
the element which is made a byword of law and decency in other
localities of the United States by political corruption; I say noth-
ing ever so symbolized and so stamped and so called attention to
the demoralization and ruin which has been afilicted upon the
body politic of this country as that utterance and that sugges-
tion and that idea and that act. Think of it! A man may go
into a political conspiracy, pay money in advance for a political
office, and when caught at it shall not be allowed to have an of-
fice, but shall have a standing in the court of equity and con-
science among his fellows to recover back the money which he
paid for an office that he did not get; like the -goods man
who has paid his money in advance for the material to violate
the laws of his country,and when caught at it, sues to recover
back the money which he paid on the confract. That sort of
transaction will hereafter be the high-water mark reached by
political corruption and demoralization. The time will never
come again when there can be successful competition with this
transaction by the small rascals in this country.

Mr. Speaker, I will not attempt to catalogue and state where
elections have been and are corrupt, and how they are corrupted.
I believe that the city of New York has become the focus of this
debate. With the population of the city of New York and its
surroundings no party standing upon the high plane of political
morality that the Republican party does can expect to have rep-
resentatives in Congress. You have driven them all out; you
have utterly destroyed the Republican party in thatlocality, and
You have destroyed the liberty of conscience inelections and the
iberty of action at elections of a great portion of your people.
Of it I have nothing to say.

‘What I know of the State of New York and the cily of New
York is ancient history. I know that Horace Greeley claimed
that the electoral vote of the State of New York in 1844 was car-
ried for Mr, Clay honestly, fairly, by a majority of the votes, and
I know that he charged, and it was never denied, that by fraud
and corruption that election was turned aside and the electoral
vote was given to Mr. Polk., I donot know whether Mr. Greeley
told the truth or not, but I believe he did. Ibelieve thesilence
of the Democratic party upon that subjectand the defiant utter-
ances of Horace Greeley convinced the publie mind of the truth.
I know at a later f)eriod Horace Greeley wrote an open letter,
directed to Samuel J. Tilden, and charged Mr. Tilden himself
with having corruptl_gea.nd criminally turned aside the voice of
New York, that had been given by a largemajority for Mr. Gris-
}:vtolg for governor, and that the vote was given by fraud to Mr,

offman.
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Ido not know that Mr. Greeley told the truth about the Dem-
ocratic party of New York, but I do know that years later he
was selected to carry the standard of the Democratic party for
President, and if he committed an offense od%inally in making
these charges, they certainly condoned that offense afterwards,
if it was an offense, and by their nomination of him they ad-
mitted and confessed before the great bar of public justice the
fruth of his utterances. I do not believe that the Democrats of
New York can mike a greater mistake than to carry out the
personal spite and hostility of a few men t one man and
relieve us of any divided responsibility in the condition of the
eleetions in New York City.

It is said that there is there a man by the name of John I.
Davenport. He is a local character. e have no interest in
John I. Davenport. He has never succeeded in all his instru-
mentalities for years in electing a single member of Congress a
Republican. He seems to have been a source of irritation to
the Democrats of New York, and it is said that even in the
Kﬂyer book of some of thel saints of Tammmnrg Hall they

ve an appendix to the ordinary prayer, in which they pray to
be delivered from the temptations of the devil and to be kept
out of the machinations of John I. Davenport. [Laughter.]

I will tell you, Mr. Speaker, how the people of the couniry
look at that. They do not believe—I will not get into a personal
controversy with any Representative from New York—they do
not believe that there has been fraud and corruption in the city
of New York in the administration of Davenport. They do not
believe that John 1. Davenport has been guilty of crime. They
do not believe, nor do I, that a single man in the city of New
York was ever deprived of his right and op;l)ormnity to vote at
any election as he saw fit by any act of John I. Davenport. The
whole story is a mere scarecrow. It is of a piece with the
Democratic cry in the Southern States of the force bill.

And now, Mr. Speaker, lest my time shall expire, I desire to
refer to the attack made, or whatever it may be called, and I
will not here call it an attack, because it was made more in the
spirit of a reply to what was su to have been said by the
g%qtleman from Mississippi yesterday, or the day before, about

io.

There is nothing easier than for aman, evenamember of Con-
gress, to make a mistake when he goes to talking about the
politics of another State in which he does not live and the his-
tory of which he has not studied. I will givebriefly the history
of the colored question in Ohio, and of a few matters pertaining
to our elections there.

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow a question?

Mr. GROSVENOR. Always from the gentleman from Tili-

nois,

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. If it is probable, as the gentleman

says, that a member of Congress may make amistake about the

ities of another State, why should he undertake to legislate
E;- the politics of that State and the manner of conducting its
elections?

Mr. GROSVENOR. I assume that the presance of the gen-
tleman here was a mistake by the voters of Illinois; butif the
were to make a mistake I am glad that their mistake involve
the genial and able gentleman who has interrogated me. Con-

essmen do make mistakes, and people make mistakes in elect-

g Congressmen. I may not be free from the one, nor my peo-
ple from the other.

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. That might be so, and yet it would
not furnish an answer to my question.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I wasabout to reply to some
criticisms made by the gentleman from Mississippi on my State.
As I have not a word yet about Ohio, I can not have made a
**mistake” up to this time. There were upon the statute book
of Ohio what were called the black laws. The date of their
adoption I do not remember. They were passed by a Demo-
cratic Legislature. Tley were as tyrannical and unjust as the
darkest code of any Sonthern State. They prohibited the col-
ored man from giving testimony in the courts. They were
;)oassed in the times away back, before the war. Buteven be-

re the warcame on, under the gmwing influence of the Repub-
lican party, which carried the State in 1853, those black laws
were repealed. They were re ed by the vote of the Whigs,
the Know-Nothings, the Republicans and the enlightened Demo-
crats. They were blotted from the statute book.

But, in the tProvisi.on of the constitution of Ohio, prescribi
the gualifications for voters, the word *‘ white” was found.
‘When the war was over the ture of Ohio indorsed and
ratified the thirteenth amendment to the Constitution. The
Legislature of Ohio, Republican in both branches, also ratified
the fourteenth amendment. Then a Democratic Legislature
came in and withdrew the consent of Ohio to the fourteenth
amendment; that Legislature standing, where the gentleman

from Massachusetts [Mr. EVERETT] stands, in favor of keeping

the slave code upon the statute books of the United States.
Later on the fifteenth amendment wasratified by a Republican
gislature re-

or withdrew or rescinded the assent of Ohio to the rati-
cationof the fifteenth amendment; asthe Democrats did in New
York, and as they did everywhere there was a Democratic Leg-
islature. For, Mr. Speaker, there was no Democratic Legisla-
ture in this country that kept pace with the onward movement
of the glorious triumph of liberty. They came dragging along
behind, camping fo-nightwhere we camped lastnight, and stand-
ing ready to-day to indorse what we did yesterday. In 1867, be-
fore the ratification by the States of the fifteenth amendment,
we submitted to a popular vote the question of striking out the
word ‘‘ white” from the Constitution.

Under the law of Ohio a majority of all the votes given at the
election are required for a change of the constitution, so that
it is almost impozsible to make such a change. You have, inthe
first place, a tally of the votes for governor, or for the highest
candidate on the ticket, and you must have, for a constitutional
amendment, a majority of that number; so that each voter who
votes for both propositions, or who fails fo vote for either, is
counted in the negative. We carried onthat campaign as well as
we could. We put it into the Republican platform B:at we [avored
the enfranchisement of the colored man, and there was no man in
Ohio who more energetically and for his years more success-
fully took the stump in favor of that amendment than James E.
Campbell, then a young Republican politician in the city Ham-
ilton, in Butler County. He went everywhere, as I did, and we
all did all we could; but along in some of the river counties of
our State, and in some special localities, there was opposition.

The Democratic party put into their platform a denunciation
of the L*)l‘q:iposiﬁon. They appealed to the people of Ohio on the
ground that we were in favor of mal;xgving white women to col-
ored men. [Laughter.] They paraded wagons with beautifully
dressed ﬁoung ladies having above their heads transparencies
on which was inscribed, ** Fathers, protect us from black hus-
bands.” [Laughter.] Thatwas done all through the State,and
the result was that we lost the Legislature in both branches.

It is true that Rutherford B. Hayes was elected governor by a
majority of I&erhnpa 1,400, but the Legislature was Democratic,
and Judge Thurman became the Senator from Ohio. And, Mr.
Speaker, to-day that word ** white " is in the constitution of Ohio
as a qualification for the voter. We have a State constitution
which was adopted in 1851, before there was a Republican party.
We tried to amend it in 1867 and we failed. We had a constitu-
tional convention in 1874 and got a new constitution framed with
all the safeguards of liberty, but, because it embraced a great
many other guestionsrelating to corporations, taxation, and rep-
resentation, it was voted down by a special election.

So the constitution of Ohio to-day contains the word * white”
in the clause prescribing the qua.l.lications ol voters, but never-
theless every colored man in Ohio, without coercion, without
restraint, without intimidation, without fraud, casts his vote just
as he sees fit, under the dominatin wer of one of those amend-
ments to the Constitution of the United States which the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts LL(;(;' EvERETT] is proud to say he
wants wiped off the statute ks. In Ohio, therefore, every-
body votes. We had a little frouble in Ohio. Something has
been said about the abuse of this matter of marshals and inspeect-
ors at the city of Cincinnati. Itis an old story; I do not want
to go into ancient history on that subject.

There wasa condition of things in the city of Cincinnati, under
a most effective election law then existing in our State, that be-
came the subject of an i.nvesriﬁtion by Congress. I have here
the action of a committee of which the distinguished gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] was a member. Here is the testi-
mony, and, 8 ing upon the results of that investigation, I de-
sire to say simply that there was perhaps the most thoroughly
organized, far-reaching, and complete system of fraud attempted
that has ever been attempted upon the ballot box anywhere in
the country, and certainly greater than we ever had in Ohio be-
fore or since. I propose simply to say that in a single instance
justice was meted out.

A man by the name of Michsel Mullen, himself a lisutenant
of police, was arrested, charged, indicted, and found guilty of
ha arrested one hundred and sixty odd legal voters, colored
men, in the nighttime the night before the election, so secretl
that in spite of the vigilance of perhaps twenty-five hund
deputy marshals and inspectors who ImJ been appointed by the
court, nobody found it out until the election polls were closed
at night, when these men, having been deprived ol their votes,
were turned loose. That man was tried and convicted; and if
the House will be kind enougl to allow me to omit the reading
T will gjl;t into my e very brief sentence pronounceti
upon this man by Judge Baxter, one of the ablest, purest, and

glﬁature in Ohio, and still later a Democratic
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most independent of all the judicial officers we have ever had in
Ohio. In that sentence Judge Baxter sets out in language
stronger than I could frame the enormity ol the outrage:

JUDGE BAXTER'S SENTENCE OF MIKE MULLEXN,

Michael Mullen, yon stand convieted of the erime of having, by unlawful
means, prevented a number of {ellow-citizans from voting in the recent
nal election held in ﬁ:ﬂ' Youn were at the time a policeman
to protect every one in the of their legal rights. ut instead
of doing this, you availed yourself of an unauthorized and indefinite order
issued by the mayor, commanding the arrest of “ allsuspicious personsfound
on the streets," as a color for your action, and proceeded to arrest
and imprison 152 citizens ha as a right to vote as you did, and de-
tatned most of them until the eleciion was over, and in this way and by these
means deprived them of their constitutional right to vote. The mayor's
order, we think, was a usurpation. Butilit were otherwise, yon went beyond
the most liberal construction that can reasonably be placed upon it It pro-
poses to authorize the arrest of * suspicious persons (whatever these terms
may mean)found on the streets,” whilst you invaded the homes ot some of
our victims at or about midnight preceding the election, and dragged them
m their beds, withoutexplanation, to the prison improvised
tained them until afterthe polls were closed.
any facts tending to them within the purview of the
mayor's order, you fafled to put them in evidence. On the cantrat? the tes-
timony demonstrated that you knew some of them to have been tizens of
Cincinnati for several years preceding their arrest, and ‘;el. you ed,
without inguiry, com; t, or prootf, to arrest and hol
vile, as alleged in the ctment, under the pretense of official duty, but in
fact to prevent them from exercising their constitutional right to vote for a
Re; tative in The evidence of your guilt was so convincing
ed gx

for the occa-

presan! Ve
that your able and zealous counsel volun yielded to its irresistible
forece, and with your niescence, manifest court, consented to
the finding made by the jury. This finding, thus ol , 18 a virtual con-
fession by you that the arrest imprisonmentof the persons named were
for the wrongful purpose alleged in the indictment.

Such an unprecedented invasion of the rights of American citizens by any
one anderany circumstances would bea grave violation of the criminal laws
of the United States. But when it is remem that you were at the time
in the exercise of public authority and acting under obligations of an
official oath, ing impar ty and integrity in the discharge of your
duties, your intidelity to your official obligations seems to have pecu-

that our republican institutions; and you did agour work so
noiselessly and experily as to have elunded the vigilance of 3, nd
gpecial do% sheriffs and deputy marshals then on duty, and
to have been perating for the protection of all voters in

the exercise of their legal rights, as well as the 75,000 other citizsns of this
great central city who (if we are to credit the city press) were so thor-
hly solicitous on that ON 1o preserve the purity of the ballot box.
o%e ublime impudence of such a raid upon the constitutional right of
ur fellows, in connec ion with its successful consummation, precludesthe
that the was concelved and executed bgou alone. That you

had accomplices is manifest. You never would ve ventured upon a
scheme so fTull of danger, and from which you could in no event have derived
any personal adva . without a-surances of coOperation from others.
But your accomplices have 8o far escaped det.ecuona.m;';punishmenr.. Their
immunity, however, is no mitigation of youroffense. - You were the active
and cons! ous instrument in the perpewration of the complained
u.mdithowpmmmm?radvodwwimpo&m ent pre-
seribed by law. This must, however, be Inadequate to your crime, -
gress, 1 ever having anticipated such an 4Ty abuseof official power
as practiced by you, has falled to prescribe punishment commensurate with
the offense. Dut, as you have richly ea.rnsJ the maximum punishment pre-
scribed by law, we can not in justice to the public and the Censtitution we

represent do less than infliet it upon youn. e judgment of the court will,

therefore, be that you be imprisoned for twelve months from this day in the
common jail of Hamilton County, Ohio,

And I might stop here to say that since Mullen served out his
time in prison under that sentence, or rather since he was par-
doned out of prison by a Democratic executive, he has become
the high priest of Hamilton County Democracy,as it were—has
held office after office, alwag: upon the highest pinnacles of

ty preferment, and is to-day on the ticket of the Hamilton
unty Democracy as a candidate for a judicial office in the city
of Cincinnati.

Later on there was another fraud attempted. Two hundred
names of men who did not vote were put upon the poll lists of
precinet A in the Twenty-fourth ward. Thereby the result was
changed. Ten Demoerats were returned as elected to the Senate
and House, where in fact the whole Republican ticket had been
elected. By a close caleulation made late at night, it was ascer-
tained that the Republican ticket was elected by somethinglike
200 majority. In spite of this forgery, as as was ever

rpetrated, a certificate was given by a Democratic clerk of
g:e court to these ten Democratic candidates as representatives
and senators. They marched up to Columbus knowing that they
had not been elected, knowing that their certificates were the
E:roduct. of forgery and crime, and took theirseats in the Legis-

ture,

In the house of representatives, where the opposite party had
a clear majority, seven of those men who appeared there as rep-
resentatives were at once kicked out and sent home. The Sen-
ators sat there, holding their places in defiance of the rules of
the house. Finally, when matters became too hot for them,
they fled to the mountains of Tennessee—all but one, a single
Democrat being leit to make the objection that no quorum had
voted. The lieutenant-governor of the State—the president of
the senate—counted the odd Democrat sitting there as a senti-
nel on the watch-tower, declared a quorum present; three
sermtors not entitled to seats were turned out, and everything
went on right and straight.

We had another attempt in Columbus, where a representative
and a judge of the probate court was elected by fraud through
the entering on the poll sheets of 200 n:mes of men who had
never voted. That result was at once ignored by the gentleman
who was thus returned as a representative; he never took his
place as such, but utterly repudiated the whole thing.

Now, Mr. Speaker, in the city of Cincinnati, and so far as 1
know in the city of Cincinnati alone, have the Republicans of
Ohio ever invoked the presence of United States marshals., To-
day we have an election law framed and put upon the statute
book by the good men of both parties. It is the Australian bal-
lot in probably as fair a form as it is in any of the best States of
the Union. Cumbersome and obstructive to some extent it cer-
tainly is, an annoyance to some people beyond a doubt; but it
has 1ﬂm Ohio out of the domain of possible fraud and made it
what it is—a State that honors all its citizens and has no quali-
fication that makes it impossible for her men of voting age to
vote.

Mr. Speaker, the question of the constitutionality of laws re-
lating to the election of members of Congress is not a new ques-
tion, not an open question, not a question about which any in-
telligent lawyer, it would seem, ought to hesitate in his opinion;
but the foundation for doubt and uncertainty in this countr
grew out of the early discussions of the power of Congress an
the relation of the States to the Union, and more especially did
it Frow out of the early differences of opinion in regard to the
relation between the Supreme Courtand the other codrdinate
branches of the Government. Ifisnotmy pur here and now
to enter upon any considerable discussion of these questions.

Very early in the history of our Constitution Mr. Jefferson
and others took the broad, and as it appears to us now looking
back at it, incendiary ground that the Supreme Court, under
the following tﬁu‘f.wisicm of the Constitution could only intmiprat
the laws for the guidance of the courts. and not to control the
other branches of the Government:

SEC. IL, ART. IT. The judicial power shall extend to all cases in law and

aqniﬁcfr arising under this Constitution, the laws of the United States and
treaties made or Which shall be made under their authority, * * =

Mr. Jefferson not only held, with that vigor with which he
maintained his own opinions and defied the opinions of others,
that the Supreme Court could not bind his action as President,
but that he would defly the Supreme Courtor its mandates when-
ever he saw fit to do so. And I will here give the opinions and
declarations of a number of other gentlemen of that day, and,
among the rest, that of John Randolph, of Roanoke.

Strange is it not, Mr. Speaker, singular is it not, that the dis-
tinguished young relative of John Randolph, of Roanoke, should
be here to-day urging with remarkable foree, remarkable power,
and pleasing eloquence the same doctrine of his distinguished
ancestor. And yet, Mr. Speaker, in pleasing contrast to this
mistaken dogma is the lang of John Randolph Tucker, who
closed his term as president of the National Bar Association at
Milwaukee on the 1st of September last in an address of remarka-
ble ability and power, in which he subdivides the achievements
of our Anglo-Saxon race; and I quote section 10 of his address:

Finally, 1t has ordained a confederative system of government, a republic
of republics, in which power is wedded to r. (ghz by localizing power to con-
trol local and by comb: power of all to direct the common
and general interests of all, and thus has presented to the world a ¢ tu-
tional organizsm wherein government is potential for defense and impotent
to destroy freadom, where the minimum of power and the maximum of
liberty are made consistent with the order, peace, and salety of the people.

In this beautiful statement, so creditable to the learning and
patriotism of the distinguished gentleman, there is nothing said
about a power within that power to nullify it, and it has direct
and pertinent reference to the acts and power of Congress.

I appeal from TUCKER, young and enthusiastic, carried away
from moorings of the Constitution and the decisions of the
courts by the force and circumstances of his surroundings, to
Tucker, ripe in age, wise in experience, strong in learning, and
safe in counsel. -

But, Mr. Speaker, it was the pernicious teachings of these
ancient fathers that cost us a bloody war. The Kentucky reso-
lutions emanated from the Pun of the same gentleman who wrote
the letter from which T will gquote. The same incendiary doc-
trine followed us along our pathway, sowed the seeds of dissen-
gion in the teaching of Calhoun, culminated in the declaration
of withdrawal from the Union of eleven States, was shot to death
upon a hundred battlefields of war, and its bloody end was
sealed with the blood of a million of men. John Marshall, of
Virginia—Heaven bless his memory—struck the blow upon the
Supreme Bench of the United States that laid the foundation to
destroy this whole doctrine, and in later years no lawyer of em-
inence doubts the power of Congress to pass these laws.

I give from Federal RaJporter, No. 41, an extract from the elo-
quent charge of Circuit Judge Howell E. Jackson, on page 330,
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in the trial of certain men indicted for offenses against these
laws, as follows: B

But little need be sald as to the law applicable to this case. Congress has,
by various acts, 8o far adopted the election laws of the several States as to
make all frands and offenses committed against those laws offenses against
the United States, when committed in any election at which a Representa-
tive in Congress is to be voted for.

The constitutionality of this legislation has been fully established by the
highest tribunal in the land. Itis not controverted that at the election held
on the 6th day of November, 1888, in the fourth civil district of Fayette
County, Tenn., at Garnett’s store, a Hepresentative in Congress was to be,
and was in fact, voted for. If, at that election, the defendants, or either of
them, committed or permitted any acts prohibltad or made misdemeanors
by the State law, such violations of their duty as judges and officers of said
election will constitute offenses against the United States.

It was a glorious thing, independent of all political consider-
ations, when Benjamin Harrison severed the ties that bound
him as a partisan and put such a man as that upon the Supreme
Bench of the United States—a Democrat who had passed away
from the fog and the mist and the doubt and the confusion of the
teachings of Jefferson and Jackson and others, out into the open
sunlight, out into the clear sailing, out upon the pathway of na-
tional unity and national power. So much for question and
no more. Herel give the discussion to which I have referred.
It is contained in letters written in the early years of the Con-

stitution:
OPINIONS OF THOMAS JEFFEHRSON,

In a letter to John Adams, dated September 11, 1804, Mr.
Jofferson says:

Yon seemed to think that it devolved on the judgas to decide on the valid-
ity of the sedition law. Butnothing in the Coustitution has given them a
right to decide for the Executive, more than the Executive to decide for
them. Both magistrates are equally independent in the sphere of action as-
sizned to them. The judges, belleving the law constitutional, had a rightto
piss a sentence of fine and imprisonment, because the ?ower was placed in
their hands by the Constitution. But the Executive, believing the law to be
unconstitutional, were bound to remit the execution of it, because that power
had been confided to them by the Constitution.

Again, in a letter to Judge Roane, dated Poplar Forest, Sep-
tember 6, 1819, Mr. Jefferson remarks:

In denying the right they usurp in exclusively explaining the Constitution,
I go further than you do, if I understand rightly your quotation from the
Federalist, of an opinion that * the Judiciary is the last resort in relation to
the other departments of the Government, but under which the judiciary is
derived,” this opinion be sound, then indeed is our Constitution a
complete felo dese. For intending to establish three departments, cobrdi-
nate and independent, that t.ha{n}n.ight, check and balance one another, it
has given, according to this opinion, to one of them alone the right to pre-
scribe rules for the goverament of the others, and to that one, too, which is
unelected by and independentof the nation. * # # The Constitution on
this hypothesis, is a mere thing of wax inthe handsof the judiciary, which
they may twist and shape into any form they please. It should be remem-
bered, as an eternal truth in politics, that whatever power in any govern-
ment is independent, is absolute also; in theory only atfirst, while the spirit
of the people is up, butinpractice as fast as thatrelaxes. Independence can
be ted nowhere but with t.h;‘people in mass. They are inherently inde-
ndent of all but moral law. y construction of the Constitution is ver
gfﬂerem from that you quote. . It is that each department is truly independ-
ent of the others, and has anequal right to decide for itself what is the mean-
of the Constitution in the cases submitted to its action, and especially
where it 1s to act ultimately and without appeal.

John Taylor, of Caroline, Va., who in his day used to speak and
write ‘‘as one having authority” in the old Jeffersonian Repub-
lican party, in an essay entitled *“ New Views of the Constitu-
fion,” says:

The legal features of the Consti tution. in relation to judges, is expressed
in the sixtharticle: * The Constitution is the supreme law of the land, and
the nggﬁ in ever&smm are to be bound thereby.” Can the judgments of
the eral court be a supreme law over this supreme law? Is there nodif-
ference between the supremacy of a Federal court over inferior Federal
courts, and the supremacy of the Constitution over all courts? The su-
premacy of the Constitution is a guaranty of the independent powers, within
their respective spheres, allowed by the I'ederalist to the State and Federal
Governments. A supremacy in the court might abridge or alter these

heres.

Bp'i’he State judges are bound by the Constitution and by anoath to obey the
supmmax?’ of the Constitution, and not even required to obey the supremacy
of the Federal court. Why are all the departments of the State and Federal
governments oquall&%gmd to obey the supremacy of the Constitution? Be-
canse the State and eral governments were considered as checking and
balancing departments. Had either been considered as subordinate to a su-
premacy in the other it wonld have been tyrannical to require it by an oath
to support the supremacy of the Constitution, and also to break that cath
by ylelding to the usurped supremacy of the other.

During the Administration of John Adams the judiciary sys-
tem was remodeled in such way as to create a large number of
circuit judgeships,and to make &le Supreme Courtsimply a court
of ap from the inferior jurisdictions. After the election of
Mr. Jefferson, with a Republican‘(Demoeratic) majority in Con-
gress, the act was repealed.

During the debate in the Senate, which was protracted, on
this repeal bill, Mr. Jackson, of Georgia, said:

We have been asked if we are afraid of having an army of judges. For
myself, I am more afraid of an army of judges under the patronage of the
President than an army of soldiers, 'Mhe former can do us more harm.
They may deprive us of our liberties, if attached to the Executive, from their
decisions; and from the tenure of office contended for we can not remove

_them; while the soldier, howsver he may act, is enlisted, or if not enlisted,
only subsisted for two years, whilst the judge is enlisted for life, for his
mlar{ can not be taken from him. (See Annals of Congress, 1801-'2,
page 47.)

-

During the same discussion Mr. Mason, of Virginia, said:

The objects of courta of law, as I understand them, are to settle guestions
of t between suitors, to enforce obedience to the laws, and to protect
the citizens against the oppressive use of power in the executive ofiicers.
Not to protect them t the ture, for that, I think, I have shown
to be impossible, with the powers which the Legislature may safely wse and ex-
ercise, and because the people have retalned in their own hands thi
of controlling and directing the Legislature by their immediate and mediate
elections of President, Senate, and House of Representatives. (See Annals
of Congress, 1801-'2, page T3.)

In the House, Robert Williams, of North Carolina, said:

If this doctrine is to extend to the length gentlemen contend, then is the
sovereignty of the Government to be swallowed up in the vortex of the ju-
diciary. hatever the other departments of the vernment may do they
can undo. You may pass a law, but they can annul it. Will not the 18
be astonished to hear that their laws depend upon the will of the ét;l , who
are ahe;nsehres independent of all law? (Annals of Congress, 1801-'2, pages

1,

John Randolph, of Roanoke, said:

But, sir, if you pass the law the judges are to put their veto upon it by de-
cla it unconstitutional. Here is a new power,of a dantfarom and uncon-
trollable nature, contended for. The decision of a constitutional question
must rest somewhere. Shallit be confided to men immediately nsible to
the people, or to those who are irresponsible? For the responsibility by im-
peachment is little less than a name. Fromwhom isa corrupt aecision most
1o be feared? To me it appears that the power which has the right of pass-
ing without appeal on the validity of your laws is your sovereign. * #
But, sir, are we not as Geeplg' interested in the true exposition of the Consti-
tution as the judges can be? With all due deference to their talents, is not
Congress as capabte of forming a correct opinion as they are? Are not its
members acting under a responsibility to public opinion which can and will
check their aberrations from duty? Let acase, not an imaginary one, be
stated: Congress violates the Constitution by fettering the press; the judi-
cial corrective is gplied to; far from protecting the liberty of the citizen, or
the letter of the Constitution, you find them outdoing the Legislature in
zeal, pressing the commeon law of England to their service where the sedi-
tion law did not apﬁ'ly.

Su your reliance had been altogether on this broken staff, and not
on the elective principle? Your press ht have been enchained until
doomsday, your cltizens incarcerated for ei and where is your remedy?
But if the construction of the Constitution is left with us, there are no longer
limits to our power; and this would be true if an appeal did not lie, through
the elections, from us to the nation, to who, alone, and not a few privileged
individuals, it belongs todecide, in the l1ast resort, on the Constitution. * * *
In their inquisitorial capacity, the Supreme Court, relieved from the
tedious labor of investigating judicial points by the law of the last session,
may easily direct the ecutive, by mandamus, in what mode it is their

leasure that we should execute his functions. They will also have more
eisure to attend to the Legislature, and forestall by inflammatory pam-
phlets, their decisions on all important :iuesﬂoua, whilst for the amusement
of the public we shall retain the right of debating, but of nol voting. (An-
nals of Congress, 1801-'2, pages 661, 662.)

Nathaniel Macon, of North Carolina, said:

We have heard much about the judges and the ity of thelr independ
ence. I 1 state one fact to show that they have power as well as inde-
pendence. Soon after the establishment of the Federal courts they issued a
writ—not being a professional maa, I shall not undertake to give {ts name—
to the supreme court of North Carolina, directing a case then pending in
the State court to be brought to the Fe&eral court. The State judges re-
fused to obey the summons, and laid the whole proceedings before the Leg-
islature, who approved their conduct, and, as well as I remember, unani-
mously; and in that day was not called disorganizing. (Annals of Con-
gress, 1801-'2, page 711.)

John Bacon, of Massachusetts, said:

The judiciary have no more ht to preseribe, direct, or control the acts
of the other departments of the Government than the other departments of
the Government have to prescribe or direct those of the judiciary. (Annals
of Congress, 1801-'2, page 983.)

THE SEDITION LAW.

When the case of Matthew Lyon was before the United States
Senate in 1818, on l%l:belm:acm asking indemnity for a fine imposed
upon him under the sedition law, John J. Crittenden, of Ken-
tucky, said:

The judiciary is a valuable part of theGovernment, and ought to be highly
respected, but it is not infallible, The Constitution is our guide—our su-

reme law. Blind homage can never be rendered by freemen Lo any power,
n all cases of alleged violations of the Constitution, it was for Congress to
make a just discrimination. (Benton's Abridgment, volume 8, page 184.)

Hon. James Barbour, of Virginia, made a report on the subject
of the petition, of which the following is an extract:

The first question that naturally presents itself in the investigation is,
was the law constitutional? e committee have no hésitationin pronounc-
ing that in their opinion it was not.

'I'he committee are aware that in ogposlt&on to this view of the subject
the decision of some of the judgesof the S‘:fmme Court, sustaining the con-
stitutionality of the law, has been frequen
conclusive of the question.

The committee entertain a high respect for the purity and intelligence of
the judiclary; but it is a rational respect, limited by a knowledge of the
frallty of humap nature, and the theory of the Constitution, which declares
not only that judges may err in opinion, but also may commit crimes, and
hence has provided a tribunal for the trial of the offenders.

GEORGIA.

In the case of Paddleford, Fay & Co. vs. The Mayor and Alder-
men of the City of Savannah, Judge Benning, in delivering the
opinion of the court, recited two or three cases in which the
State of Georgia has acted in disregard of the decisions of the
Supreme Court of the United States. In the case of Chisolm,
executor, against Georgia, the Supreme Court of the United
States—

Ordered, That unless the said State shall efther in due form appear, or show
cause to the contrary, in this court, by the first day of next term, judgment
by default shall be entered against the said State.

y referred to as sovereign and
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The reporter adds, in a note, that—

In Febrnary term, 1794, jud t dered for the plaintiff, and a writ
of in ::lry awarded. ".l'hgn t?%%wmrl:e:as not :l:rmd out and executed; so
that.'ilhis canse, and all of the other suits against States, were swept at once
from the records of the court by the amendment of the Federal Constitution.

Georgia treated the court with contempt in respect to this
ease. Her position was, that the court had no jurisdietion of her
as a party. (Georgia Reports, volume 14, Eage 479).

The judge proceeds to say that, **in this position Georgia
triumphed,” and that the judgment against her * fell dead.”

The judge next cites the case of Worcester and Butler, who
had settled on the Cherokee lands in Georgia contrary to the
laws of the State, and for which offense they were sent to the

nitentiary. On a writ of error, the Supreme Court of the
nited States annulled the judgment in the State court, and is-
sued a mandate to the superior court of Georgia, to carry its
judgment of reversal into execution. Judge Benning proceeds:

Now, what did Georgia do on receipt of that special mandate? Through
every department of her government she trea the mandate and the writ
of error with contempt the most profound. Shedid not even protest against

urisdiction, as she had done in the case of 1lm’s executors; but she

ept Worcester and Butler in the h?ennencim and she executed in the Cresk

Nation the laws for violating which they had been put in the penitentiary.
Judge Benning, in delivering his opinion, says further:

It was not only in this case that G occupied this position; she did it
in two other cases, and those cases of lfe and death; the case of Tassels
and that of Graves. One of these happened before those of Worcester and
Butler, namely, in 1830; the other afterwards in 1834, The Supreme Court had
issued writs of error in each of these cases on the application of the defend-

ants to the State of Georgila, but, as the cases are not rdported, it is to be

presumed that these writes never got back to the Supreme Court or thatif
}ha{ﬁcv%ld it wastoo late. Itis certain thatGeorgia hung the applicants
'or the writ.

In the Tassels case the Legislature passed these, among other
resolutions:
Resolved, That the State of Georgla will never so far eompromit her sov-

ereignty as an mde%endenh State as to become a party to the case sought to
be made before the Supreme Court of the United States by the writin ques-

OTL.

Resolved, That his excellency the governor be, and he and every other
officer of this State is hereby, uested and enjoined to disregard any and
every mandate and process that has been or shall be served on him or them

urporting to proceed from the Chief J or any iate justice of the
gup‘remo urt of the United States, for the purpose of arresting the execu-
tion of the criminal laws of the State.

Similar resolutions were passed as to the case of Graves by
the Legislature in 1834,
VIRGINIA.

The court of appeals of Virginia, in 1814, in the case of Hun-
ter vs. Martin, devisee of Fairfax, entered the following unani-
mous opinion, after full argument:

The court is unanimously of opinion that the appellate power of the Su-
preme Court of the United States does not extand to this court, under a
sound construction of the Constilution of the United States; that so much
of the twenty-fifth section of the act of Congress to establish the judicial
courts of the United States as extends the appellate jurisdiction of the Su-

eme Court to this court is not in pursnance of the Constitution of the

nited States; that the writ of error in this case was improvidently allowed
under the authorivy of thatact; that the proceedings thereonin the Supreme

Court were coram non in relation to this court; and that obedience to
its mandate be declined by this court. (See Benton's Abridgment, volume
6, pages 660, 661.)

GEN. JACKSON.

The following is an extract from Gen. Jackson’s message veto-
ing the bill rechartering the Bankof the United States. Itmay
be found on page 438 of the Senate Journal for the first session
of the T'wenty-second Congress, and is in these words:

If the opinion of the Supreme Court covered the whole ground of this ac
it ought to control the cotrdinate authorities of this Government. Thal
Congress, the Executiyve, and the court must each for itself be gulded
its own opinion of the Constitution. Eachpublic officer, who takes an oat
to support the Constitution, swears that he will support it as he understands
iy, and not as it i8 understood by others. Itisasmuch theduty of the House
of Re !‘ee:-ent.m‘l\l'esf of the Senate, and ot the President to decid

e upon the
constitutionality of any bill or resolution which may be presented to them

for passage or approval as it is of the su e judges, when it may be
brought before them for judicial decision. @ opinionof the ju hasno
more authority over Congress than the opinion of Congress over the judges;

and, on that point, the President is independent of both. The authority of

the Supreme Court must not, therefore, permitted to control the Con-
ss or the Executive when acting in their legislative capacities, but to

me only such influence as the force of their reasoning may deserve. -

THE OTHER SIDE OF THE QUESTION—MR. WEBSTER'S VIEWS.

The other side of this question was lucidly and ably stated b;
the late Daniel Webster, in a speech delivered before the Unites
States Senate on the 27th of January, 1830, in the famous debate
between Mr. Webster and Mr. Hayne, of South Carolina, on
Foot's resolution, as follows.

Mr. Hayne having rejoined to Mr. Webster, especially on the
Constitutional guestion, Mr. Webster rose, and in conclusion,
said:

A few words, Mr, President, on this constitutional argument, which the
honorable gentleman has labored to reconstruct.

I(E:llg aa;g‘unwnt consists of tWo propositions and an inference. His proposi-
itat, hat the Constitution 18 a compact between the States.

Se . That a compact between two, with anthority reserved to one to
interpret its terms, wonld be a surrender to that one of all power whatever,

Third. Therefore (such is his inference), the General Government does not
possess the authority to construe its own powers.
» . * » * *

‘While the gentleman is contending st construction, he himself is
setting up the most loose and dangerous construction. The Constitution
declares that the laws of Congress passed in pursuance of the Constitution
shall be the supreme law of the land. No construction is necessary here.
It declares, also, with equal plainness and precision, thas the judicial power
of the United States shall extend to every case arising under the liws of
Congress. This needs no construction. Here is a law, then, which is de-
clared to be supreme; and here is a power established which is to interpret
that law. Now, sir, how has the gentleman met this? Suppose the Consti-
tution to be a compact, yet here are its terms; and how does the gentleman

et rid of them? He cannot argue the seal of the bond, nor the word out of
the instrument. Here they are; what answer does he give them?

None in the world, sir, except that the effect of this would place the
States in a position of inferiority; and that it results from the very nature
of things, there being no superior, that the parties must be their own judges,
Thus closely and cogently does the honorable gentleman reason on the words
of the Constitution. The gentleman says, if there be such a power of final
decision in the Ueneral Government, he asks for the grant of that power.
Well, sir, I show him the grant. I turn him to the very words. show
him that the laws of Congress are made supremse, and that the judicial
power extends, by express words, to the interpretation of these laws. In-
stead of answering this, he retreats into the general reflection that it must
{asutl]: rroml the nature of things that the States, being parties, must judge

or themselves.

Mr, Speaker, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] is
mistaken, radically mistaken, when he says that the Republican
party is a sectional party. If is astonishing thatsuch adeclara-
tion as that should come from a member of the party that finds
itself hopelessly divided on this floor upon every possible ques-
tion. It is astonishing that it should come from a gentleman
who voted upon the only great question we have had in this Con-
gress in open defiance of the demands of his party majority, of
the Administration to which he belongs, and who sta.n&s with a8
conquered but unsubdued minority in both Houses of Congress
of his own party.

The Republican party is not a sectional party. From its ori-
gin until now it has held aloft a banner inscribed with a single
sentiment in the North and in the South. It is never changed
by reason of geographical lines. It is the same inone section of
the country as it is in the other, It is not necessary that the
Republican, traveling from the city of Boston, through New
York and Albany and Pittsburg, and across by Cleveland and
Chicago and Omaha to San Francisco, and who wants to speak
upon political questions, shall read the State platforms of the
several States tosee how his party stands upon questions of tariff,
and silver, and currency, and banking; but it is indispensable
that a Democrat shall do so, for he will find the Democratic plat-
form in one State denouncing free and unlimited coinage of sil-
ver; he will find it in another State proclaiming that as the
essential doctrine of the Democratic party. He will find in one
State a tendency to absolute free trade and a declaration that all
tariff taxation for gmtaction is fraud and robbery, and in an-
other State he will find the subject gingerly h.andleg i:y men who
are still the followers of Samuel J. Randall in the protection
wing of the Demoeratic pa,rt{‘.

But the Republican party has borne a banner on which wasin-
scribed asingle legend, abanner of liberty—liberty toall. After-
wards it inscribed on ifs banner, Union and the supremacy of the
laws, the indorsement of the Constitution; one flag, the flag of
one nation. That flag was to be made the harbinger of peace
and prosperity to all future generations, the representative of
peace, victory, and prosperity. Onall great industrial questions
the Republican parti;]teaches the same doctrine and stands by
the same prineiples in Massachusetts asitdoes in San Francisco,
and its teachings are alike on every foot of the great highway of
the nation between those two points. Tt stands holding alog; a
banner that is the same yesterday, to-day, and forever. [Ap-
plause on the Republican side.] ?

It is not sectional; it guarantees to the people of the South, it
has guaranteed to them in the reconstruction acts and in the
amendmentsto the Constitution, prosperity, liberty, and equalit;
before the law. Isa Republican a sectionalist; am I, because
am a Republican, to be classed as an enemy of the South? Mr.
Speaker, there is not a sign of prosperity which is seen in the
South that I donot hail with equal joy with the gentleman from
Massachusetts, and with much greater and more enlightened
jog: for the possibility of that glory and greatness and prosperity
which we see and hear of in the South came from the dominating

rineiples of patriotism and intelligence of the Republican party.
FAIFFlausa on the Republican aideﬁ
1ere isnot a flash of fire from a chimney or a furnace in the
South that does not flash by the inspiration given it by Repub-
lican legislation. There isnot a furnace out of which comes the
smoke by day and the flame by night that is not a beacon light,
wstif{'ing to the integrity and wisdom and the patriotism of the
Republiean party, for they made that prosperity possible for the
South. Our great lines of railroads have been extended across
their beautiful territory, and I hail with equal joy with the
gentleman from Massachusetts any and all signs of returning or
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wing rity in the South. I would treat the people of
Eg South as f would treat the people of the North. I would
treat the people of the West and the Northwest and the Eastall
alike. I would bring them under the folds of the Republican
banner that knows no North, no South, ho East, no West, but
stands upon the grand doctrine of equality and right before the
law, equality of principle to the ends of the country, a banner, a
platform, that declares in favor of American independence and
American liberty and American prosperity to the people of all
the land. [Prolonged applause on the Republican side.

Mr. SP GER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from
[Mr. OATES] is entitled to the floor at tinre, but has
ously yielded tome five minutesof his time, at my request, for the,
pu of enabling me to reply to that portion of the remarks
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR), who has just
taken his seat, with regard to the October election in Ohio in
1884.
I had the honor to be the chairman of the committee sent out
by the House of Representatives toCincinnati to investigate that

ection. I am familiar with all of the facts to which the gen-
tleman has referred and with all of the circumstances that en-
tered into that election. I was surprised to hear the gentleman
gtate that at no time in Ohio had the Republicans called to their
assistance United States marshals for the purpose of aiding them
in conducting the election.

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman misunderstood me. I
said at no other place in Ohio except Cincinnati.

Mr. SPRIN GFBEL 1 beg the gentleman’s pardon; I did not so
understand him.

Then in Cincinnati at this election I wish to state that there
was called into service nearly 3,000 deputy marshals at the Oc-
tober election in question, when Representatives in Congress
were to be chosen, and of these deputy marshals about 600 of
them were armed with revolvers furnished by the national Re-

ublican committee from the city of New York,and were sent to
g‘lucinmti and distributed among the so-called deputy marshais.
A great number of these persons who were sworn into service of
the Government on that occasion were negroes, many of them
from the neighboring State of Kentucky, and who had as little
knowledge of the law as they had of the rights of the citizen to
vote at that election—ignorant, depraved, and utterly brutal in

their instincts. 2
Such distin ed men as Mr. Ingalls, now president of the
Big Four Railroad Company, and Mr. Edgar Johnson, at that
time the law partner of Governor Hoadley, one of the most dis-
tinguished lawyers of Cincinnati, amongst others, ap d be-
fore the committee and testified that a e proportion of the
deputy marshalsso appointed were ignorant negroes, who did not
ong there and who had evidently come from Kentucky or
other neighboring States. 4
Mr. CAL . Will the gentleman from Illinois allow

D
me a suggestion?

Mr. S%GER. No; I can notyield. I havebutafew min-
utes. -

Among others enﬁgerl in endeavoring to enforce the law in
Cincinnati was Mr. Mullen, to whom the gentleman from Ohio
referred as being engaged in depriving citizens of the right to
vote. In that election Mr. Mullen, then chief of police—

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, no.

Mr. SPRINGER. Was he not chief of police?

Mr. GROSVENOR. No,a lisutenant of police. He did not
even report to the chief.

Mr. SPRINGER. Then a lisutenant of u]:ullce in the city of
Cincinnati had been re?uired to watch, through his subordi-
nates, the bridges and ferries leading to Covington, Ky., and
other parts across the river. About 8 o'clock in the even-
ing one of the subordinates reported to him that 150 or more
colored people had passed very nearly together, or so nearly
together as to make it practically one company, and that they
had gone to a disreputable place on the levee, kept by a Repub-
lican negro as a boarding house; that these negroes were fol-
lowed to this place by the police, and reported to Mr. Mullen;
and that about 10 or 11 o'clock at night he went to that house
and arrested all that were in it, and took them to police head-
quarters, and put them in prison.

Mr. GROSVENOR. He took them to the station house.

Mr. SPRINGER. To a police station, and had them kept in
custody.

The EPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has

* expired.
.OATES. I yield to the gentleman five minutes more.
Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me toask him
a question and answer me in his e?
. SPRINGER. Yes, I will if you will be brief about it.
Mr. GROSVENOR. I will be very brief. I hold in my hand

every word of the testimony taken before your committee. Will

AI0a
ener-

f:u state that there is any evidence tending to show—you are a
wyer and know the meaning of that word—tending to show
that any man was prevented from voting the Democratic ticket
in Hamilton County b{ these special deputy marshals?

Mr. SPRINGER. I will state the facts as fully asI can in the
brief time allowed me.

Mr. CALDWELL. Answer yes or no.

Mr. SPRINGER. I answer that a great effort was made to
prevent them, and if it had not been for the indomitable courage
of the Democratic voters of Cincinnati hundreds, even thou-
sands, of them would have been prevented from voting [applause
on the Democratic side]; end among those who put forth the
gréatest efforts to preserve the purity of the ballot box in that
city was Mr. Mullen. It is true that while 150 or about that
number of negroes were arrested in that house, nearly all of
whom had just come across the river and lived in Kentucky,
there were a very few, perhaps three or four, of those persons
who were arrested who did properly belong in Cincinnati.

Mr. CALDWELL. Will the gentleman pardon me——

ihllé' SPRINGER. I have but five minutes’ time, and I can not
yield.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois de-
clines to yield. .

Mr. CALDWELL. Why did not the gentleman——

Mr. SPRINGER. I can notyield. There were three or four
persons in the number arrested bﬁ‘Mr. Mullen who were legal
voters of Cincinnati, and he was indicted for depriving those

rsons of the right to vote. Under the advice of his counsel

e pleaded guilty, supposing that the court would impose a nom-
inal sentence; but a partisan court, utterly disregarding the sug-
gestions of counsel, imposed upon him the extreme penalty of .
the law, and he was sentenced to twelve months' imprisonment
in the common jail. .

I, among others, joined in a petition to President Cleveland,
who was elected at the November election thereafter, for Mr.
Mullen’s pardon, and he was pardoned, and he ought to have
been. He was earnestly endeavoring to enforce the law and to
secure the right of the people to vote, and to preventa horde of
negroes from Ké&ntucky from corrupting the ot box at that
election by their votes and by their presence at the polls.

These deputy marshals, 600 of them, were armed with revolv-
ers. Most of the persons thus armed were negroes, and they
were sent to the Irish wards in the hope that the Irish voters
would resist their authority and cause bloodshed and riot to pre-
vail, so that they could make a pretext of using the power that
was in their hands to terrorize the rightful voters of that great
city.

Such was that election, and Mr. Mullen, as the gentleman says,
has been honored by his party since, and is now a candidate for
a judicial office. Does the gentleman suppose that the people of
Cincinnati, in the very midst of whom he performed his duty,
could elect him to one of these responsible offices if he was the
criminal the gentleman would have us belisve? No; he was hon-
estly endeavoring to enforee the law, and his people have hon-
orec{ him since as an honest man, fearlessly endeavoring to en-
force the laws of his country. -

Mr. GROSVENOR. He has been honored always by ap-
pointment, and never by election.

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman stated that he was a candi-
date for a judicial office, and I hope he will be elected.

That October election, so full of open defiance of constituted
authority and lawful methods, had its effect upon the succeeding
November election. The vaulting ambition of the Republican
leaders overleaped itself. The reaction which it produced
caused Indiana, which was trembling in the balance, to vote for
Cleveland at the ensuing November election, and thus secured
gis election the first time he was elected Presidentof the United

tates.

gare the hammer fell.]

r. CALDWELL. Now will the gentleman yield for a ques-
tion?

Mr. SPRINGER. My time has expired.

Mr.CALDWELL. Mr.Speaker,Ionlywanttosay——. [Cries
of * Regular order!” on the Democratic side.]

The SPEAKER t{m) tempore. The gentleman from Alabama
[Mr. OATES] is entitled to the floor.

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I have not prepared any speech
upon thissubject, and I do not thereforee t to consume much
of the time of the House. The time which I do consume will be
mainly devoted to the consideration of questions which I conceive
to be of vital importance.

I listened to the speech of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
GROSVENOR], and I am sorry to say that it consisted mainly in
detailing incidents, derived in large part from utterly unreli-
able sources of a highly partisan character, and without throw-
ing any light whatever upon the issues involved.
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~ Among thestatements of that gentleman was one charging
my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. ], who
had just preceded him in a most excellent speech in the best
temper, by which he represented him as favoring arepeal of the
three last amendments to the Constitution of the United States.
Why, I sat near that gentleman, and no such words came from
his K s, nor could any man draw such inference from anything
he suid. But of such assertions was the speech of the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] com: ¥
On yestardng the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY]
dwelt at considerable length upon a point he found in the report
of the committee prepared by mf' friend from Virginia [Mr.
TUEKER] in reference to this bill, in which the language was
used:

bmf;gevery trace of the reconstruction measure be wiped from the stgtute

I think my friend ggt. that into his report thoughtlessly and
merely to round out sentences. I interrupted the gentleman
from Minnesota when dwelling upon it, as he had a right to do,
and called his attention to a fact, which every intelligent man
knows in this country, that the reconstruction measures, how-
ever much opposed by Democrats, can not, if the% were so dis-
posed, be repealed. ey are things of the past. They arelaws
that have b-en executed. The amendments to the Constitution
have long since become partsof that instrument, and every mem-
ber of this House has taken an oath to support them. The lan-
guage employed had no reference whatever to any such thing as
that: and the gentlemanfrom Massachusetts[Mr. EVERETT] isas
far from desiring a repeal or to reverse the action upon them,
which are things of the past, as the gentleman from Ohio, who
made the charge, and the gentleman from Ohio knows it gquite
as wellas I do.

Why, sir, we ought to address the House and let our remarks
go to the country like men of common sense, and not select re-
marks which may be made in the heatof debate or thoughtlessly
of an improper character, when eonsidered alone, and send them
to the country as the real issues, when they are not. Now, sir,
while the gentleman from Ohio was on the floor, in detailing
these reports, he stuted one which he said occurred in the South-
ern States recently, wherein one candidate received 40,000 ma-
jority for the office of governor and was counted out, and hisad-
versary counted in with a majority of 20,000 votes. That is
an old story. I have heard it 8o often that I know from whence
it comes. It applies to mmt’m State, wherein Capt. Kolb, one
of my own constituents, claimed that he was elected by 40,000
majority, and it has gone forth from his own assertion and that
of his political managers and from no other source, and it has
always overtaxed the eredulity of any honest and intelligent cit-
izen of that State to believe any part of it.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Do I understand the gentleman to say
that I made that charge?

Mr. OATES. 1stated atthe outset that you assumed no re-
aponsibility for these statements; thatyou gave them as rumors,

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is true.

Mr. OATES. And frequently from very unreliable sources.

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is true. -

Mr. OATES. And none of them more unreliable than this.

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is your language.

Mr. OATES. .That is my language; and T am always respon-
sible for what I say.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Undoubtedly. I did not say anything
about the source.

Mr. OATES. ﬂo; and hence your time was wasted in detail-
ing them.

E'ow, sir, at that election, which was a very heated one, there
may have been, and probably were, some frauds committed in
gome localities, on the side of each party, and in favor of each
candidate. I have no doubt that some few did occur, But the
assortion that Kolb was elected by 40,000 majority is utterly
foundationless. Itis not true, and there is nothing to support
it further than I have stated. Asto whether the auucesafuf can-
did vte was elected by 20,000 may not be correct as to the number,
but according to the returns as counted he was elected.

The Legislature elected at the same time held its session and
counted the votes, and is it to be presumed that if such stupen-
dous frauds existed that they, as honest men, would sit asa Leg-
islature and decline to institute an investization? On the con-
trary, that Legislature were 80 anxious that all elections should
be perfectly fair, and finding that the election laws were some-
what deficient, and might be abused, passed a new election law
for the purpose of securing honest elections and excluding the
ggfmibility of cheating and fraud. Oone gentleman said the da

ore yesterday, referring to this law, that it was an ex -
ingly bad and dishonest one. How does ho know that it is?

t was enacted by the last Legislature and has had no test. It

js the Australian ballot system, improved and modified, so that
when any illiterate man goes to the polls and can not read his
ticket it provides that a sworn officer shall read it for him, and
write opposite the names he wishes to vote for. And I undertake
to make this statement now that, if thatlaw does not answer the

urpose for which it was intended and secure perfeetly free and
Fa.ir elections, my State, when its next Legislature assembles
will amend it a.ng improve it so that it will. Its pu was
honest. My State desires no dishonest practices nor laws to sus-
tain them. The ple are honest.

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not doubt the statement of the -
tleman. I want to ask him if the provision in the Mississippi
constitution. as there are no Mississippians upon the floor——

Mr. MONEY. Oh, yes, there is.

Mr. GROSVENOR. If that constitutional provision about
which you spoke yesterday is the action of the people of Missis-

sippi?

ggr. MONEY. Was it the action of the people of Mississippi?
Is that the question?

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes.

Mr. MONEY. In what sense?

Mr. GROSVENOR. Did they ratify that constitution?

Mr. MONEY. No,sir. Istated in my speech the other day
or if I did not I state now, that Mississippi never yet ratified
any counstitution, although she has had several presented to her,
except the one submitted by Congress.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam very glad to hear it.

Mr. MONEY. And]I want to add that in that particular she
has followed the example of many Northern States, notably
Vermont.

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I do not indulge, and I do not
think it is %roper to indulge, in this discussion in the practice of
taking up the several States of the Union one by one and dis-
cussing their systems of election. Whenever there is one which
is flagrantly wrong in itselection system the subject comes prop-
erly before this House in a contested election. But there seems
to be a disposition on the part of a good many gentlemen to at-
tack the systems ol voting in the different States, ignoring the
fact that t{nm are subjects over which the States themselves
have entire jurisdiction. At leastthat is what this side of the
House is now contending for.

We have here a question as to the jurisdiction which Congreas
has and ought to exercise in respeet to the election of eral
officials. Now, sir, these statutes which it is proposed by the
pending bill to repeal are incomplete as a system. They do not
provide the machinery for holding elections, but only for super-
vising and overlooking the instrumentalities provided by the
States therefor. We go back to find the constitutioral authority
for this legislation, and while it recogmizes the right of the
States to provide for elections in the first place, it also provides
that Congress may make or alter such regulations as the States
may enact. We have only to refer to the language employed by
leading men in the Convention which framed the Constitution
to ascertain just what was meant and intended by that provision
of the tution. I will not take time now to read more than
one or two utterances of those who knew its purpose.

Mr. Madison said:

e N T R
8
should or refuse altogether. (Ellott's Debates, page 402.)

And in the Virginia convention, called to consider and adopt

the Constitution, Mr. Madison observed— -

that it was found impossibls to fix the time, place, and manner of holdiﬁ
manifestly it was L

elections in the Cunstitution. As that was not done, Iy
to the State ares to do it. It was found necessary to ieave the regu-
lation of these [times, places, and manner] in the first place to the State -

pla
ernments as being best acquainted with the situation of the people, s

ect
to the control of the General Government, in order to enable it to nce
uniformity and prevent its own dissolution. * * #
Again, in the Federalist, Mr. Hamilton said:
That the propriety of the clause in question rested upon the evidence of
the piain itself the

pro that every government should contain in
means of 118 own tiom.
Without adducing further proof, Mr. Speaker, we gather from
these utterances the p of inserting this alternative lan-
e in the Constitution. It was to enable the Government of
the United States, in the event that any State should fail to E‘o—
vide for elections, or should make such obstructive provisions
as would prevent the election of members of Congress, to inter-
fere and excercise this power, but it never was intended to be
otherwise exercised. It is a power with which Congress is
vested, and therefore Congress may judge of the time and the
necessity for the exercise of it. at [ concede. There-
fore it can not be said as to many of the provisions of law which
have been made that they are unconstitutional.
But the question is, Has this power been prodently and prop-
erly exercised? Has there existed a necessity forits exercise?
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Furthermore, and I invite attention to this question: If a neces-
sity once existed for the enactment of any of these laws provid-
ing especially for deputy marshals and supervisors of election,
does such necessity exist to-day? If no such necessity exists to-
day, then the continuance of those provisions of law is only a
sourge of irritation, well calculated to groduce conflict at the
polls rather than and quiet, and adds nothing to the fair-
ness or security of the election from lawlessness. Whatever
there may have been in the past, there is now no necessity for
any such laws.

-Now, sir, these grovisions have been in foree for many years.
They were enacted in 1870, immediately after the reconstruction
of the Southern States, when suffrage had recently been con-
ferred upon the colored people who had been emancipated only
a short time before, and knew not what or who to vote for, and
when it was believed, and possibly was true, that in some loeali-
ties improper means were used to prevent them from voting. Buf,
Mr. Speaker, if that were a halfway excuse for such laws, twenty-
three years have ela; sinea their enactment.

Our people throughout the Southern States have honestly en-
deavored, and are now honestly endeavoring to enforce each of the
amendments ‘o the Constitution according to their letter and
spirit a.slo{lally as the people inany Stateof the Union. Isthere
any man who on account of his race and color has been denied
the right to go to the polls and cast his ballot? No gentleman
can point to a case of that kind that has occurred in many, many
years, if ever.

The only charge.of that kind that I have heard of, apart from
some resting merely on rumor, is the charge of false counting.
That may have occurred in some localities; but will gentlemen
here indulge the presumption that whole States of people who
have made such a history as the people of the South, both be-
fore the war and during the war, a people who sent forth their
battalions in defense of what they believed was their right, and
who in conflict with the brave men who wore the blue showed
their sinceriatiy and earnestness—is there any gallant man who
was a Federal soldier and met our peoplein bloody conflict who
would not feel ashamed to cast upon them, even impliedly, the im-
putation of intentionally establishing and maintaining a nursery
of fraud and violence such as has been described here by those
who maintain that deputy marshals and supervisors are neces-
sary to prevent dishonesty in elections? I quote from a speech

e by me in the Fifty-first Congress on this point:

“Why, sir, such a thing as fraud in elections was never heard
of in Alabama until your Republican reconstruction measures
sent a horde of scoundrels down there from the Northern States
to steal what little property the war had left us. They brought
with them the fine art of cheating at elections. On October 8,
1868, the Legislature, composed entirely of Republicans,” with
two exceptions, ** passed an election law, the thirty-fourth sec-
tion of which made it a misdemeanor punishable by a fine of
$500 or imprisonment for six months, to question, challenge, ob-
ject, hinder or delay any person offering to vote.” And under
its encouragement and protection they and the negroes under
their control voted early and often, almost all ages, sizes, and
colors. They had things their own way for two or three elec-
tions; but the Democrats and conservatives at last learned how
the game was played, and then they took a hand and beat the
rascals at their own game in 1874. In that year the Democrats
regained completecontrol of the State. After theydid so, there
was no longer any necessity to have recourse tosuch practices
except in a very few localities. The odious law was repealed
and an honest election law was enacted, and challengers from
opposing political parties at each polling place were provided
for; and under the equal laws of the State the 1:§hts of no man,
white or black, are diseriminated against or denied.

* But since the colored voters of the Southern States haveseen
the predictions of the carpetbaggers falsified by Democratic
rule * * * which did not interfere with their franchise nor
their freedom, and since they have seen the Federal Administra-
tion in Democratic hands, and to their surprise and delight the
President appointed some negroes to important offices and gave
satisfactory assurance to that race throughout this country that
they were just as secure in theenjoyment of their liberty and the
elective franchise under Democratic as Republican Administra-
tlon, a majority of them, especially those who have to labor in
the felds, the factories, and the shops for a livelihood, have
ceased to take an active interest in elections. They haveall alon
axhih,i;ted a commendable zeal for the education of their chil-
dren.

They know thatin Alabama, and nearly all the Southern States,
they are mainly dependent upon the white people to raise the
money to pay for their children’s going to school, and most of
them have more sense than to go to elections and fo make a
political issue with their white neighbors, which would be con-
trary to their own best interests.

In my State the carpetbaggers and scalawags, when in power
embezzled or stole the pmc school fund and closed thel;oubli(;
schools, and that, too, at a time when the negroes were voting
with them and had put them into power. They now have more
sense than to be ed and misled by any of that crowd into
trusting them again, so that now one-half of the negro voters
who go to the polls vote the Democratic ticket, but the majority
of them in most of the elections abstain from voting—stay at
home and attend to their business. They have found out that this

ays them a greatdeal better. Though alarge majority of them

ave been and may be still Republicans, yet they are not afraid
to trust Democratic officials, and hence they are less active in
elections than formerly. 1

At first they knew that the Republican party enfranchised
them, and for that they felt grateful and rallied at the polls toa
man, under theleadership and direction of the carpetbaggers and
sealawags, and would not listen to anything said to them by a
white Democrat, though they would trust him implicitly in all
other matters and take his advice. But now they feel that they
have fully paid the debt of gratitude which they owed to the
Republican party, have learned to think for themselves, and have
thrown off the yoi{e of political slavery.

Therefore there is not that turmoil and partisan strife at elec-
tions in the Southern States which is observable at elections in
the Northern States, and this accounts, in part, for the polling
of a smaller vote in proportion to population in the Southern
States.

As a specimen of the kind of men they elected to office soon
after their enfranchisment, I will repeat what I said in a former
8 h, that William H. Smith, the first Republican governor
of my State, a native and a respectable man, said in 1870, in a fit
of virtuous indignation, impelled, I suppose, by a profound sense
of the justice of the remark;

ire delegation in Congress, excepting, , Hoy,
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The negroes of Alabama, though never half so capable of self-
government as the white race, have more sense and patriotism
than ever to elect such another delegation to Congress, even
though a white man did not cast a vote at the election.

Would the business men of the Northern States, even those
who are Republicans in politics, prefer to have in Congress now
the delegation which v. Smith denounced, or the present
Democratic delegation? In whose hands do they think the in-
terests of the country the safest?

The masses of the people, North and South alike, can not see
the utility of a pelitical E)m-ty which fails to foster and protect
the business interests of the country and to contribute to the
prosperity of the people. The Democratic is the only party in
the South which has done that since the war. The short reign
of the Republican party, composed of negroes and led carpet-
baggers and scalawags, was noted only for its incapacity, reck-
less extravagance, thievery and corruption. It was a dismal,
gloomy, and pitiable failure in every sense.

The negroes are not a bad people; there is much in their past
history, their friendly relations with the white people with whom
they have been reared and to whom they belonged during the
war, and their good conduct during that trying period to com-
mend them; no outrage was committed; they behaved well
worked and made supplies for the sustenance of our armies, and
their good conduet during the frying ordeals through which
they have passed since the war have made a large majority of
the white people in the South their friends and sympathizers.
We allow them all o vote if they wish and lj) t as they please
unless we can control them by persuasion, but we do not elec
any of them to high and responsible official positions, because we
gngiw their incapacity generally for the performance of such

uties.

The defect is largely within their nature, as well as the lack
of opportunity and experience. There aresome exceptions, itis
true; but right here in the city of Washington, the most intelli-
gent community of colored people in the world, with Douglass,
Gregory, Carson, Smith, and other men of learning to guide and
direct them, they can not hold a convention to appoint delegates
or other important meeting without quarreling, and frequently
disgraceful rioting during their deliberations.

I have no doubt that it was a knowledge of such incapaci
which caused Congress, when it was two-thirds Republican an
with a Republican President, to abolish self-government in the
Distriet of Columbia, thereby disfranchising both white and col-
ored voters for the good of the District, as they alleged.

Why was it that the Republican party enfranchised the negro
when they did? It was mainly for the purpose of keeping that
p:u-t% in power. Thefourteenthamendment was rejected by the
Southern States because it disfranchised from holding office all
who had ever held an office requiring them to take an oath to
support the Constitution of the United States and afterwards en-
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in the so-called rebellion. Had this clause been omitted

e amendment was otherwiseright and would have been adopted

by those States. That would have left them to have regulated

suffrage and with an inducement to have enfranchised the ne-

gro, because such action would have increased their representa-

tion in Congress, and the fifteenth amendmert would have been
unnecessary.

THEY GAVE THE NEGRO THE RIGHT TO VOTE, BUT NOT TO HOLD OFFICE.

In framing the fifteenth amendment, entirely the work of Re-
publican hands, they gave the negro the right to vote, but did
not secure to him the right to hold office. From a speech I
made against the force bill, July 1,1890, I read the following re-
liable history of the origin ang adoption of that amendment,
which fully sustains what I have just declared:

The facts of the case show that the Republican ‘?arty was much more con-

cerned to secure the votes of the colored men of the South than they were to

secure any benefits to them as voters. Does the fifteenth amendment to the

Constitution secure to the negro voter right to hold office?

itlig thfdcasa of Cruikshanks against the gnited States, 92 United States, 542,
sald:

“Under the fourteenth amendment each State has the power to refuse the
right of voting at its elections to any class of persons, the consequences be-
ing a reduction of its Representatives in Congress in the rtion which
such excluded class should bear to the whole number of its male citizens
over the age of 21 years."”

This is understood to mean and did mean that if one of the late slave-
holding States desired to exclude its colored population from the right of
voting at the expense of reducing its representation in Congress it could do
so before the adoption of the fifteenth amendment.

In the case of the United States against Reese, same report, page 214, the
Supreme Court said:

“The fifteenth amendment does not confer the right of suffrage u%on any
one; it prevents the States of the Union from givi g preference in this par-
ticular to one citizen of the United States over another on account of race,
color, or previous condition of servitude.”

The first section of the fourteenth amendment declares—

“That all persons born or naturalized in the United States or subject to
the jurisdiction thereof are citizens of the United States and the State
wherein they reside.”

The Constitution does not say that a negro shall not be disfranchised, but
it prevents his disfranchisement on account of his “‘race, color, or previous
condition of servitude.”” He may be disfranchised because he does not own
property of any given value; he may be disfranchised because he can not
T or write, or because he is not a believer in the Protestant or Catholic
religion, or because he was foreign born, or because he can not read Latin,
Greek, or Hebrew, or becanse he can not speak French or German; yet the
law which disfranchises him for any of these causes must be made to apply
to all white men within the State in like condition.

Citizenship which is secured by the fourteenth amendment does not confer
the right to vote. Women and children born in this country or naturalized
are citizens, but they can notvote. Neither does citizenship nor the right
to vote, nor both combined. confer the right to hold office by reason of any-
thing contained in the Constitution of the United States.

‘When the fifteenth amendment was under consideration in Congresson
the 11th of January, 1809, the House Judiciary Commirttee ragonmi a pro-
posed amendment, to be known as Article XV, and recommended its atfgp-
tion. On the 15th of the same month the Senate Judiciary Committee also
reported one. The one reportedto the House was in these words:

“Therightof any citizen to vote shall not be denied or abriged by the United
States or any State by reason of the race, color, or previous condition of
servitude of any citizen or class of citizens of the United States.”

The Senate proposition wasin these words:

“The right of citizens of the United States to vote and hold office shall not
be denied or abridged by the United States or any state on account of race,
color, or previous condition of servitude.”

Thus it will be seen that the House progoﬁmon only inhibited the States
from denying the right to vote, while the Senate proposition was to in-
hibit the States from denying either the right to voteor to hold office. The
House proposition was passed on the 30th of January, 1869, and sent to the
Senate on the 3d of February, The Senate amended the House proposition
by striking it out and inserting in lieu of it the Senate proposition.” On the
17th of February, 1869, the Senate passed its own proposition and sent it to
the Honse. Mr. Logan moved to amend the Senate proposition by striking
ont the words * and hold office,” which was rejected. Bingham, of Ohio,
mavednto mmmﬂl by hingerﬂngﬁrwgg?e v?:l.-ﬂi s color."i' :‘iim wogla “nativity,

roperty, creed," which was adopt A us amen the Senate pro
Eiu.cn passed the House, and as follows: e

“The right of citizens of the United States to vote and hold officeshall not
be denied or abridged on account of race, color, nativity, property, creed, or
previons condition of servitude."

The Senate refused to concur in the House amendment, and a committee
of conference wasordered by both Houses. The House conferees were Bout-
well, Bingham, and Logan, and those of the Senate were Conkling, Edmunds,
and STEWART—all Republicans, in politics, of the most pronounced type.
No Democrat was placed on that committee. Five of the six memgpgs
signed the following report:

**That the House recede from their amendments and to the resolu-
tion of the Senate, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words
‘and hold office ;' and the Senate agree to the same.'"

Thereport of the conferees was adopted by both Houses and the fifteenth
amendment was thereupon passed in the following words:

*The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied or
abridged by the United States or by any State on account of race, color, or
previous condition of servitude.” P

So that 1t is clear from the amendment itself and the history of its origin
and enactment, as well as from the debates in each House at the time of its

age, that it secured to the negroes only the right to vote in all cases
where white men were allowed to do so and left the States free to prescribe
whatever qualifications they deemed essential to the public welfare and
safety for officeholding. Itis therefore within the power of any State as
:rgléeas of Congress to declare by law that white men alone shall beeligible to

The agreement and compromise among the conferees was that Boutwell
agreed to strike out the words * and hold office  if Logan and Bingham
would strike out the House amendment ‘“ nativity, property, creed.” To

Arr ment STEWART of Nevada, and Conkling ew York, as-
sented; but Edmunds, of Vermont, refused, and did not sign the report of
tbe conferees and spoke against the adoption of the same. See the debate

in the Senate in which Edmunds, Wilson of Massachusetts, Morton, STEW-
ART, and MORRILL of Vermont, participated.

Senator Morton said:

‘“*We are liable to this charge which will now be made, and the force of
which we can hardly avoid, that we are willing the negro shall vote,
vided they vote for White men, but the oflice must be reserved for the white

men.'

‘What more conclusive evidence can any intelligent colored voter require
thatthe t object of the Republican pmg was merely to strengthen itself
by sec his vote for its candidates, and that they did not enfranchise

m for his benefit. but theirs?

It is true that in the South we have had a difficult problem to
deal with on account of the enfranchisement of the colored men
before they were prepared, in the greater number of cases, to ex-
ercise the franch: telligently—a difficulty which gentlemen
in the Northern States would have experienced; and while-we
have among us some men who in the heat of controversy and in-
fluenced by partisan feeling may be led astray to do and sa,
things which ought not to have geeu done orsaid, yetif you wilyl
look through the statute books of every Southern State you will
find ample provision made for the punishment of all kinds of
frauds in elections.

But, sir, when your Federal supervisors and deputy marshals
appear at the polling places, though there be gathered there
numbers of our best citizens, law-abiding and desirous that the
election shall be honestly conducted—men who are there to lend
their influence to the accomplishment of that result—yet those
men when they see appear these deputy marshals and supervis-
ors, who many times are m2n utferly wanting in high charac-
teristics, and when theg find these men Pitt.ed on one side of the

uestion with some of the managersand ‘‘heelers™ on the other,
these men of standing in the community who might exercise a
healthful moral influence are disposed to retire and say, **We!
if that is the case, we will have nothing to do with the matter.’
Thus they withdraw their wholesome influence and the matter
is left, most unfortunately, to a conflict between those two o
posing forces. In such cases the State law is not enforced as it
would be if the Federal Government did not interfere. Nothing
that can be done, sir, will do more to encourage these men who
desire perfectly honest elections everywhere than the repeal of
the laws which provide for this irritating cause of trouble.

Now what has been the construction adopted by the courts on
this subject? Examine the cases of Siebold and of Clark, re-
ported in 100 United States Reports. You will find that in the
Siebold case several parties from Maryland were indieted for il-
legal action toward some of these supeivisors and deputy mar-
shals; were imprisoned underasentence of the circuit court, and
they applied to the Supreme Court of the United States for a
habeas corpus. In this way that case originated. In the other
case Clark was the manager of an election and failed to make a
return which the law of the State enjoined upon him to malke.

In these cases the opinion of the court, delivered by Justice
Bradley, held that wherever the United States had enacted any
law in conflict with the State law, the law of the United States
was to prevail; that where the lawsof the two jurisdictions were
harmonious they could operate together, and if the United States
law did not cover completely the case, it should operate as an

adoption by Congress of the State law to which no reference had
been made; so that the law of the State became a part of the
legislation which Congress had a right to enact. In this way

the court held that although there might be no Federal enact-
ment, Congress had general power over the whole subject, and
this power extended even to the punishment of a State officer for
not compl with the law of his State at an election for State
officers. That the power of the court did not apply only to the
election of Federal officers, but applied to the State officials as
well, not by virtue of an act of Congress, but by State law, be-
cause Congress has revisory power over the whole subject. In
this view that decision has been found to be quite odious, because
it undertakes to overrule principles and former decisions which
prevailed for many, many years.

There is nothing better settled in the adjudications of this
country from the time of the establishment of the Supreme
Court of the United States down to the present time than that
neither Congress nor any branch of the General Government has
power to compel any State officer to exercise a jurisdiction under
a law of Congress. Wherever a State officer voluntarily and of
his own volition undertakes to perform a duty prescribed by
Congress, if he is not denied that privilege by his State, the ac-
tion is good and heisresponsible. He becomes a I'ederal official,
but wheflappointed bﬁ:nd acting under State authority the courts
of the United States have no jurisdiction over him.

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 'Will the gentleman allow me one
question at this point?

Mr. OATES. I will.

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. In the case to which the gentle-
man has referred where the Supreme Court held, as he says,
that a State officer may be punished by Federal authority for
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nonperformance of duties prescribed Co , is it not &
!aot.pt,'.ahst the decision refers to the ci&n‘ in individual ca-
pacity and notas a State officer; that it does not treat the

as & State officer, but simply as a citizen of the United States?

Mr. OATES. No; the decision treats him as a State officer
and also as an adopted Federal officer, responsible as such; be-
eause the eourt claims that even though there is no
enactment of Congress covering the case,: ‘has the su-
perior jurisdiction and has corngleba supervision over the whole
sub’ect, and consequently a right to control all the instrumetal-
ities, and hence the court assumed jurisdiction, even in the ab-
sence of statutory authority.

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Is it not a fact that the court
lsxald that the party should be treated as a citizen of the United

tates.

Mr. OATES. Oh, I will say fo my friend that the Constitu-
ﬁgx makes everybody, born or naturalized in the United States,
a citizen.

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But the gentleman was makin
the point that there was an authority asserted to interfere wi
State officers. Now in the case referred to, the fact of the in-
dividual being a State officer was an incident to the main sub-
jeect, was it not?

Mr. OATES. It wasnotan incident when they were electing
State officers; thatwas the prime thing, and thedissenting opin-
ion of the two Democratic justices ought to have been the opin-
ion of the court.

Mr. HOPKINS of Ilincis. But in the view in which the
oourt treated the subject— .

Mr. OATES. If the gentleman will read the report of the de-
cision, he will find that the court was not unanimous; that the

tic members of the court dissented from the opinion
rendered by the majority; and laid down the true doctrine.
Then isitatall revolutionary or unex that the Democratic
members of this Chamber should take the same view of that
uestion that the Democratic members of the Supreme Court
k? They differed entirely irom the majority of the court as
to the exereise of this power; and I say we are right, in view
of s well-settled line of adjudication.

Why, sir, look back throngh the judicial decisions. One of
the ablest opinions ever pronounced on this subject by any court
was rendered by ¢he supreme court of my own State, an opinion
delivered by Richard W, Walker, in the case of Ez puarie Gist, 26
Alabama. The decision in that case can not be controverted by
my friend from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] or anybody else.

There was, as ] have said, an extension of these statutes and of
the power of the Federal courts over the subject of State elections
whenever a Federal election occurred at the same time with the
election of State officers, with the right by implication tocontrol
their action though it relate only to the election of a State offi-
cial. One of the sections which the bill proposes fo re gives
the United States courts jurisdiction to try the right and title to
a State office in certain eases, an invasion of and an insult to
State autherity and dignity which should no longer be tolerated.

These things are what makes these laws so offensive to the
Democrats.

Then again, Mr, Speaker, are gentlemen on that side of the
Chamber satisfied with these laws? They speak out now in
thunder tones for their retention on the statute books, and taunt
this side of the House for trying to repeal any of them. Why,
gir, only in the Fifty-first Congress these gentlemen, every one
ef them who is here now,is on record as declaring for the repeal
of these Federal election laws. They voted for the enactment
of the foree bill, which repealed these laws. They by their votes
then declared in favor of a policy altogether different from that
which thess laws now on the statute books maintain. They took
the posi just like that the minority of the Supreme Court
took in the k case, that the laws were inefficient and did not
cover the case,

Justice Field, in delivering the opinion in that case, doubted
the right of Congress to the partial exercise of the autherity.
~ He did not donbt that Congress might, under the Constitution

take complete jurisdiction and endct laws for the election o
members of Congress. But he said that Congress should never
exercise the power unless a State should refuse to provide foran
election. But if it was only a partial exercise of the power and
a partof the power remained with the States, that this partial
exercise did &O nowise give full jurisdiction to the Federal Gov-
ernment for their enforcement, or to deal with the officers ap-
mwd by the States to conduct the election under such circum-

ces.

Mr. RAY. Will the gentleman allow an interruption?

Mr. OATES. I yield for a question.

Mr. RAY. I understand you have in your Btate wery good

laws for the protection of the ballot box and for the promotion 1

of honest elections. Have you not?

Mr. OATES. We have. :

Mr. RAY. And that the laws on the statute books were de-
;Eled not to permit infractions of the law, but to protect the

ot box inst ble offenses. Is not that the case?

Mr. OATES. Yes, sir.

Mr. RAY. Isif not true, fhen, that in the election of Repre-
senfatives in Congress the power to elect is given by Congress
itself, given I mean by the Constitution of the United States?

Mr. OATES. Iwill agree to that, but not to the foymer sug-
gestion. The Constitution of the United States directs that the
States elect Senators and Representatives.

Mr. RAY. Now, assuming (of course we disagree on the con-
stitutional question) but assuming that it is constitutional for
Congress to pass laws on that subject, then why is it not proper
and right for Congress—assuming, mind you, that it has the con-
stitutional power—why is it not proper and right. I say, for it to
place on the statute books laws on that subject for the purpose
of ﬁ!;-o the ballot box against possible offenses?

. OATES. In reply to that question I might simply read
to the gentleman that part of my speech against the force bill
which was read the other day by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
Lacey]. But I will go further, and say to you that though the
constitutional power exists, it was never intended by the framers
of that instrument nor is it wise for Congress to exercise that
power as long as the States will do so.

The State in the first instance has that power, and it is ex-
pected that the State will make proper laws and will perform
the constitutional function which is committed to it by proper
legislation for the election of the necessary number of Represent-
atives to (}on%rau. If the States do that then the purpose of
the Constitution is fulfilled, and there is no necessity whatever
and can ba no possible reason, except a partisan one, for Con-

toundertake the exercise of a power that is already vested

and exercised by the States.

The Constitution clearly confers on Congress, after first con-
ferring on the States, the right to *‘ make or alter” the regula-
tions. It was intended to be exercised by Congress only in the
absence of State action, or fo amend State action when obstruct-
ive. There are no Btate regulations which now call for Con-
gressional action.

Now, Mr. Speaker, that side of the House has declared that
these election laws were not ample, that they were defective and
inefficient, by passing the foree bill. Some take exception to
calling it a force bill, but it was properly named. Most of these
statutes were passed fo enforce the fifteenth amendment to the
Constitution, and therefore they were not improperly criticised.
If there was any necessity for their enactment then, there
is none now. The force bilfl| proposed to vest the entire author-
ity over Federal elections in the Federal Government. And,
sir, I wish to say right here, without taking up the time of the
House to read them, that I will printasa of my remarks a
complete synopsisof the fifty-nine sections of the foree bill which
I made in my speech in the Fifty-first Congress.

That bill was given fair consideration by mse, and the mean-
ing of each section analyzed and stated. Afterwards the Dem-
ocratic campaign book published that analysis from my speech
bodily, omitting only two or three paragraphs of argument
which intervened. I am sorry to say that it did not give me
credit for it. But if you read that analysis you will not
fail to see just what the force bill contemplated. ﬁ was a com-
plete assumption of all power over the subject of elections.

Now, sir, that lost many votes to the Republican party, and
none of them will deni it. That is what it merited. We have
come back here with the Demoerats in power, and we have taken
the other end of the road, and have a bill pending which, though
honestly conceived, with arguments in favor of the repeal of
every section named in it, yet it may go a little further than it
ought to. And I want to tell you just what I think about that.
Some of my Democratic friends may not agree with me, but I
do not wish to repeal any laws except those which are harmful
and productive of bad feeling, and which do not properly fall
within the provinee of Congress.

I noted carefully what my friend the gentleman from Towa
said when he cited some sections that were proposed to be re-

aled, and commented upon their meaning; sections which he

id not think would do any harm, and were only in the interest
of fairness, harmony, and good government. I do not quite
agree with him. There aresome sections which the bill covers
that are not particularly offensive, nor are they worth much to
anyone. t I want is this: I want to re every law which
provides for a marshal, or deputy marshal and supervisors at
elections, but statutes declaring in favor of rights conceded by
us all or secured by the Constitution I do not care to interfere
with, I am willing to leave them as they are or amend them
if wrong in some respects.

‘With reference to those sections under which the court exer-
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cised jurisdiction in the Siebold and Clark cases, I have this to
say. They are good in part, but the power which the court
claimed under them to punish officers for any acts of theirs per-
formed in the election of State or county otficers is utterly
wrong; but [ care not if they remain in the statute booksa‘!)ro-
vided they are amended in a proper way. If you will adopt
some such amendment as this:

Provided, That the courts of the United States shall not have jurisdiction
over State elections, or any State officer or person, for any act done or omis-
slon of duty in connection with an election of any State or county officer.

This would thereby remedy the wrong developed in those
cases. Let them exercise jurisdiction, if they want to, as to the
election of Federal officials only in cases of frauds or wrongs
committed. That keeps them within their bounds. That takes
away from these decisions the point which we most object to.
‘We do not intend to encourage fraud or unfairness, and we do
not care to remove any constitutional barrier to such acts.
And though the laws of all the States dprovida for the punish-
ment of such acts, an accumulation will do no harm.

Now, gentlemen, I do not want to be guilty of going to anyex-
treme in thislegislation, nor half as far as our Republican friends
did when they undertook to rob the States of power in Fed-
eral elections and put it in the hands of some of their [avorites,
where it could have been used to keep them in power. I want
these laws modified or amended in such a way as to take out of
them the sting they now bear; so as not to allow any frauds or
wrongs to be perpetrated, but to dispense with deputy mar-
shals and supervisors and to prevent irritation, and keep them
from being a source of wrong or trouble.

I believe, tov, gentlemen, in the State governments; I balieve
the States are capable of self-government. If we can nof trust
the State governments, I ask you in the name of common sense
how can you maintain this United States Government? If you
can not trust the people of the States, if they are incapable of
maintaining honest government, how can you maintain this
United States Government in its present form? If you can not
tru%t the States, you had better at once change it into & mon-
archy.

I have confidence in the honesty and capacity of the geopla of
the States for self-government, and in all cases where t agower
is not sx%resaly and exclusively vested in the Federal Govern-
ment I bzlieve in withdrawing its hand and allowing the States
in their sovereignty to exe those powers; and, gentlemen,
if you think of it a few moments, we must rely upon the hones
of the gao le for our elections. You can not take it in hand.
Why should the ropresentatives in Congress determine that
there is so much rascality and dishonesty among the people that
they can notbe trusted, and that we, being superior to them, must
exercise all power over them, tosee that they are doing the right
thing, when in fact they are the authors of our political exist-
ence? We should have confidence in them; and the more confi-
dence reposed in the people, the more properly they will exer-
cise the power they have, and show to the country their capacity
for self-government.

Now, sir, with the vast territory, population, and business of
this country, the more the local governments have the right to
legislate upon the interests of the people the betfter and the
more they will strengthen the hands of the Federal Government
and add to the days and years of its existence. Itwill cause it
longer to continue, because at Emsent it is incapable of legislat-
ing upon everything which the people desire. Here we have
15,000 bills in every Congress,and we can nofattend to one-third
of those that call for and need attention.

When by the express grants of power Congress hasall or more
than it can attend to it is nonsense to enlarge its powers, and
good sense to reduce them.

What are you going to doabout it? Take away from the Fed-
eral Government all assumed and all unnecessarily exercised
jurisdictions, and leave them to the States. In that way {cm
express the highest confidence in the people of the States. ou
naturally excite their pride to do beiter and more for them-
selves. At the same time you beget a greater affection for the
TFederal Government and you add to its perpetnity.

Now, sir, this is the real issue. You take the force bill, which
our friends wanted to pass, on the one hand; and on the other
hand the Democrats, differing with them, now want toand ought
to take out of these Federal election laws all that is caleulated
to irritate and fo produce unnecessary contention and conflict,
and secure greater harmony, and therebyadd to State pride and
the honesty and security of elections.

The right of all men to vote will be conceded whereever the law

allows it. The Statesprescribe the qualifications of their voters.
The Supremse Court decided in the slanghterhouse cases that
the United States have no voters. The good people of the States

will see to it that every qualified voter has the right to exer-
cise that privilege at the polis,

Now, sir,if I could take the time to read from the speech that
I made t the force bill the statistics then gathered, I would
answer and com 1atel£ overturn the charges made by the gentle-
man from Ohio[Mr. GROSVENOR] and others that the paucity of
votes polled in the Southern Statesshows, asthey aver, int a-
tion and fraud in elections. And,sir,I wanttogive alittle speci-
men from the statistics. Though they applied to that time, some
years prior fo the present date, they are as reliable for that pur-
pose now as they were then. There is a great and false assump-
tion that in the Southern States there isintimidation or fraud of
some kind because there is not a heavy vote polled. Why, sir,
these same ar ents were made in favor of the force bill.

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] said that there
was no necessity for proof of a general conspiracy among the
Democrats in the Southern States to defraud the Repubiic&n
colored men out of their votes; that they were intimidated or
cheated at every election, and the fact was notorious; and then
he proceeded to read from a Republicin newspaper some bold
assertions to sustain his allegation. In these and similar ways
false reports are extensively circulated and believed by many
pei?le in the Northern States.

y genial friend from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS], in his rich
voice, when he was on the floor at that time, declared:

We are told that electlons in the South are guiet; so, too, 1s a graveyard.

That was & pregnant insinuation that Southern Democrats had
murdered all their opponents and had planted them in a grave-
yard. I never he a clearer case ob suggestio falsi in argu-
ment, and a %ent!aman of such high reputation ouqht to have
been ashamed of using it. That is just a sample of the argu-
ments made in favor of that bill. Are not the elections in New

En}gland ver;;iuiet?
ut let us take a few examples and see how the vote of differ-
ent States is cast.

The six New England States had 1,144,919 males of the voting
age in 1880, acco: to the census of that year. Five Southern
States, the two Carolinas, Georgia, Florida,and Alabama, which
contained, as shown by the census, 1,143,530 males of the voting
age—1,379 less than the New England States, but most near.
approximating them in numbers, will by comparison serve to il-
lustrate the falsity and ridiculousness of the argument of the
other side to prove the suppression of the Republican or colored
voters in the Southern States.

Take the Presidential and Congressional election of 1884, and
the six New England States had 308,075 voters who did not go
to the election, or if they did they failed to vote. Just think of
it! Nca.r}? 400,000 votes in cultured New England suppressed,
presumab g by the Republican party; whilein the five Southern
States, with nearly thesame voting population, but 427,524 voters
failed to go to the election, or, according to the logic of Mr.
LoDGE and others on his side, were suppressed and not allowed
to vote. The difference is a mere trifle. -

The last census shows that in 1880 Alabama had 259,884 voters,
and that at the Presidential and Congressional elections of that
year 151,507 voted and 108,377 failed fo vote. In that year the
State of Maine had 187,323 voters, and at the Presidential and
Congressional election that year 143,618 voted and 43,705 failed
to vote. California had 320,392 personsof voting age, but at the
election that year only 164,166 voted, while 165,226 failed to vote,
but some of them were Chinese, who could not vote.

Massachusetts had, by the census of 1880, 512,648 males of the
voting age, and at the Presidential and Congressional election
of that year only 281,713 voted, while 220,935 failed to go to the
election, or il they did go and participate their votes were sup-

ssed.
These official figures show that a larger percentage of voters
in Massachusetts abstained {rom voting than in Alabama. And
at the last election, in 1888, thers were in Massachusetts 162,000
voters who abstained from voting, while in Alabama at the same
election there were but 856,130 votere who did not vote.

In view of these figures, which can not be disputed, how does
the gentleman-from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] appear before
this House and the country? Do they not show conclusivel
that his alleged facts and logic are as as his bill, which
damnable?

‘Why,sir, in the election of 1880, the year of the census, there
were in Pennsylvania 221,487 males of the voting age who did
not vote. In New York there were 308,328 who did not vote,
although that was the home of the Vice-Presidential candidate.
In Indiana at that election there were 175,131 voters who did not
vote,and in the State of Ohio, the home of Garfield, the Repub-
lican candidate for the Presidency, there were 104,225 voters
who abstained from voting,

Did Brother GROSVENOR suppress or intimidate those voters?
[Laughter.]

M;? GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me a single
wor .
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Mr. OATES. Yes, sir.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Can he tell what was the difference be-
tween the number of malesof voting age and the number of quali-
fied voters in Ohio at that time.

Mr.OATES. No. There was no practical difference. I know
of nothing in your laws which excludes men from voting unless
thfg are criminals or lunatiecs. .

r. GROSVENOR. Oh,yes. They musthave lived five years
in the United States., they must be naturalized citizens, and I
have seen the time when there were 50,000 men in the State of
Ohio who did not come within that classification.

Mr. OATES. Do you say they were there at that time? 7

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can not say; and neither can the gen-
tloman from Alabama say whether they were or were not.

Mr. OATES. I go by the census, and I undertake to say, bas-
ing my statement upon the census, that the voters were there
at that time.

Mr. GROSVENOR. I find by examination that there were
in Ohio in 1880 21,706 males of the voting age not entitled to vote.

Mr. OATES. That leaves 82,519 voters who did not vote.

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman from Alabama permit
me to say that in the year 1882, to which he has referred in con-
nection with Pennsylvania, there was an exceptional condition
of thingsin that State. There wasa great deal of discontent with
the nominees of the two leading Ea.rtlea and independent candi-
dates were placed in the field, and a great many voters who ordi-
narily would have attended the polls staid away.

Mr. OATES. Why,sir,inevery State at some elections there
are fewer votes cast than usual becausethere is less to call them
out. That is true in the Southern States as well as in the North-
ern States; and I have cited these figures in Northern States to
show that we explain the smallnessof our vote attimes in South-
ern States upon the same ground that you explain yours, and
that it is not to be attributed to intimidation of voters.

Mr. DALZELL. But theexampleswhich the gentleman cites
in Northern States are exceptional, and probably he could not
cite any more than those he has cited, whereas in the Southern
States the complaint is that that condition of things exists all the

e.

Mr. OATES. In reply to the gentleman, I say that the cases
cited by him and his friends of small votesin the Southern States
are likewise exceptional, and the vote I cited in his State was
in 1880, at the Presidential election, and the illustration of a
small vote he gave for a State was two years later, in 1882,

In conclusion, I desire to say thatlI want to contributeinevery
way I ean to fair and honest elections. I want nothing else, nor
do I believe that any man on this side of the Chamber wants
anything else.

‘While this is an important political question, its constitutional
and legal aspect, should not be ignored, butseriously considered.
If I vote for the repeal of every one of thesestatutes I know that
my constituents will indorse my action. But I do not desire to
embarrass any of my friends by a rash or inconsiderate act,
or to do an unnece thing. I hope that the Democrats of
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this House will carefully consider every section which the bill

proposes to repeal before the vote is taken.

Our States generally have fairand honest election laws. Leave
it to them to make and enforce such laws, and we will hear less
complaint than we do now of unfairness and fraud in elections.

The following is the analysis of the force bill:

I ;hsu now proceed as briefly as possible to give an analysis of the bill by
sections.

The first section continues in office all of the present chlef supervisors, but
section 22 excepts from that rule such chief supervisors as are, on the pas-
sage of the bill, clerks of either the United States circuit or district courts,
The chiefs to be continued and the chief supervisors to be hereafter ap-
pointed, one for each judicial diftrict thronghout the United States, are
char with supervision of Congressional elections and the prevention of
frauds in elections, irregularities in naturalization, and with enforcement
of the election laws.

Undersection 2, in any town or city containing a population of 20,000 or up-
wards, or in any entire Congressional district, on the petition of *‘one hun-
dred persons claiming to be citizens and qualified voters,"” or upon the peti-
tion of fifty such persons claiming to be citizens or qualified voters in one
or more counties or parishes of any Congressional district, the chief super-
visor shall take action to secure supervision therein as provided by the
laws of the United States; which means that when the chief présents these

titions to the eircuit court the judge hasno discretion but to grant them.
nd the third section provides that the chief ma noug the judge and re-
quire to convene the circuit court at the chief’s dictation for the ap-
pointment of such supervisors as he may need, in his discretion, for the
supervision of the election.
tion 4 provides that any person who can read and write may apply to
the chief for appointment as a supervisor of election; and thereupon the
chief will fu h him with a blank application printed and paid for by the
Government, which will enabls the *rounders,” hangers-on, professional
jurors, and court-house loafers to get in their applications to the exclusion
of good, honest, and competent men who never voluntarily apply for
slhpauch appointments.
ection 5 makes it obligatory upon the judge to appoint as many super-
visors as the chief may desire, and while the chief may in his discretion pre-
sent additional names to those who have formerly :gpllad. the judge hasno
discretion, but is bound to appoint the number desired from the list fur-
nished him by the chief, three supervisors at least to eachl precinet or polling

place, twofrom one politieal party and one from the other, and 'ilves full
authority to the two who are agreed to act independently of the other; that
is to sa{vr, the two Republican supervisors may act and their action is made
lawful if no Demoecratic suparvig?;r at all should be appointed, and if ap-
pointed and he should undertake to e any rascality practiced by the
other two, or should fail to gull smoothly in harness with them, the chief
may remove him and s his pay in his discretion.
section arms the chief supervisor with a complete muzzling procesa.

He can order any amount of cheating and rascality {‘u be perpetrated at any
polling place within his jurlsdiction, and if either one of the supervisors or
the deputy marshal protesta or attempts to expose it, or refuses to bear
witness that what the majority does is fair and honest, or that what the
State msPec:.ors or poll clerks do is dishonest and fraudulent—in short, for
doing or failing to do anything which the chief may desire or order—he may
suspend or remove any officer within his jurisdictlon, stop his pay, and cut
off his rations. In short, this section is framed upon the !l?lea. t‘gst. the chief
supervisor, like the king, can dono wrong,

tion 6 establishes a kind of carpet-baggery by author the chief to
transfer his subordinate supervisors anywhere throughout a Congressional
district. What is more irritating to the votersof one county than to have
men who are citizens of another and frequently a distant county sent tosu-
pervise them, to Watch them, and see thal they commit no rascality, and do
no dishonest act? And it may be that those sent from another county would
themselves perpetrate a wrong or miscount the votes.

This section seems to have been framed for the Purpose o‘%ﬁrm'oking col-
lisions, personal rencounters, and the shedding of blood. ¥, sir, the ad-
vocates of this bill would be delighted to have a few ne killed in each
Congressional distriet througout the Southern States. 'Iinen abuse of South-
ern Democrats and waving the “bloody shirt,* themes which have become
E.g?l?uy !;]tial?ﬁ would be revived, and, they hope, prove most fruitful in keep-

em in office.
'he latter part of this section, in connection with the preceding, invests
the chief supervisor with the autocratic powers I have described.

The seventh section declares the chief and all of the inferior supervisors
and deputy marshals to be officers of the United States the moment they
are assigned to duty, which puts them within the protection of the Nagle
case recently decided by the u&rema Court, the effect of which istoexempt
them from ution in the State courts for any crime they may co t
under color of their office, or while assuming to discharge the duties
thereof. If one of them should kill or maltreat a citizen of the State he
would not be amenable to the State law, but could only be tried in a United
States court, and before a partisan judge, whose creature he is.

‘What will free American citizens, accustomed to seeing those who violate
the laws of their respective States tried in their courts and properly pun-
ished, think of such a law as this which puts the pet.z; gmlaa.n ofitcials of
the Federal Government above the laws of the State et that is exactly
what this section of this bill does.

Section 8 invests the chief with the power, through his subordinates, to
revise and Bu{»emﬂa the registration of voters; to ex State ballot
boxes before elections begin; to k a poll list, and to number the voters;
to receive and count ballots rejected by the State rs; tomake state-
ments and returns to the chief supervisor in whatever form, manner, and
to the extent the chief requires, and such returns to be sent up to him
by the deputy marshal; and in a city of 20,000 inhabltants and upward, the
chief ma{lreqnire any of the supervisors and a deputy marshal to make &
house-to-housecanvass, which may begin five weeks before and be continned
on the day of election, Inquiring into the e]iflbﬂity of voters and whether
they haveever been legally naturalized, which is aimplﬁ a £pt‘a:ndx!ion for dom-
lcﬂirnry visits to do the work of ticket peddlers in the interest of the Re-

mblican party. Neither of the men assigned to this work is required to

long to the opposing political party.

These officers are also authorized to call for and examine naturalization
Epers of our adopted American citizens, and togo into the courts and exam-

e records to see whether naturalization papers have been regularly ob-
talned. They are authorized to enter any courtof any state or of the United
States where naturalization proceedings are going on and to take a hand in
the business and aid the courts in the discharge of their duties and to pre-
vent fraudulent naturalization.

They are also authorized to inform all voters in which box to deposit their
ballots. And if they see any Democrat go with a voter into any booth or
room it is made the duty of one of them to enter and see that the voter is
not misled or cheated; in other words, it s made their duty to see that no
Democrat indures any negro or other Republican voter to vote the Demo-
cratic ticket, which is a well-devised scheme to get the heads knocked off of
several su;;ervisors for 1%pudently rojecting their noses into the private
business of gentlemen. hat right have they to participate in the proceed-
’”,ﬁs of any court, much lessa State court?

he sixth subdivision of section 8 authorizes the supervisors in towns of
5,000 inhabitants or upward “ by pmger inquiry and examination at the re-
spective places assigned by or to those registered as their residences, all
such names placed or found upon the registration books, rolls, or lists as
the chief suprrvisor of elections shall require to be so verifled, and to make
full report thereof to such chief supervisor.” And the fourteenth snb-
division anthorizes the chief supervisor, when he shall have reason to
believe * that frand or perjury has been, or is being, committed about the
matter of naturalization in any place," to send his supervisors to prevent
it, and when thus sent they are to be clothed with “all the power and au-
thority conferred upon supervisors in cities of 20,000 inhabitants and up-
ward.” That is to say, whatever in the chief's own opinion gives him ‘‘rea-
son to believe™ is a matter for his own conscience, if he has any, and in
cases where the exigencies of the party to which he belongs require it, his
conscience will usually be found to be sufficiently elastic for the purpose, or
altogether wanting. the language of James Russell Lowell—
“ Some philosophers think a faculty's granted

The moment it's proved to be thoroughly wanted;

As for Instance, that rubber trees first began bearing

‘When political consclences came into wearing.”

Whenever the chief supervisor's consciencc makes a case where he could
send his subordinates they would be clothed with all the powers which they
have in cities of 20,000 inhabitants; and then they would proceed to make &
house-to-house canvass as ticket paddlers for the Republican Em'w. and no
doubt impressing the negroes and ignorant foreigners that if they fail to
attend the election and vote the tickets distributed, it may go hard with

them.

The twelfth subdivision of section8 beats knownothingism in its palmiess
days. It requires the su ors, when instructed by their chief, to make
a complete list of all forelgn-born persons who have been naturalized, with
the date thereof, their place of nativity, and present residence, and the name
and resid f the wi used to obtain naturalization papers; and they
are to examine and note the o al amdavits and application presented to
the court, all of which shall be filed in the office of the chief supervisor and
there preserved. Itestablishespolitical esplonage over all of our naturalized
Am? can citizens with a view to con! their votes for the Republican
party.
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Sectlon § annuls the State laws and bes a new method of counting,
canvassing, and certifying the votes cast at a Con, onal election; it pro-
vides for counting by tens instead of fives, alternating between State in-
spectors and United States supervisors, and is so complicated as to create
confusion, and will not be understood by one-third of the State m:Pectm's.
nor by the supervisors until drilled, taught, and instructed by thelr chief,
and with section 8 completely destroys the secrecy of the ballot.

Section 10 relates to the same subject.

Section 11 requires the inspectors to make their returns under the State
law and requires the supervisors to make a eopy of such return and to send
it with any outside statement to the chief supervisor.

Sections 12 and 13 relate to the samd subject.

Section 14 Erovidea that if the State Inspectors at any Erolltng place fail to
open the polls for one hour from the time they may be first opened, it shall
then be the duty of the supervisors present to open the polls and conduct
the election for Representative in 5

Section 15 authorizes the chief supervisor to notify the judge of the United
States circuit ceurtin September that he has business for the court to trans-
act: and thereu the judge shall open his court the 1st of October, and
shall appoint a board of three canvassers, not more than two of whom shall
belong to the same %om.tcal party, who shall hold their offices for “so long
as faithful and capable.” |

They shall have a seal and the power of appointing a clerk who shall re-
celve £12 per day, and each of them shall recelive a salary of 8§15 a day for
each day actually employed in the work of *‘ canvassing the statements and
certificates of ballots cast at any election, general or al, for a Repre-
sentative or Delegate in Congress, and a further sum of # per day for their

onal expenses.” board is req to convene on the 15th day of
ﬁovember of each even year, and shall convene at such place in the Stateas is
most convenient to them where & circuit court of the United States is held,
and are to have power to finally canvass and tabulate the statements of the
votes in each Congressional district of the State according to the returns
made to the chief supervisors; they may call before them and examine any
of the supervisors who acted at the election anywhere in the district as to
the correctness of the returns made by them.

The majority of the board are authorized to act, which is equivalent to
saying that the Republican members of the board may decide any matter
to suit themselves, and the Democratic member can do nothing more than to
protest. When they arrive ata decision their is to be made public in
triplicate certificates, one to be filed with the chief supervisor, one to be
sent to the person elected, and one to be sent to the Clerk of the House of
Representatives, unless they find that no one was elected; and then the cer-
tificate is sent to the governor of the State.

Section 18 makes it the duty of the Clerk of the House of Representatives
to put on the roll of members-elect the name of the person certified by the
board of canvassers to have been elected. And for failure to comply with
this requirement they make the Clerk punishable by a fine of not less than
one thousand nor more than five thousand dollars, and imprisonment for
not more than five years, one or both, and to be forever disqualified from
holding office under the United States.

A certificate of election from the governor of a State is set at naught and
made worthless. Never before in the whole history of Congressional l«laﬁ-ls-
lation were the great seal of a sovereign State and the certificate to which
it is attached treated as mere waste paper. The certification of two parti-
san members of a canvassing board appointed by a Federal judge is to be
recelved as Gospel truth, while the certification of a governor who speaks
for a soverelgn State 18 to be treated as waste Papﬂr&n utterly disregarded.
Are the American geople prepared to submit to such degredation? Have
they no longer any State pride?

Sectlon 17requires the Attorney-General of the United States to formulate
and have printed and furnish to the of canvassers in each State all
such blanks as they and their clerks may need in the discharge of their of-
ficial duties, to be paid for out of tha Treasury.

Section 18 authorizes the State board of canyassers in all matters coming
before them *‘to act by a majority of its members;' and if the third member
dissents from the decision he may state his reasons therefor and attach a
cogcto each of the triplicate certificates,

tion 10 provides for the compensation of supervisors and deputy mar-
shals, and the lowest estimate of the cost I have seen made of Federal su-
&;anrvision in every district in the United States is for one selection #10,000,-

. It authorizes the chief to refuse to pay any of the subordinates who
may fail to carry out his orders.

Section 20 provides for the appointment of such number of special deputy
marshals as the chief supervisor may “ certify to be, in his opinion, neces-
sari: to observe the manner in which the election officers are dlschsrgin%
their duties, to enforce the election lawsof the United States, and to vaen
frauds and irregularities In naturalization.” One-third of the special dep-
uties shall be appointed from a list of names furnished the marshal by the
chief supervisor, and the marshal shall assign these special deputies accord-
ing to the request of the chief supervisor; and the special deputies shall take
charge of returns made by the supervisors ‘‘as rapidly as the canvass of
each box iscompleted,” and deliver them to the chief.

Just think of it! United States deputy marshals standing around, ob-
servinﬁrand ovorseam%swta election officers to see how they are discharg-
ing their duties. You Republicans know what sort of men be appointed
for this dirty work.

The centralization of our Government strides on apace—stalks forth on
stilts—over the prostrate forms of once sovereign States of this Union.

The remainder of this section provides for the location of the office of the
chief supervisor, who is made an officer for life, and for the payment of the
exs?:nses thereof from a permanent appropriation.

ction 21 requires the chief superv?sor to furnish to his subordinates all
forms, blanks, maps, and instructions which he deems necessary, and re-
quires him to file and preserve in his office returns, certificates, tally-sheets,
poll-lists and telegrams.

Section 22 disqualifies clerks of the circult and district courtsof the United
States from being chief supervisors. Andin any judicial district where no
chief other than a clerk of the court hasbeen appointed ‘* it shall be the duty
of the circult court * * * toappoint from among the circuit court com-
missioners one of them the chief supervisor of elections * # # for the
judicial district for which he is a comimissioner.” |

The remainder of the section fixesthe term of office of all chisef supervisors
to be for life, or **so long as faithful and capable:” which means for life or
solong as their administration is deemed by the appointing power to be
“taithful and capable.” But nowhere in the bill is the power or right of re-
moval vested or declared to be in any person, court, or officer, unlessit beas
& penalty resulting from conviction for malfeasance in office.

t will be observed that nodiscretion whatever is given to the eircult court
to appoint a chief supervisor except within the charmed ecircle of United
States commissioners for the district; and what a sweet heviv. what a glo-
rious lot of officials ahag{ , in a large majority of the judicial districts of
the Southern States! any of them have n removed from other oficial

tions, such as that of deputy marshal, for rendering false accounts and
efrauding the Treasury. I appeal to the records of that Department and
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the accounting officers in charge of them for proof of what I say, and ten-
fold more. I appeal to the Attorney-General of the United States, who but
recently suggested to the chairman of the Judiciary Committes of this
House a thorongh investigation of certain judicial oMcers, marshils and
their deputies, clerks, and United States commissioners. Ask h m as well
as the accounting officers of the Treasury what he thinks of the United States
commissioners, not only in Alabama and other Southern States, but in m:
judicial districts in the Northern States as well, as to their integrity an
fitness for such an all-powerful office as this bill makes of the chief super-
visor of election.

‘Why, sir, the records of the Treasury are reeking with bad odors, the multi-
Elad trandsana perjuries committed by many of these officials to put money

to their pockets which they never earned. I Eﬁal to my col es on
the subcommittee of the Judiciary Committee of House, Messrs. Thomp-
son, of Ohio,and McCormick, of Pennsylvania, to say what Lhag think from
the testimony taken and the appearance of the men as to the fitness of the
commissioners whom they have investigated for the exalted E)oah.lo of
chief supervisor of elections, and I would like for them to say whether they
think that all the clerks of the United States courts whom they have inves-
tigated are fit and proper men to be trusted with drawing honest, competent,
and discreet jurors for service in the court of which they are clerks?

Sections 23 and 24 provide for the manner of drawing from the Treas
and the manner of paying supervisors for their services, including the chief;
payments, fees, and allowances all being extremely liberal.

Section 25 anthorizes the chief as a cireuit court commissioner to adminis-
ter oaths to supervisors and deputy marshals, and empowers him to desig-
nate such other circuit court commissioners in his judicial district as he
sees fit to administer such oaths, and allows 25 cents for administering and
certifying the same.

A judicial district nusually embraces two, and sometimes a dozen, Congres-
sional districts; therefore, the chief supervisor may administer and certi
the oaths to all the supervisors and deputy marshals appointed to serve at
the polling places in all the Congressional districts embraced In the judicial
distriet. For instance, Massachusetts, with twelve Congressional distvicts,
constitutes but one judicial district; Indiana, with thirteen Gons‘l‘essiunni
districts, i1s but one judicial district, and Kentucky, with eleven Congres-
sional districts, is but one judicial district. v

Now, the chief supervisorin eachof these States, if this bill becomes a law,
is the only person, the only officer authorized by it to administer an oath to
any and all of the supervisors and deputy marshals throughout the State

ess in his discretion he sees proper to designate one or more circuit court,
commissioners to administer and certify the oath. And in view of the fact
that he would receive 25 cents for every oath administered and certified, the
presumption is that he would exercise that discretion as far as practicable
to put as many of those plums in his own ket as possible, without much
regard to the convenience of others, And if he is not an angel, as the advo-
cates of this bill assume that he would be, he could farm out t.hagrlvilegﬁ to
other commissioners for one-half the fees received by them, and thus add
considerable to his income. So, you see, he is directly interested in having
supervision throughout his district.
hat is there in this bill to prevent the chief supervisor in each and every
udiecial district from %ettlng 100 voters, or, in the 1 age of the bill, one
undred “persons clalming to be citizens and voters,” for no other gualifi-
cation is required, to sign a petition for supervision and thereby secure it
throughout the district? You make it to his interest to do , and not-
wlt.hstan&]ﬁgk your assumption of the chief supervisor's angelic qualities,
Ido not you will find many who will fomigo the opportunity of such a
harvest of fees. The advocates of this bill violate the sacred injunction of
the Lord’s Prayer, * Lead us not into temptation.”

Another striking feature, str. becanse of its utter absence, is that the
bill nowhere prescribes either the form or the substance of the oath to be
administered to any supervisor or deputy marshal. The fees seem to have
been a far more important consideration to the framers of the bill. Andan
oath to conduct the election fairly and to make honest returns would, upon
the hypothesis that some of the appointees might have consciences, have
been a provision inconsistent with the general purpose of the bill, which 1s,
by any means and at all hazards, to perpetuate the Republican party in
power, and to pay for itout of the Treasury.

Section 26 authorizes the chief to have appointed a deputy chief super-
visor and a clerk, who shall each be selected from that charmed circle of
favori United States circuit-court commissioners, and that they shall
each receive such eompensation as the chief in his discretion sees proper to
give or allow them.

Section 27 provides that the chief sn?urvisor shall present his account for
expenses to a circuit or district judf or approval, and when approved shall
be fo ed to the Treasury of the United States and there made ‘‘spe-
cial,” which means that t.hegashn.n be audited in preference to any other ac-
counts or claims, and shall be paid without delay. It also provides thatfor
any items disallowed by the accounting officers, or for the entire claim,
without presenting it to the Treasury at all, the chief sugervlsor may sue
the United States either in the Courtof Claims or in the circuit court of his
judicial district, and recover judgment therefor; that all such suits shall be
preferred causes and shall be tried without delay in preference to all other
cases pending in such courts, and when judgment is recovered, which
usually be before the same judge who & ves the account in the first in-
stance, the same shall be promptly pa? by the Treasurer of the United
States. And the fees of commissioners for all services ren in connec-
tion wnttl. the election laws are placed on the same bagis as to allowance and

men

ection 28 provides a permanent appropriation—a kind of appropriation
which is vic}:ms in thap:xtreme-—tor I}.hepgm ent of all t.kegg:a and ex-
penses of the new system provided by the bill.

Section 20, as amended by the House, provides for a review on appeal to
the circuit court of any alleged erroneouns action upon the part of the board
of canvassers. It also empowers the circuit court, upon afidavit filed alleg-
ing error in the determination of any board of canvassers, ** either national,
State, Territorial. county, or any local board,” to require such board to
correct such error or to show cause why such correctionshould not be made,
and to compel such correction by mandamus, if necessary; and section 30
continues any such board of canvassersfor the purpose of being required to
make any such correction.

Section 31 precribes a penalty for any marshal, warden, or keeper of any
jail, prison, or penitentiary to which United States prisoners are ever com-
mitted or confined pending trial, ‘“who shall refuse or decline to recelve
and safely keep any prisoner committed to his custody under any warrant
or other process of any judge of any courof the United States or any circuit
court commissioner,” by fine not to exceed $1,000 and imprisonment of not
morethan one year,

It will be observed that this section is not applicable alone to violationsof
this particular law, but is ¥eneral in its provisions. Any State prison to
which a United States prisoner has ever been committed or confined, al-
though it be but pending trial, is so far confiscated, or, to speak more accu-
rately, g.e)a)ro‘prmr.ed. to the use of the United States that this high penalty is
prescri agalnst any jailor or keeper of such State institution who shall
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refuse or decline for any cause “to receive and safely keep any prisoner
commM“grtny commissioner. #
and there be no room in

the gfosem
n as one in which any United States
oner had ever been confiln &&xlead&hatuanesﬁoppalot the kee
tually and eternally to
any legal mind that

preposterous and overwhelm-
has progressed in knowledge beyond the horn-books of
the profession knows that a State officer can not be compelled to exercise a
Wﬂiﬂnm!m&du n him by Congress. The Supreme Court of the
nited States decided th nrﬁosuonlonsago. But where a State officer un-

j iction conferred he is

proper conduct. Congress, however, has no more constitutional
power 10 & priate State prisons for the confinement of United States
prisoners without the consent of the State than it has to take and appropri-
te cemeteries, the capitol buil , O any other property belo: tothe
convicted for remmghw"
Ww.

-
State; and therefore no jailor co! 've and
m‘?’ keep" any Ul States prisoner unless the State whose officer he is
previously assents thereto
A Stateofficer may exercise, in his discretion, a_jurisdiction conferred on
him by Congress, unless the State whose servant he is refuses to allow him
todoso. Bat if the State does not ol tand he undertakes to exercise the
jurisdiotion, he is nsible to the United States for his conduct therein.
Presuma the authors of this bill framed this section with a view tohav-
ing ample m facilities for the incarceration and subjugation of numer-
ous offenders against it. Suppression and intimidation of voters and spolia-
tion of the Treasury are its chief features.

Section 82 adopts a large number of sections of United States statutes so
astomakot.hom:ﬁml and conform to other parts of this bill. It reémacts
those sections of the Revised Statutes ref t0 as ton “the elective
franchise,’” and providing troops at the polls, and reénacts *'ecivil rights,”
several sections of which were by the Supreme Court of the United
States 113. the case of Reese, 92 Unived States Reports, to be unconstitutional
and vo!

The attempt to reénact those sections is a covert one and done by vague
reference inetead of a manly and openone. That is the way that silver was
demonetized. That is nearly nlwag:dfha style of legislation adopted when
the people are to be enslaved or rob

Section 33 repeals sections of the Revised Statutes in conflict with

actions already accrued thereunder,

Sec tors or local election officers to te a
label on the front of the ballot box for the reception of onal ots
and to point it out to all voters who may not be able to the label. Itre-

res such box to be kept upon a shelf, table, or counter in plain sight of

e electors and easy of access to them 50 that the voters themselves
ma; (il:&oalt- thelr ballots therein in plain view of all the election offlcers,

onal and State, and that the box all d the day of election shall not
be shifted, cl , or otherwise moved from the place at which it is put on
the o of the polls, and that it shall not be removed from the room dur-
ing day orgdg’hs following the election until all the ballots are * fully as-
certained, tall counted, and can and the statements and certifi-
cates therefor have been made out, sla;'nnd. and sealed."”

The only objection I see to this, aside from that of inconvenlence, is that
the voter in depositing his ballot precludes the idea of numbering it in
States where the law so requires, and enables the voter to deposit several
ballots inclosed within each other which may have the ap

arance of but
one. This will facilitate the Perpan‘nuan of fraud by allo one on-
est man to cast as many ballots as six honest ones. This [ﬁrovls:.on. how-
ever, is in harmony in with other parts of the bill.

respect
Sections 86 and 36 provide penalties and punishment for stuffing ballot
boxes, frauds, bribery of voters or oflicers, and are free from objection.
Section 37 prescribes regulations comparatively free from objection, ex-
cept in a matter already referred to.
tlon 38, asit came from the committes, was amsropoaltton to amend the
law in ro‘gm& tothe dra; of jurors in the United Statescourts. The law
that they shall be drawn by the clerk of the court and a jury
commissioner of opposite politics, and the proposition was to repeal it as to
the jury commissioner and to allow the clerks, neariy all of them being Re-
) s, to select and pack juries, toconvict Democrats and acquit Repub-
ad the violation of election laws. Fortunately there were
enough on the other side of the Chamber to rebel against this injustice,who,
uni with the Democratic minority, struck out this odiouns feature; but
; l.h&a{ afterwards adopted a vision for a jury commission.

e remaining sections of the bill, from section 30 to section 57, inclusive,
are definitions of offenses and prescribing penaities for violations of the
election laws, and are free from objection, except section 52, which makes
it & misdemeanor, punishable by fine and im nment, to *“willfully dis-
obﬂ-w lawful command of & snx;ervisor of election given in the execution
of his duty at any election at which a Representative is voted for,” etc. It
is so vague and uncertain as to leave the n in orance of what com-
mands of the supervisor are lawful. Perhaps it is designedly so, that the
;‘tllPemmmay command and no one will know whether disobedience is law-

or unlawful. It is & *blind tiger,” which answers the purpose of the
vocates of the bill much better than a plain provision detining what com-
mands the supervisor may lawfully give.

But the other provisions tending to suppress fraud and securing an honest
count of votes at Congressional elections are comparatively free from objec-
tion. I donot belleve that any legislation is nece % 'I’na t laws,

SSAry. presen
if enforced, would fully accomplish falr counting in any localities where
cheating is resorted to. But your laws are not enforced. The Republican
party in such localities may have the numbers necessary to outvote the Dem-
ocrats, but they are too ignorant and ineflicient to enforce the law or to see
that their ballots are counted. You make this bill a law and you will pro-
voke contention, strife, and conflict, and injuriously affect material interests
in the Southern States. But you will secure very few, if any, additional Re-
pu members of Congress. My opinion is t you will lose more than
You will gain by it, even in the Southern States.

REPUBLICAN GRIEVANCE—THE SOLID SOUTH.

avance, gentlemen of the Republican party, is the solid South.
W‘hly is it solid Democratic with a largely inereased representation? I
lﬂls t':yn you. Your policy toward the South ever since the close of the war

Your

one of on-instead of encouragement. You reconstructed
us a pecond time, 8 mnja}gly mgaed and ratified the thirteenth amend-
ment, A slavery. © were States in the Union for that purpose.
You offered us fourteenth amendment, which would have been accepted
and ratified with equal alacrity but for the fact that you inserted a clause
in 1t our es in the le 0 ever had takenan
oathto s the Constitution and 8 in the rebeilion.
They were no more to blame than we were, We in a common
cause, and while we were conguered and had surrend our arms we had

not surrendered our honor, and we rejected the amendment solely for that

reason. Then you declared that we were not States in mion. .
Preme Court said that we never got out gt L

us and made voters out of the negroes in violation of
all precedent and constitutional authority, and in that way you adopted the
fourteenth amendment. Not content with this, and over the
Sguthern States with your bag thieves and thelr allles, &on adopted
the fifteenth amendment. You were so intoxicated by your -

paign the white people of the South that you adopted
that amendment over the protests of some of your most thongh{ml and con-
siderate leﬁegé Sﬁl:;unpom your incompetent and mm&; State gov-

ernments the Arﬁ. ut that was withdrawn you
were surprised and to find what a mistake you had made. Now,
to correct that arrur.{on propose this force bLill as a sort of third recon-
struction. You do not disguise the fact that this measure is Intended for

the Southern States.
Do you ever expect to win the confidence, the friendship, and of
the white peo f those States by the continuation of your reprmc:nd
? Are they of et sons who succeed
em?

this generation or the
them the men to kiss the hand which smites t
How can you so think of the men you conquered only when their substance

Was gone, means of transportation destroyed, they living upon less than
half ra with more than four to one against them; when three hundred
tho markedmhstmmplwotﬁ:mdeadwm:

usand
when the whole land was draped in mo ¥
and the moaning of the widow were borne to the w every breeze;
when nothing but omnipotence or death could have s their surrender;
for it was then, and not until then, that their

of force; in good faith the
much must not be all at once of human nature; they did the best
they could as honorable men, All that was Involved in the war and as in-
cidental thereto was settled, and they turned their attention to the rehabili-
tation of their devastated country.

Adverse cireumstances and unfriendly legislation have contended against
them for the mastery, but with that tireless energy and dauntless co @
Sontii invo & FAIEIY B WW‘“‘“‘“‘ ‘condition, and norwihatandin S&”m°‘ ent

a ¥ Ol on, no t
Eheavy bilgw the South ¥yet be the Eldorado of North An,:ﬁna. not of
e world.

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, this debate has proceeded on

the part of many gentlemen on the assumption that the elec-
tions which are affected by the statutes pro to be repealed
are of interest only to the residents of cer rticular States.

I want to disclaim, for my part, any thought of that kind. I be-
lieve I am as much interested in having fair elections in the
State of Alabama, or in the State of Mississippi—I mean fair
Federal elections—as I am in having them in the State of Iowa.

I believe that a majority of the people of the United States
who have the right of suffrage are Republicans, and that if they
can be permitted to speak, the voice of the majority in this coun-
try will be in favor of administering this Government upon Re-
publican theories; and if that majority is stifled, if a minority
are d}igrmitted to assume control over this Government, it makes
no difference to me in whn:]farticu]ar State the wrong is done
whereby that minority is allowed to control. The suppression
of a Republican vote in the State of South Carolina or in the
State of Mississippi is as much a crime against my rights as
though the vote were suppressed in the State of Iowa.

I am not int.erferh;f with the rights of the Stateof South Caro-
lina or of the State of Mississippi when I insist that members of
Congress,whomay come hereand dominate in thisChamber, shall
be elected by all who have theright of su ,orare entitled to
vote, under the Constitution of the United States, in the States
of which Ispeak. Youcommitacrime against the citizens of Iowa
if you suppress Republican votes, or any votes, in the States of

bama and Mississippi. It is not alone your affair, i is my
affair. I have the same right, I insist, to complain as thoug
some wrongdoer was frespassing upon my rights within the limits
of my own State.

Mr. Speaker, I want to call attention to the important fact
that these decried statutes do not attempt to interfere with the
local elections in the States. These statutes propose what?
Simply that there shall be proper serutiny of the voter and the
voting; that there shall be peace at the polls; that there shall be
a right upon the part of every elector to vote as he pleases at
Federal elections where the Congress is determined and where
Presidential electors are chosen.

Again, I say it is not your affair, it belongs to all of us; and it
is a shameful nasumpt.ion when gou gentlemon talk about our
trying to “*interfere ¥ with your domestic affairs. Mr. Sgaakar.,
I have arrived at the firm conclusion that no man can object to
these laws who understands the theory of our Government, who
is familiar with the provisions of the laws, and who does not
want to secure the henefit of a crime to himself by the suppres-
sion of law.

Mr. Speaker, we have talked a great deal here about localities,
about what has been done in this State or the other State; but
allow me to suggest that this proposition to repeal all the Fed-
eral election laws is but the prelude to something more. Ido
not believe that gentlemen would be so solicitous for the repeal of
these statutes if there were not some ulterior object to be gained
further on that can not be accomplished so well while these
statutes are in force; and I believe that this ulterior object is of
a most significant character—wid in its effect, and that
it means no less than a complete overturning of our method of
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Government. I do not say this unadvisedly. I listened with
the utmost attention to an able speech from the standpoint of
the tﬁenﬂm B , which was made two days ago by the
ﬁs g-xiiahed Representative from the State of Mississippi [Mr.

ONEY].

Mr. Speaker, that gentleman is eminent not only because of
his great ability, but because of his long experience in this
House and his fu]l familiarity with all t 18 considered in
Democratic councils. Let me suggest to you thataslongago as
eightyears hestood in the very first rank of his party; and when
the Cabinet was about to be made up eight years ago it was ex-
pected all over thiscity by those most fami with caﬁ)h’.ﬁlcsand
the fitness of things that that gentleman would be called to pre-
side over the Post-Office Department of the Government. en
he speaks he does not speak unthoughtedly. 1f he announces
convictions here, they are those of deliberation and of careful
thought. That speech I noticed was well prepared. His utter-
ances were not of the hustings, but were delivered from a manu-
script so that every word was considered.

Let me eall your attention, Mr. Speaker, to some of the ex-
traordinary utterances of that gentleman—extraordinary because
this is a Republic; extraordinary because here the fathers or-
dained that majority should be king. When it devolved upon
them to determine how we should be ruled they discarded the old
methods; no king, no emperor should be erowned, but majority
wascrowned the king of the Republic. The gentleman from Mis-
sissippi uses this language, which I find on page 2200 of the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD:

Now, you have sald to my friend from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER], and toother

gentlemen, that you were wil for us to tale a constitution that ad
the ballot of its ignorance, that you wanted the ent to the
intelligence of the State, but you wanted ‘‘the majority to rule.” Now,
please tell me why you want the majority to rule, either in Mississippi or
anywhere else? ghould the majority rule? 1 admit that ority rule
is a maxim in blican government; but why? What is the osophy
of 11? usetts, or

‘What is the underlﬂiang reason formajority rule in
Missisalppl, oranywhere else?

Again he says, in discussing the status of his own State, the
happy condition of intelligence among his 1‘Enlet.\rple, that they are
agricultural people, that they live upon their farms. This is
his language:

The isolated condition of their lives makes each one an independent
thinker and voter. He is mo machine, a manufacturing town
where the division of labor strips the work of every trace of intellect and
leaves the operative a mere antomaton.

The common people of State are all farmers. They are compelled to
think, by the nature of their vocation, and they do think, and they are re-

neible men. They represent to-day the very hest type of manhood in

is country. Yet you tell us that we ought to abdicate the power that we

possess, which we have obtained by le, peaceful, and constitutional means,

and that we onght to put our necks eath the foot of a veneered savage,
for the colored man is nothing more than that.

1 speak without any hard feelingsat all for the black race. I'wasbornona

lantation and reared with them. There IS not a man who has a kindlier
?eeling for the colored race than I have, but I speak only the simple, sober
truth when I say you have, in the great mass of the colored people of the
South, & number of men who are civilized in the exterior, but who rapidly
revert to the original type when the opportunity offers.

I quote further from the gentleman:

Now, gentlemen, I sﬁ:lak candidly about these things. I do not wantto
@isclaim any responsibility. I accept the issue. Iam to tell you to-
day that, constitution or no constitution, no constituency of white prople in
Mississippi can ever again snbmit to the domination of the blacks.

These are the solemn utterances of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi. They are made significant—ah, wonderfully signifi-
cant—to-day by the utterances of a gentleman—a Democrat—
from Massachusetts [Mr. EVERETT]. He says:

Iv is just so, Mr. S er, with reference to the k?roblem of our great
cities, such cities as New York, Philadelphia, Brooklyn, Chicago, London,
and Counstantinople. Those great cities are another terrible problem of
this dg. The corruption, the restlessness, the distress, the of these
groat Babylons is something that the social retormer, the philanthropist,
the lawyer, and the divine tremble to think of. They do not know what is
to become of modern civilization, with that vast army of barbarians concen-
trated at these great points.of population.

Is not this a strange characterization of some of the laborin
People of the great Northern cities and of Southern farms?

f Vast army of barbarians,” says the gentleman from Massachu-
setts. * Veneered savages,” says the gentleman from Missis-
sippi. Democrats from the extremes joining in such bitter
assault upon men who labor in city and on farm! :

Mr. Speaker, this language calls for reflection. This language
sounds so much like that with which we used to be familiar in
the two Houses of Congress that one must pause for reflection
to determine just what it means. I remember as long ago as
1856, I think it was, when a Senator from the Btate of South
Carolina, referring to the laboring peoplé of the North, spoke
of them as the ** mudsills of society,” as * close-fisted farmers,”
as I'* greasy mechanics,” unfit to participate in this great Gov-
ernment of ours.

‘Why, gentlemen, can you learn nothing from the history of
the last Ehirt years? You men of South Carolina, are you pre-

to indulge in such talk as that now? Do you not remem-
r that these ** mudsills of society,” these *‘ close-fisted farm-
ers,” these * greasy mechanics,” swept over your State like a

whirlwind when you execited their patriotic wrath ) and that

E::ur chi ,your intelligence, your ‘* better classes” fled from

tm&n:t‘;als the kite and the vulture flee from the eagle of the moun-
ns?

Can you learn nothing? These are the gaople that rule in
this country. These are the men that constitute majorities here.
These are the people who love these institutions of ours, and
who will not permit themselves nor their fellow-laborers in
Mississippi or Alabamas or elsewhere to be robbed of their rights
under Constitution simply because your purposes require
it. [Applause on the Republican side.]

The gentleman from Mississippi has announced that *‘ Consti-
tution or no Constitution, we do not proprose to submif to
domination.” I have nodesire for negrodomination, butI have
adesire that every man who is a citizen of the United States, and
who is invested with the political rights teed in the Con-
stitution, whether he be black orwhite,shall have the power on
all occasions to exercise his rights. -

Wh%i gentlemen biandly tell usthat they do not interfere with

tical rights of anyone, and the gentleman from Missis-
sippfo tells us that they had modeled the constitution-of the
State of Mississippi upon that of the grand old Commonwealth
of Massachusetts. He repeated it over and over again, finally
saying that one was an exact copy of the other. Let me read for
a moment and see. I read Irom the suffrage plank of the con-
stitution of Massachusetts:

No shall have the right to vote or be eligible to office under the
constitution of this Commonwealth who shall not be able to read the consti-
tution in the lish and write his name: Provided, however, That
the provisions of this amendment shall not apply to any person p
bypgxyxlul disability from complying with these requirements, nor to any
person who now has the 1o Voie, nor to mmenwhnlsmmm
age orupward at the time this amendment takes

That amendment impairs no vested right, and was submitted,
Mr. Speaker, to a vote of the electors of Massachusetts,and
were given the right to say whether it should be a part of the
or c law. Here is the suffrage plank of the constitution of
the State of Mississippi. It does provide, as the gentleman has
said, that a person is allowed to vote who may nof be able toread,
provided he can interpret or understand a section of the consti-
tution. But he must understand it as the election officers un-
derstand if.

The registration officer determines the fact whether he
erlyunderstands. Itistrue that they havean appealtoa ootm%
board of registers, but that board has a like discretion, and it
true also that they have an appeal to a county court, but the
court can not inquire into the facts—the determination of the
registering officers is final as to the fact of the person’s under-
standingof the section read to him. The gentleman suppressed
that. Then it provides further that the prepayment of a poll
tax, burdensome in any State, shall be a prerequisite to vote.
But here is the article as I find it in a newspaper:

ELECTIVE FRANCHISE—THE ARTICLE AgNmALLY ADOPTED BY THE COXN-

SecTIOoN 1. All elections by the peme shall be by ballot.

SEC. 2. Every male inhabitant of this State, except idiots, insane persons,
and Indians not taxed, who is a citizen of the United States, 21 years old
and upwards, who has resided in the State two and one year in the
election district or in the incorporated city or town in which he offers to
vote, and who is duly registered as provided in section 3 of this article, and

o has never been convicted of bribery, burglary, theft, arson, ob

money or goods under false pretenses, perjury, forgery, embezzlement or
bigamy, and who has paid on or before the 1st day of February of the year
in which he shall offer to vote all taxes which may have been legally re-

uired of him, and which he has had an opportunity of paying according to

aw for the preceding year, and who is not delinquent for any taxes of the
year next preceding, and who shall produceo the officers holding the elec-
tion satisfactory evidence that he has paid said taxes, is declared to bea-

ualified elector: Provided, Any minister of the gospel in ch of an or-
ganized church shall be entitled to vote after six months rem.co in the
elgcuogdésﬁwict o ?thamig:l uag%e:;w law for the 1 al

BC. e Legislatures pr aw for the registration of all -

sons entitled to vote at any election, and all persons offering to sg:§]
take the following oath or afirmation: *I, ——, do solemnly swear (or af-
firm) that I am 21 years old and that I will have resided in this State two
years and in election district of county one Year next
the ensuing election," {or if a minister of the gospel in charge of an organ-
ized church, two years residence in the State and six months in said election
district) and am now in good faith a resident in the same, and that Iamnot
disqualified from voting by reason of having been convicted of any erime
named in the constitution of this State as a qualification to be an elector;
that I will truly answer all questions q ante-
cedents so far as they relate to my right to vote, and also asto my dence
before my cltizensnip in this distriet; that I will faithfully supports the Con-
stitution of the United States and the State of Missiseippl: a
true faith and allegiance to the same,sohelpmeGod.” Any willful and cor-
rupt false statement ip said afidavit, or in answer to any material questions
propounded as herein authorized shall be perjury.

SEcC. 4. A uniform tax of £ is hereby imposed on every male inhahi-
tant of this State between the ages of 21 and 60 years, persons who
are deaf and dumb or blind, or who are maimed by loss of or foot, to
be used in aid of the common schools and for no other purms: said tax
to be a lien only upon taxable property: Provided, however, t the board

of supervisors of any county may, for the purpose of aid the common
schools in that county, increase the poll tax in said county, but in no case
ahallt—heenﬁre&nnmrexwadinmymemﬁmeach . 'The pay-
ment of the whaole tax declared to be a qualifieation to vote:

Y no criminal shall be allowed to enforce
the collection of the poll tax.

SEC, 5. On and after the Ist day of January, A. D.18%2, the followlng quali-
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fications are added to the foregoing: m nalified elector shall be able to
read any section of the constitution of tate, or he shall be able to un-
derstand the same when read to him, or give a reasonable interpretation
thereof. A new registration shall be made before the next ensuing election

after these qualifications are established.
Sg0. 6. Electors in municipal elections shall possess all the qualifications
prescribed by

rescribed and such additional qualifications as may be

herein p;
lagio. 7. Prior to the 1st day of January, 1802, the elections by the people
in this State shall be regulated by an ordinance of this convention.

But worse than all, Mr. Speaker, this provision of the consti-
tution was not submifted to the voters of the State for their rat-
ification, but it was declared to be the fundamental law of the
State of Mississippi by the convention that ordained it and scores
of thousands of voters were thus disfranchised by the few men
who composed the convention. I have heard it stated on this
floor that that scheme was ordained for the purpose of enabling
8 com tively small number of white people to dominate a
much larger number of blacks in that State, which has been
most vigorously denied.

I call upon a witness from the State of Mississippi, an eminent
man and jurist of many years standing who was a member of the
convention and, as I understand it, in favor of this scheme.
Why? Because he wanted to stop the fraud and perjury and
erime that was undermining the morals of the State in order
thatafew mightcontrol the elections and disfranchise the blacks.
Let me read from a reported s h by Judge Chrisman, who is
a native of the South, was in the Confederate army, was a Dem-
ocrat, and a judge on the bench of Mississippi. On the consti-
tutional provisions in Mississippi, Judge Chrisman, in discussing
the Mississippi plan of suffrage, is reported to have said:

‘What was the shadow that hung over us, that darkened our future and
alarmed our people? Sir, 1t 18 no secret that there has not been a full vote
and a fair count in Mississippi since 1875—that we have been preserving the
ascendency of the white QEOO%? by revolutionary methods. plain words,
we have been stuffing ballot boxes, committ perfury. and here and there
in the State cmlng the elections by fraud and violence until the whole ma-
chinery for el ns was about to rotdown. The public conscience revolted,

t which had a at the situation, and which seemed
to justify any means for pu preservation, was ming a chronic nlcer
npon the body politic, and threatened to disintegrate the morals of the

le.
N'ggougmul men everewhere foresaw that there was disaster somewhere
along the line of such a policy as certainly as thereis a righteous judgment
for nations as well as men. I say, Mr. President, no man can be in favor

of toa! the election methods which have prevailed in Mississippl
since 1 who 1s not amoral idiot, and no statesman believes that agovern-
ment can be tuated by violence and fraud. The dullest intellect must

see that it leads to political convunlsions of some sort dangerous to life, lib-
&r&. and property.

en of observation and men who read books know that a republican gov-
ernment rests mainly on the virtue and intelligence of the people, and the
ballot, a pure and untrammeled ballot, is its main reliance. Shorn of this
matrumemam.wl: will surely begin to die. It requires no Solomon to see
thahmthe ballot-box stuffer can not always be relied on to elect the best men
to office.

Gentlemen, I offer that testimony. No man will probably at-
tempt to impeach this witness. He is a disinterested witness.
He apparently from his observation; from that he has
seen. He declaims against that system—yourold system of many
frauds—and he advocates the one adopted, as I understand, as a
relief from that other form of fraud that was in itself so corrupt-
in

ind what is the result? The total number of males of voting
age in the State of Mississippi, as shown by the census of 1800,
was 271,000, (Iwill notread the hundreds.) The total number of
white males of voting age was 120,000. The total number of black
males of voting age was 150,000. The total number of whites
registered was 68,000. The total number of blacks registered
was 8,000. The total numbar of whites not registered was 52,-
000. The total number of blacks not registered was 141,000,

The total number of persons registered was 76,000, and the
total number of persons not registered was 195,000,

One hundred and ninety-five thousand! Ah, says the gentle-
man from Alabama [Mr. OATES], there will be and there is a
falling off of votes and of registration everywhere, and the gen-
tleman attempts toshow statisticssustaining his position. That
is true to a certain extent. All do mot register and all who
register do not vote, but look at the enormous disparity—716,000
registered and 195,000 not registered. Can you attribute this
great absenteeism from the regisiration list to these trivial
?iaeu%es that may and do exist from time to time in other locali-

s?

Gentlemen, this was by design, and you can not make an in-
telligent people believe otherwise. It was in harmony with the
spirit thatanimated the gerffleman when he declared that, ** Con-
stitution or no Constitution, no constituency in the State of Mis-
sissippi would again submit to negro domination."”

Thﬁ was the method that you of Mississippi took to accom-
plish your own supremacy. Tired of the murders that took place
at first, when the first Mississippi plan was adopted: tired of the
frauds that were substituted for the murders and the violence;
fearful of the co uences of these continual annual frauds, you
resorted to this wholesale method, and undoubtedly you congrat-
ulate yourselves upon your success.

Gentleman, it may be that Mississippi has the right to deter-
mine who shall vote within her borders. I am not here to now
argue that branch of this question. But I am here to insist that
if Mississippidisfranchises her people in this wholesale way, then
she shall not have representation for them upon this floor. That
is the remadiy.

Mississippi, under her registration, is scarcely entitled to two
members of Congress, and if there was a righteous statute, giv-
ing due and proper apportionment, perhaps the gentleman who
announced his hostility to the rule of the majority. who would
be so willing, perhaps, to subvert the whole structure of our
Government and build up some other determining foree than the
rule of the majority in our polities, that gentleman, perhaps,would
not have had a seaton this floor and would not have been permit-
‘tﬂeg to insult the Constitution and the memory of ifs fathers as he

id.

In referring to that gentleman’s speech, I again read:

Now, Mr. Speaker, I started out by saying that these election laws were not
intended originally to purify or protect the ballot, but that they were the
offspring, first of the vindictive ons |engendered by the war, and, sec-
ond, of the desire to perpetuate Republican rule in this country.

I want to controvert both statements, and I appeal to history
ir;‘ justification of the indignant denial that I maEe against these
charges.

I say that there wasno vindictive spirit manifested toward the
people of the South at the close of the rebellion. On the con-
trary, gentlemen, let your minds revert to the situation. There
was no greater magnanimity, there was never greater self-con-
trol exercised over the ions of men, than those men who
reconstructed this Governmentexhibited in their intercourse and
treatment of the ogie of the South. You had ruthlessly pre-
cipitated a war that had cost us 400,000 precious lives and $g,(§]0,-
000,000, that had brought sorrow to every hearthstone.

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I want to deny that the
South was responsible for that war. [Manifestations of derision
on the Republican side.]

Mr. HEPBURN. Ah, in thelight-of history you say that!

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. T do.

Mr. HEPBURN. Yet, notwithstanding all, when you were
crouching at the feetof our power,not ** worn out trying to whip
us,” as the gentleman from South Carolina yesterday said, but
when your power was utterly annihilated, when there was no
man in all your borders who was not ready to accept any terms,
you were reéstablished in all your old forfeited rights, not aman
was punished, you were given absolute amnesty, your States were
permitted to be represented, not adollar’s confiscation of property
was made, but everything was restored to you in the same ample
manner as though it were Grant that had surrendered at Appo-
mattox instead of Lee.

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Were not those the terms
of the surrender?

Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir.

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I thought those were the

terms.

Mr. HEPBURN. Thetermswere ‘* unconditional surrender,”
the only kind that Grant ever accepted. [Applause on the Re-
publican side.] :

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I deny that statement
also, and ap to history to sustain me.

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Those were Grant’s terms.

Mr. HEPBURN. Those were Grant's terms. In his first ex-
perience with you, three years before, he demanded uncondi-
tional surrender at Fort Donelson, and you complied. He de-
manded the same kind of a surrender at Appomattox, and again
you yielded gracefully.

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina.
over. Did not you?

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes; it would be if you people would let if.
[Laughter on the Republican side.]

Now, Mr. Speaker, [ again assert that it was the misconduct,
largely of this very State represented by the gentlsman from
Mississippi [Mr. MONEY}, that stood in the way of absolute and
immediate peaceable relations, and that made it necessary to
vest the negro with suffrage. The gentleman from Mississippi,
at least, ought to be familiar with the statutes of his own State.
I hold in my hand a volume of statutes enacted by the first Legis-
lature that was permitted to assemble after the cessation of hos-
tilities in that State, in November, 1865.

This volume has enactment after enactment, numbered, 1 was
almost ready to say, by the score, in which every right of the
recently enfranchised black man was ruthlessly trampled under
foot. Read these statutes and no man can come to any other
conclusion but that they were intended to subvert the results of
the war, to cancel the proclamation of emancipation, to wipe out
the thirteenth constitutional amendment, and to put the unfor-
tunate blacks again in a slavery worse than before. Lookat the
discriminations against them in these statutes. Look at the

I thought the war was
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burdens thrown upon them. No one of them %J-ermit.t.ed to own,
or even rent, the soil. A vagrant law under the harsh and bit-
ter proscriptions of which probably not one negro in the State
would fail to be held a vagrant, or under which he might not
be sold into servitude for a period. One statute, I remember,
provides that if a negro perjured himself in a certain class of
suits against & white man, the white man can brin%esult. against
him, and recoverin jud%mant, the defendant may be sold to the
individual who pay the judgment for the shortest period of
his labor. There are very many instances and conditions under
which this legislation authorizes that kind of sales. The legis-
lation was intended to rob them of every right, and to give the
whites the same masterful control they had in the old days.

It was statutes of this kind; itwas the persistentshowing made
by you men that you did not intend to accept in good faith the
new conditions that made it necessary to give the negro the
riffht of suffrage in order that he mightprotect and defend him-
self againstyour rapacity. That was if; it was not vindictive-
ness; it was not vengeance; it was not hate; but the grand tri-
umph of justice in the hearts of men in favor of those who had
huifded up your wealth, who had made your prosperity, and who
had given to your States all within their borders of material
wealth worth enumeration.

These election laws were not passed either, gentlemen, to en-
able the Republican party to dominate in this country.

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Will the gentleman al-
low me to ask him a question?

Mr. HEPBURN. I will,

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Can you give an in-
st.t;ncedvzhere a Democratic supervisor of elections was ever ap-

nted?

Mr. HEPBURN. No; and I donot care to. I think it was
right to appoint Republicans. I have no knowledge of my own
of the way in which they manage the appointments.

I;h}-c PENDLETON of West Virginia. That is just what I
think.

Mr. HEPBURN. And I can say further, that I do not know
of any instance of one being appointed under this law; and so
{?r as I know, it has never been invoked in the State in which 1

ve.

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. That is correct.

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I want to state right there. Isit
not true that wherever they have been selected they have been
selected with reference to their efficiency, regardless of their
party affilintions. [Derision on the Democratic side.]

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Have you ever known
a Democrat appointed?

Mr. HEPBURN. I have no personal knowledge of the work-
ing of these laws. The whole subject is committed to the judi-
ciary of the United States,and I have confidence in the courts of
this country. Ido not believe—

Mr. RA Will the gentleman permit me?

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. RAY. In view of what the gentleman from West Vir-
f&nia stated, I desire tostate,and I thinkI am absolutely correct

my statement, that the very law itself requires that whenever,
in any loecality, I'ederal supervisors of elections are appointed,
that there shall be Republicans and Democrats appointed.

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I am speaking of those
who are chief supervisors, similar to the position of John I.
Davenport.

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I know John I. Davenport
slightly. I do not believe he is the ruffian, the blackguard, and
the villain that he has been depicted here. So farasI know
him, and I say it with the utmost respect, I believe him to be the
Eﬁr of any gentleman of acquaintance. If there is anything

his character that justifies the anathemas that have been
hurled nfa.i.nat him, they are absolutely foreign to my knowl-
edge, and certainly not developed in any acquaintance I have
had with him. I do not believe them.

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. St. Paul would have been de-
nounced in the same way if he had been in that office.

Mr. HEPBURN. I call attention to this fact in refutation of
the charge that these election laws were partisan in theircharae-
ter: The Republican party at that time was dominant in the
country. It needed no laws of this kind to perpetuate its power.
And I call attention to the further fact, in defense of the right
to enact the legislation and the propriety of enacting it, that
these laws were passed by a Congress which contained as large
a number of eminent jurists, as pure and upright men, men of
as unblemished character as any that haveever assembled in the
national capital, and I do not believe it is right or proper for
any man to hurl his vituperative billingsgate at that Congress,
as been done here. [Applause on thagRapublican side.|

Mr. Speaker, I am sure that gentlemen who favor this meas-
ure of repeal have, to some extent at least, mistaken the neces-
sity for it if they have favored it on the supposition that these

laws might be used as an enginery by the Republican party in
the perpefration of wrong. How would it be possible in any
Elgee, where the aid of these statutes could be invoked, for the
publicans to perpetrate wrong under them? You have nearly
as many of the Federal judges now as have the Republicans.
Further, it is a truth that every man, after long continuance in
a position held for life, ceases to be partisan, and I am tinwilli
to believe that any of the eminent gentlemen now upon the bene
who have been long in office, even though they were appointed
as Repub'icans, have such party feeling or s party loyalty as
w;oul induce them to countenance any corrupt or improper ac-
tion,

Then you have the United States marshals. Can not you trust
Democratic marshals? So that it is utterly impossible, it seems
to me, that that excuse for repeal can be a valid or a real one.
Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I can see no other than the one I have -
already Bugges&e‘?,e unless it be that feeling of restiveness which
some of you Southern gentlemen seem to experience whenever
Federal power touches you at any point. The old virus of Cal-
hounism, the old doctrine of the Virginia and Kentucky resolu-
tions, that there is no common arbiter to determine grievances
which may exist between sovereign States, and that therefore
you have the right to determine not only the grievance but the
mode and measure of redress.

I can see, too, gentlemen, that you have amotive in repressing
the black suffrage at the South. You have an interest E} s0 do-
ing. Tt is not, in my judgment, because you fear their denomi-
nation. The whites are the class of wealth, intelligence, and
power. Youdo not fear the blacks. You have, as a rule, but a
single industry there. It is an industry that does not require
skilled labor, but one which you think reguires cheap labor, and
the certainty of labor at particular seasonsof the year. Theman
who has the ballot values himself, values his manhood, and learns
to value his labor. That you do not want. This is notaltogether
a political question with you, it is an economic question, the
guestion of how you can maintain the cheap labor that is neces-
sary to enable you to produce cotton in competition with the
cheap labor of other parts of the world.

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield for a question? ~

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. :

Mr. COX. Do you think that the Southern people are trying
to control a political question upon the ideaof how cheaply they
can raise a pound of cotton or a pound of sugar? Do you really
think that?

Mr. HEPBURN. Colonel, I have known you for a good many
months. 1 do not think there is anything ulterior or hidden in
gour character, but I am sorry to say that I can not measure all

outhern politicians by the estimate I have formed of you.
[L.aug]:t‘el'.ﬁNJ

Mr. COX. Iam very much obliged to the gentleman, but let
me tell him that I am only an humble member of the Southern
Democracy and he has made & statement here that not one man
in the South will indorse.

Mr. HEPBURN. IfIam incorrect Iam sorry. ButlI see cer-
tain causes operating; I see certain influences at work that are
in harmony with the necessities of the case, and I draw my in-
ference, and I think I am right in drawing it. I see the neces-
sity for cheap labor. I see the efforts to degrade that labor. I
see that you people are unwilling that the black man ghall have
the rights of citizenship as I understand them. I see that some
of you who speak by authority call them ** veneered savages,”
and point to the fact that they are retrograding to the old con-
dition of savagery wherever their surroundings permit.

Mr. COX. Can you give one single solitary instance in my
State wggre anything such as you have been depicting has ever
occurred? :

Mr. HEPBURN. Ilived in Tennessee once for two years.

Mr. COX. That was during the war?

Mr. HEPBURN. -No, sir; after the war. I metagreatman
estimable gentlemen in Tennessee, for whom I have a profoun
ref:p;act; and [ am not able to give you an instance such as you
ask for.

Mr. COX. You can not call to mind a single solitary instance
in my part of the State where the black man did not put in his
ballot as freely as I put in mine, or as any other white man put

in his.

- Mr. HEPBURN. I think that is true. In the State of Ken-
tucky, in the State of Tennessee, in the State of Missouri, in the
State of West Virginia, I have no doubt the elections are fair.

Mr. COX. I hope, then, the gentleman will except my part
of the country from the denunciation he is bestowing on the
other parts.

Mr. HEPBURN. I do. [Laughter.

Mr.COX. Thatisall right; they wi
Let the gentleman mark that.

Mr. HEPBURN. I find the reason for degrading the labor °
in the desire for cheap labor, and I put the two propositions to-

take care of themselves.
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gether. I think you gentlemen are thinking more about the
certainty and cheapness of the labor of the colored man than you
are about any fear of his *‘dominating.”

Mr, BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman allow me a question?

Mr. HEPBURN. I have only five minutes in which to con-
clude what I have to say.

Mr. BANKHEAD. gi’a will extend your time.

Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir; there are others to follow, and I
ean not ask an extension of my time. I am sorry to decline the
gentleman's request.

iM_r. BANKHEAD. I was going to ask you a very hard ques-
tion.

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, I am glad I did not permit you to do
80. ELau hter.

I should think that statesmanshi

of this matter. These people will not always submit to this

kind of treatment. I donot mean to say that by viclence they

will tr{nt& remedy themselves. Yet what would you do if you

were placed under the same yoke? They will undertake to find

relief by emigration, by moving out. Then what becomes of
your indusiry. g

You gentlemen have a most contemptuousideaof these ** mud-
sills of society,” these ‘‘ veneered savages,” these ** barbarians of
the cities,” as you call them; but, do you not know, gentlemen,
that they are the constructors of our wealth, that they have
builded up this at colossal fabric of wealth in the United
States? 1tistheir brawn and their muscle that have placed us,
in wealth, in the front rank of the nations of the world, Ithink
you gentlemen had better reorganize your ideas of labor, and

t proper concegtions of its respectability and dignity, and of
Sﬂ place that it holds in this great economic problem of ours.

I listened yesterday and once before to the eloguent pleading
of the gentleman from South Carolina for relief for the people;
yet it scemed to me that he had forgotten when he got to other
parts of his s h who the people were. He seemingly was
;Eaki.ng only for one class of men, not for the great bone and

ew of this country, who through their labor have made this
country of ours so great.

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I would like to see you

-undertake to get the colored people to move from State to
yours or anywhere else. They are perfectly satisfied where they

are.

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, I know that is always the song—that
they are ‘* perfectly satisfied.”

Mvr. TALBERT of South Carolina. They would not leave.

Mr. HEPBURN. The man that is compelled to work for 810
a month is never satisfied: he can not in the nature of things be
satisfied; and I insist that he ought not to be.

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. That is more than many

le get in ﬁ%{uﬁ State. :
Peﬂ. B . No, I beg the gentleman’s pardon; he is
mistaken about that. Labor is well paid in my State. Laboris
respected there. The labofing man is not ignored. We do not
the laboring people in our State as '* veneered savages.”

Mr.TALBERT of South Carolina. Neitherdo weinour State.
I repel the gentleman’s insinuation; I throw it back.

L@?HEP URN. We donotregardthem as ** the barbarians ™
of the great cities, ‘‘ as the mudsills of society,” **as close-fisted
farmers,” as ‘‘ greasy mechanies.” Those are Democratic ideas;
those are Democratic utterances. 'J‘.‘he{l belong to your side of
the House, not to ours. [Applause on the Republican side and
in the galleries.]

would take a different view

Statement, submitted in response to request of the Committes on Public Buildings and Grounds, dated August 18, 1598, showing the limit of cost, amount appro-
oo . X appropriated, under limit buiamg avatladble, and condition g}‘wor.t wupon various public butldings.

priated, undsr limit amount to

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. KILGORE). The Chairwould
remind visitors in the galleries that they are here by the cour-
tesy of the House, and they must not abuse that courtesy by dis-

tur the proceedings.
EWAKSON obtained the floor,

Mr.
EXPENDITURES ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS, ETC.

Mr. BANKHEAD. The gentleman from Virginia[Mr. SWwAN-
son] kindly yields to me a moment in order that I may ask unan-
imous consent to have published in the RECORD a very iynteresting
and valuable table preﬁu*ed by the Secretary of the Treasuryin
regard to public buildings all ever the country. It will not oc-
cu{{ﬁ more than about one page of the RECORD.

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama
Mr. BANKHEAD] asks unanimous consent to have printed in the

SCORD a statement of figures from the Treasury Department
in relation to the public buildings of the country. Is there any
objection to the request?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessea. I would like toknow what
space it will occui%?

Mr. BANKHEAD. About one page of the RECORD.

Mpr. ‘I%URROWS. ‘What is the object of having these figures

rinted? -
= Mr. BANKHEAD. We want the House to understand what
the situation is with reference to public buildings.

Mr. BURROWS., What does tﬁe House care about it?

Mr. BANKHEAD. Some gentlemen may not care, but some
othersdo. [Laughter.] Thisisa very valuable table, full of infor-
mation. It undertakes to givecorrectly thestatus of each public
building in the country, itscost, the progress of construction, how
much money has beenappropriated for each building, how much
remains to be appropriated, how many. buildings authorized by
Congress are yet uncommenced, how many are still unprovided
with sites, ete.

Mr. BURROWS. I do not know that I have any objection.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. TUnder whose order is this
statement or table Brepa.red?

; the Secretary of

Mr. BANKHEA It has been %l‘:p&md by
the Treasury at the request of the Committee on Public Build-

ings and Grounds.

Mr. DINGLEY. The information is valuable, and I think the
House ought to have it.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If this is a letter of the
Secretary of the Tr y addressed to the House in response
to a resolution of inguiry, will it not be printed as a document?

Mr. BANKHEAD. 1t has not been addressed to the House;
it was sent to our committee.

Mr. DINGLEY, But it was reg&mﬂ officially?

Mr. BANKHEAD. Preg)m'eg. (5] ly. -

Mr. DINGLEY. It ought to be printed, as suggested by the
gentleman from Alabama, because it con valuable informa-
tion.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Itwill be printed asa docu-
ment if it is an executive or departmental communication. I do
not see a.n*neceasity for printing it in the RECORD.

Mr. BANKHEAD, Itwould have been printed as a document
if it was furnished directly to the House; but this is information
furnished at the request of the committee.

The SPEAKER pvo tempore. Is there objection to the request
of the gentleman from Alabama?

There was no objection.

The fable is as follows:

Limit of ¥ Beismee i
- oD
Designation of building or | costof site | Amounta ppropria- | appr -
Location. work. and build- |propriated. siom“ba a@é&g‘?&}y Remarks.
ing. 31, 1868,
Alkron, Ohio wenmema] POBVOMCO . o covm cncnnnrncerees] Fi0y 00000 $75,000.00 |........ £64,500.44 | Sketch plans and estimates made and ap-
£ Pro » working drawings not yet begun.
Alaska Territory....... Oonuﬁlt{ritlzcuan and repairs of 224.08 | Building in course of construetion.
b 1!
Alexandria, La......... Post-omcsas:. e 55, 608. 10 | Work same as Akron, Ohio.
PR e M S TR 40 ... =, 000, 00 73,457.12 | No sketch plans or other drawings made.
Ashland, Wis____. S [ 000. 00 8,049.20 | Bullding in course of construction.
ot T R R O L SRR T 000. 00 13, 568. 85 Dao.
Aunburn, N.Y... Post-office, court-house, ete .. 000. 00 1,700. 43 Do.
Aurora, IIl.___.. ORI o i L) 000. 00 59, 565, 25 Do.
Baltimore, Md__ -| Post-office, court-house, etc .. 83600 5,491, 97 Do,
Baton Rouge, La.......| POSt-OMCe .o oeeeeieccaanannn 000. 00 82,175,084 | Sketch plans and estimates made and ap-
proved; working drawings not yet begun.
Bay City, Mich.........! Court-house, post-office, and 000. 00 164.78 | Building in course of construction.
custom-house,
RSO [ e o e b et eyl 000. 00 10. 54 Do.
..... 1 R R T 000. G0 38,609, 48 | No sketch plans or other dra made.
Court-house and post-office... 000. 00 180.69 | Buildings in course of cons n.
PoRV-OMINe o aenraise - 000. 00 63,P87.45 | Sketch plans and estimates made and ap-
proved; working mmu yet begun.
Boston, Masgs_.......... Marine hospital. . ...ceeeeeenn. 700. 00 8, 700. 00 4,208, 78 | Bullding in course of fon.
BrookIyn, N, Y icaice.cs Post-office, ete. ........ esnc--aol 1,913,504,.12 | 1,918,508.18 | ____________. 2, 146,95 Do. !
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Amountap- | 4PPro

Designation of buil or
Location. ign St ding
guﬂﬁlo N. YI ........... Post-office ..
urlington, Iowa . :
Camden, Ark. ...
Camden, N. J. ...

0.
Posi-office, court-honse, etc
Post-oflioe ..o o iacinns
Custom-house and S. T. Te-

Custom-honse and S. T. ex-

Cou:rbhuusa. post-office, ete..
Post-office

Danville,
Davenport, JOWa..

e D,
Detroit, Mich_____ ospital
B0 -| Court-house, post-ofiice, ete..
Duluth, Minn._ ... Comhom custom-house,
and gost—omce.
ElPaso, Tex - - coomceen Court-house, post-office, and
custom-house.
Emporia, Kans.. 4 Po:;-nofﬂm (for purchase of
o R Post-office (building) .........
Fargo, N.Dak..........| Post-office and court-house __

Faort Dodge, IOWa.......
Fort Worth, Tex.......

e

=]
8288888 8 Zss83

-4
-

832322388 2

2 8
g 8
28

£3
-

Helena. Ark. _

Houlton, Me. ... ..| Costom-house DOst- -office.
Jackson, Mich. ... -l Post-olfles s - ool
Jacksonville, Fla. .. ....| Post-office, custom-house, etc.
EKansas City, Mo... Post-office and court-house _.
L.atayette, Ind. . _......
Lansing, Mich...

E8Zaualae

Lewist

Lima, e
TLoulsville, Ky
Lowell, Mass
Lynn, Mass. .
Haﬁjm O CSRRn
ankato, Minn. _......
Mn.rumbuﬁ W.Va...
Meridian, Miss ... ...
Milwankee, Wis ........ Post-office, court-house, and
custom-house.
Mobile Am--__.‘.--.-.- Marinehospital . _________._._.
NewWark, NoJ -ooomneconn Castom-house and post-office.
New Bedford, Mass ___ | ___ &0 .. _._.
Newbern, N.C.......... “FPost-office, couri-nousa, and
| custom-house.
Newburg, N. Y. ... | Postoffice . _________....____..
New Haven,Conn...... Custom-house and post-office.

New London, Conn .| Post-office and court-house __
New()r}auns, La. .

it i
DO ... .o-._-| Court-house and post-office_
Norfolk, Va ............ Court-honse and post-ofce .
Omaha, Nebr........... Court-house, custom-honse,
and t-office.
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Richmond, Ky
Roanoke, Va ..

St. Albans, Vb.......... Custom-house and post-ofiice.

g2 & 2388
s 8 gs3%

w3 2 gl g

{81, 400, 000. 0O
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No sketch plans or other drawings m.nda,

Building In course of constraction.

Sketch plans m agrt:mnteu made m ap-

roved; wor gz W not yet begun. -

orking 4 ﬂnl»wa W0 Years ago;
work susmnd at request of members of
C;mgmas and eitizens for extension of limit
of cost

Bt:ib.ling in course of construction.

Do,
Repalrs in progress.
Extension in progress.

Site not yet purchased.
Buuu]i)ng in course of construction.
0,

Do.

Do.
Drawings not yet made.
Build}?g in course of construction.

Do.
Site purchased.

Holrmito!costﬂmd for building, therefore,
11;]1“ skel.ch plans yet made; no appropria-
on madel
drawings for foundation and base-
m.ent ished, and work advertised.
Building in course of construction.

g58

Do,

B8

Do

Do.
Do.

g
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Drawings for the building under roof com-
_pleted and specifications in hand.

Nothing done.

Building in course of construction.

Title Lo gite not yet perfected; no sketch plans
made.

No sketch phns or other drawings made.

Buﬂdlng course of construstion.

Skmeedplmu and estimates mada and a
TOV! working drawings in hand; h&

Bnild.tnx in course of construction. The fig-
ures in this case will be increased by balance
due on old custom-house site and interest on
deferred payments on said site,

Nothing done.
Building in course of construction.

Do.
B R e by Ry
Sketch plans and ear.imm.es made and ap-
roved; w

orking drawings camplaaed. specifications

No sketch plans or other dra made.
B‘nﬂ&!ngmmolwnstmm

Do
Wo site purchased.
Repairs in progress.

Sket.cheg warkmgdxavrtusa ot o‘tbeg\m.
BRfifing ta coures of CousERItioR,

No slﬁc:'tch plans or other drawings made,

No site purchased.
No sketch plans or other drawings made.
Drawings finished, cations in hand.
Building in conrse of construction.
Nodrawings yet made; awaiting survey and
sﬁm?%mmﬁmammqwmgﬁnmmmw

etch plans

gt Nl oo

No sketch plans or other dn.winga
Building in course of construction.

Sketchedpl dgﬁmmm
OV % Wi
ngl m-k;h:.g wingl ym; heg'm.

- Nommﬂmwmm

mmmmmm

BROAmE n gﬁ wwﬁ ;
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Statement, submitted in response to request af the Commiltee on

Public Buildings and Grounds, August 18, 1893, eto.—Continued.

Limit of A ik E““‘”;;f
n pprop Propr.
T.ocition. Designation of building or | costof site | Amounta; tions tobe | tion availe R,
work. sndu?u.ud propristeg.- made, able to July Remar
g 81, 1898.
St. Panl, Minn _........ stut-s-goﬂ)!ncaﬂ court-house, and | §800,000.00 | #400,000.00 | $400,000.00 | ®66,110.78 | Bullding in course of construction.
-houss.
Sacramento, Cal....... Post-office, 8tC....coveeemrennas 300, 000. 00 Do.
. Saginaw, Mich. ... Fost-office .. ... .ol 100, 000. 00 Sketch edpm.ns ldn:g ta?amnm made bem ap-
roved; wor wings not yet begun.
e e e ot cewinsi
'ost-office, cor ouse, ete .. . 0 ke ans or other made,
Marine hospital-.............. 40,000, 00 Building 11?::01]:30 of construction.
Post-office, ete. .. ocvnnccanooaat  200,000.00 .
.| Court-house and post-office___| 400, 000. 00 Sketch plans finished, ready for estimates;
= no working drawings yet made.
Scranton, Pa.......___.| Post-office,eto .._._.._._...__._.| £250,000.00 Building in course of construction.
Sheboygan, -=s---.| Court-house and post-office. .. 55, 000.00 Sketch plan and estimates made and ap-
oved; drawings for building under roof
hand, half done.
Sinux City, Iowa....... Court-house, post-office, and 250, 000, 00 Working drawings and specifications for foun-
custom-house. dation and basement finished and work about
to be advertised.
Sioux Falls, S. Dak....| Court-house and post-office...| 150, 000. 00 Building in course of construction.
Sounth Bend, Ind Postoffice . ___ .. __ 75, 000. 00 75, 000, 57, 831.00 Skeuzﬁ landls}:desumamu;ndanndspproved:
wWor not ye
Springfield, Mo Court-house and post-office...| 150,000.00 | 150, 000. 00 7,452.73 | Building in course of con!;truc 0n.
Stamnton, V& —cceeeeeee] conees 1 A S S 75, 000. 00 75, 000, 00 25, 386. 52 Do.
Ktockton, Cal. Post-oMBo . ool i 75, 000. 00 5, 000. 00 57,052. 45 | No sketeh plans or other drawings made.
Tallah Court-house and post-office. .. 5, 000. 00 7%, 000. 00 18,827.17 | Building in course of construction.
Taunton, Mass......... Post-oice -, ... aiiiiieeen- 5, 000, 00 75, 000, 00 74,107.14 | Sketch plans and estimates made and ap-
proved; working drawings not yet begun.
ROy, W X s s anntn Post-office, court-house, ete..| 500,000.00 | 500,000.0) 87,080, 42 | Building in course of construction.
Vineyard Haven, Mass.| Marine hospital. .............. 21, 500. 00 21, 500, 00 18, 366. 69 W‘?rk wiadverttsed: bids rejected; modified
TaWings necessary.
Vicksburg, Miss._....... Court-house, E ost-office, 109, 500. 00 108,500.00 | _ooooeao 900 19 in course of construction.
and custom-house.
Washington, D. C...... Post-office (site) .. ............| 055,400.77 Lo L s, I R Purchase of land consummated.
i T i) e Post-ofice (bullding)...._.... 2,000, 000.00 | 700,000.00 | 1,300,000.00 |....ocoeowuee- Building in ecourse of construction.
I e Boller piant, Burean of En- 25, 000. 00 25, 000. 00 26.00 | All drawings finished; bids received: work
graving and Printing. under contract.
Wilmington, Del.. .| Court-house, post-office, etc..| 250,000, 00 250, 000. 00 40,792.10 | Bullding in course of construction.
Wilmington, N. C. .| Marine hospital £, 000. 00 2,000, 00 , 000,00 | No dra’ g£s made,
Worcester, Mass .. .| Post-office, et ... occcceaca.es 400, 000. 00 300, 000. 00 20, 754. 60 | Building in course of construction.
YOork: P c.ciccicannss] POBAOTION . . cnnncconenammensnna 80, 000, 00 80, 000. 00 18,222.24 Do.
Youngstown, Ohio._.__|...... e e e S L 75, 000. 00 75, 000. 00 80, 965. 83 | Sketch plans and estimate made and approved;
woﬂ&a wings begun.
RECAPITULATION.
Total Total bal-
Total ance of a
Build-| Total limis amount to P
ing, of COST. amount ap- [, appropri- propriation
propriated. avallable
ated. | yniy31, 1893,
Buildings in course of fraction.. ool 71 | 824,560,320, 06 | 220, 846,430, 34 | £3, 722, 890, 62 | 83, 634, 000. 04
Work on plans, ete., cc T R S TR S TR TR e L L L T T S R 27 | 2,617,500.00 072, 500. 00 545,000.00 | 1,588, 776.55
Work on plans, etc., not commenced e sy - 22| 11,018,910.23 b, 6:%,302. 43 | 5, 330,607.80 | 8,571,207.32
Total Ldas s L T S R ek oo e vt Lok o e 120 | 88,205,731.19 | 28,007,232.77 | 9,508,498, 42 | B,703,093.51

FEDERAL ELECTION LAWS.

[Mr. S]WAN SON withholds his remarks for revision See Ap-
pendix.

Before the conclusion of the foregoing remarks the hammer
fell.

The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman from
Virginia has expired.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr, Speaker, I should like to have unani-
mous consent to extend my remari:s in the RECORD.

Mr. GROSVENOR. To what extent doesthe gentleman wish
to extend his remarks? We ought to know that before consent
is given.

move to supplement the gentleman’s request b{r providing
that all gentlemen who have spoken to-day be privileged to ex-
tend their remarks in the RECORD, if they so desire, or those
who may hereafter speak upon this question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thegentleman from Ohio moves
to extend this privilege to all gentlemen who have spoken upon
this question or may hereafter speak. Is there objection?

Mr. BURROWS. There is objection for the present, Mr.
Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request
of the gentleman from Virginia?

Mr. BURROWS. There would be no objection to that if we
could ascertain withany definiteness to what extent this is to go.

Mr. SWANSON. Only some fifteen or twenty minutes longer.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia
asks leave to extend his remarks in the RECORD.

Mr. OATES. There ought to be no objection to the sugges-
tion of the gentleman from Ohio thatuniversal consent be given
to those who have spoken on this question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made to that.
The Chair understands that there is no objection to the request
of the gentleman from Virginia to extend his remarks.

Mr. BURROWS. There is no objection to that.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection.

Mr. OATES. Itseems to me, Mr. Speaker, that there could
be ro possible objection to gentiemen extendini remarks per-
tinent to this subject in the RECORD, and I make that request
again. There is no probability that anyone willabuse the priv-
ilege. Iask, therefore, that consent be given toextend, in their
remarks, matters pertinent to the qu n which we are now
discussing. :

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Ala P

Mr. BURROWS. For the present, I object.

Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Speaker, in the brief time at my dis-

sal I can only refer to a few of the objections raised against
this bill and a few of the reasons why it should become a law.
I have lived all my lifetime in the Northern States of Ohio and
Michigan. My sympathy throughout the entire civil war was
with the Union, and it was the regret of my life that the war
found me a boy of 11 years instead of being able as a man to
take part in that great struggle. Every person in whose veins
flows common blood with mine was in the Union Army. Thus it
can not be said that my ideas on the subject of Federal election
laws are tinged with Southern colors. When the war ended,
happily settling the question in favor of the maintenance of the
Union, I hoped it would be a union indeed,

I stand here to-day cherishing the same hope, and in whatever
1 shall aaﬁ on this question, insisting that at this stage of the
century the very same laws shall appl gdin one part of the Union
that apply in any other part; that ichigan is to have the

B,
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right, as she ought to have, to manage her own local affairs by
her own people, then Mississippi, Missouri, and other States
shall have exa.ct:ly the same rightsand the Bam?rivﬂegﬁs. And
when gentlemen criticise one portion of the Union on account
of the smallness of the vote cast or unfairness in representation
in Congress, that criticism should be applicable to every other
portion of it where similar defects exist, and applying exactly
the same rule they seek to aptplt{to other communities. We
may well invite the attention of the country to the great injus-
tice done to Democratic voters in strongly Republican States,
and to the limitations and restrictions which many of the North-
ern States have seen fit to incorporate in their respective con-
stitutions.

Let me state this, Mr. Speaker, as a broad, fundamental prop-
osition, that these laws—the Federal election laws—were passed
in 1870 and 1871 because a majority of the Representatives in the
American Congress believed that there ought to be such pro-
visions made in our statutes and that there was a need of such
laws, and in saying this I am giving them the same credit for
fairness and legislative integrity as we have a right to claim to-
day. I take it that we will repeal these laws in 1893, because
they are all wrong from our point of view, and a failure from
our point of view, for exactly the same reason, namely, because
in bﬁa judgment of a majority of the Representatives of the
American people they ought not longer to be a part of the stat-
utes of our nation.

The condition of the country has greatly changed in the inter-
vening years. The colored men of the South, misled for a time
by interested self-seeking, unprincipled men, are learning that
their best friends are the white people among whom they live.
The ple who furnish them employment and contribute by
taxation to educate their children and protectand care for them
in need. I can gee many reasons why the colored man should
now begin to vote as he Eleasea, and that to become a political
chattel of any party would be but a change in form and degree
from being a personal chattel, which he, happily, is no longer.

I have not the time, if I had the inclination, to discuss the
question of the constitutionality of these laws in the time allowed
me, and for purposes of this argument I may concede their
oonatitut.ionalfty,%)ut when I study questions of constitutional
construction on political subjects I shall not take my lessons
from any judge oﬁ’ha Supreme Court who was a member of the
Electoral Commission and joined in the eight to seven decision.
[Applause on the Democratic side.]

either shall I takelessonsfrom any judge afterwardsappointed
upon the bench of the Supreme Court who, when a member of
Congress, voted to pass these very laws. Of the two cases re-
ferred to in the minority report, I wish to say that the Yar-
borough case was a proceeding to review by habeas corpus pro-
ceedings a conviction under the Federal laws, and Justice er
delivered the opinion. The Siebold case was decided by a di-
vided court, Justice Bradley delivering the majority opinion,
with whom were Chief Justice Waite and Judges Swayne, er,
Harlan, and Hunt. Judges Clifford and Field dissented, and I
uote from and agree with the dissenting opinion, rendered in
e Clarke case (100 U. 8., pages 408-409):

In what I have to say I shall endeavor to show, first, that itis notcom
tent for Congress to p h a State officer for the manner in which he dis-
charges duties imposed upon him by the laws of the State, or to subject him
inthe ‘'ormance of such duties to the supervision and control of others, and
punish him for resisting their interference; and,second, thatitis not compe-
tent for Congress to make the exercise of its punitive power dependent
upon the legislation of the States. * * # The act of Congress asserts a

er inconsistent with, and destructive of, the independence of the States.

@ right to control their own officers, to preseribe the duties they shall per-

form, without the s rvision or interference of any other authority, and

the penalties to which they shall be subjected for a violatien of duty is es-
sential to that independence.

If the Federal Government can punish a violation of the laws of the State,
it may punish obedience to them, and graduate the punishment according
to its own judgment of their propriety and wisdom. It may thus exercise
a control over the legislation of the States subversive of all their reserved
rights, However large the powers conferred upon the Government formed
by the Constitution, and however its restraints, the right to enforce their
own laws by such sanctions as they may deem nﬁmpriat.e is left, where it
was ori%:lllally. with the States. Itisa right wh has never been surren-
dered. deed, a State could not be considered as independent in any mat-
ter, with respect to which its officers, in the discharge of their duties, could
be subjected to punishment by any external authority; norinwhich its offi-
cers, in the execution of its laws, conld be subjected to the supervision and
interference of others.

Disguise it as you may, gentlemen, all of your anxiety or pre-
tended anxiety in the interest of the negro is simply that his
vote should be cast for the Republican party. If you are such

gm&t friends of his, why do not you in the North, where you
ave the power, elect him to Congress, place some colored law-
Eer upon the bench to try cases between your citizens, or give

im anyotherofficial recognition beyond achance nomination for
coroner or constable? And on the other hand, why do not these
colored people, who are so oppressed and so downtrodden in the
South, leave the South and go to their brethren in the North,

who are constantly extending their &rms—gurely as a figure of
rhetoric—and welcoming them to their firesidesand to the larger
liberty of the Northern States?

These laws were passed as a part and parcel of the reconstrue-
tion measures of the country. They were passed at a time when
the Southern people had nothing left to confiscate, when homes
had been destroyed, when the war had destroyed the property
of the South, when a horde of office-seckers, sutiers, and camp
followers, aided by the ignorant negroes of the South whom they
misled, were in the places of power, and were plundering that
country. These official pests were never so well characterized
as they were by the distinguished jurist, Judge Black, when he
gaid in his article on the Electoral Conspiracy, in the North
American Review, that **the ordinary thief was content with
stealing whatever he could lay his hands upon, but these scoun=
drels reached their felonious fingers into futurity, and robbed
Posterity. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.]
They robbed children whose fathers had not yet been born.’
And this they did by issuing bonds of the Southern States to the
extent of millions of dollars and selling them for what they
would bring. Do you wonder that the owners of property, the
intelligence and the manhood of the South revolr.egr againstsuch
government as that, and put it down?

These laws are twenty-two years old. You have had since
their enactment six years of the administration of President
Grant, you have had the Administrations of President Hayes,
Garﬁeid, Arthur, and Harrison. You have had control of the ap-
pointment of these officers, the marshals and chief supervisors
of election. You have had control of the appointments to the
bench and in the courts. Youhave had control of the purse of the
nation. You have had the Army, and yet after all this, with
the Republican party in power altogether most of the time, and
at least to this extent all the time, with the single exception of
four years, you confess to-day that these laws have been afailure.
That was never so completely confessed as it was in the Fifty-
first Congress of unsavory memory, when a law was attempted
be passed for the purpose of ‘‘ amending and supplementing the
election laws of the United States ” and to provide for the more
efficient enforcement of such laws.

That bill, generally known and condemned as the ‘‘ force bill,”
roposed to go farther even than these laws: to subject the reg-
stration of every State in the Union to the inspection of the

United States officers, appointed from we knew not where, under
large salaries, with the right to interfere with and set aside the

-action of State officers.

Let me give some illustration from that bjll showing what it
proposed to accomplish:

SEC. 3. Every registration—preliminary or final—every revision of reg-
istration, every antecedent or subssquent act or thing incident to or con-
nected with any system of registration of votes, and every plan, mode, or
method of asce ing who are legal voters which may bé required under
any State, Territorial, or local law or ordinance prior to the casting of bal-
lots by electors who may desire to vote at any general or speclal election at
which a Representative or Delegate in is to be voted for, and every
such election shall hereafter, each and both of them, be guarded, scrutin-
ized, and supervised in the manner herein set forth, etec.

It also gave these United States officers power—

Fifth. To mally gf?ect and scrutinize the manner in which all regis-
t:r{lbooks. k-lsts, -lists, tallles, returns, voting lists, are, and ew
other paper connected with the reglstration or voting is, being kept,
where, in their or his opinion, it is necessary for purposes of identification,
or where directed by the chief supervisor of elections, to afix his signature
to each and every page of the original registration book, roll, or list, and to
each and every copy of the said original book, roll, or list made for
or kept or used, in his election district by any State, Territorial, or 1
election officer or officers, at such times upon each day when any name
or shall be received, entered, or registered, or may be stricken or dro
from any such original book, roll, or list or any cop{ thereof, and in such
manner as will, in his jufgment—. detect and expose the improper or wrongful
removal there: dition thereto in any manner of any name or

names

Sixth. To verify, in cities or towns having 20,000 inhabitants or upward,

by proper ing and examination attherespective places assigned by or to

those registered as their residences, all such names placed or found upon the

revistration books, rolls, or lists as the chief supervisor of elections shall

%ulm to be so verified, and to make full report thereof to such chief super-
.

The count of the canvassing board provided for was to stand
as the count if it differed from that of the State board. There
is not time to refer to all the objectionable features of that bill,
but I will cially refer to the worst and most flagrant provi-
sion in it. That was:

Sec. 9. Hereafter all votes cast for the office of Representative or Delegate
in Congress shall be counted, canvassed, certified, and returned in the man-
ner hereinafter provided, and any State, Territorial, or municipal law or
ordinance in so far as it confiicts herewith is hereby annulled.

The bill wentin the teeth of the public opinion of this country.
It flew in the face of the better men of the Republican party, and
it wass y condemned in the succeeding election by a more
triumphant majority than ever was given against any system of
proposed laws, or upon any question submitted to the American
people, except, perhaps, the revision of the tariff and the reélec-

om or
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tion of Grover Cleveland to carry it out. [Applauseon the Dem-

ocratic side.

We are fold—and, by fhe wa | we get a great deal of advice
from that side of the House: ‘*You are wasting your tfime,
gentlemen, in repealing these laws.” The advice may be vm

from your standpoint, but we do not desire it and we

ve none of it; and whether it is your Northern Narcissus or
the sage Polonius who favored us this morning, we have no
use for it, and we will follow our best judgment in doing what
we think ought to be done with reference to this or any other
matter of legislation.

Talk about partisanship and your want of partisanship in sup-
porting the repeal of the Sherman law. The 1epealof the Sher-
man law was asked because its operation had worked injury to
the people of this country. Your people were injured as well
as curs. 1t was your blunder and not ours. Itwasyour mistake
and your wrong legislation, and not ours, and instead of finding
fault with the President for calling this special session, you
ought to have blessed him for giving you an opﬂrtnnity S0 500N
to assist in undoing, in part, the wrong work which you had ac-
complished in the Fifty-first Congress, by the e of the
Sherman law. Iwill not think so meanly of any Representative
on this floor as to assert that his vote on one measure is gov-
erned by that of his brother Representative on another.

Wenever hearan argument about nonpartisanship, orthe talk
about soaring to those lofty and serene heights where there are
no distinctions of party, until our Republican iriends are in the
minority.

Then they grow very patriotic and desire that we should not
have any partisanship. They say to us, *'Will yo:ifllaase not
re any law that we ; because we think it be very
nice to leave them.” That would be adelightful state of affairs
if you could carry it out; but the Ameriean people have sent us
here for the very purpose of repealing these laws. Every time
that the matter has been submitted to the judgment of the Dem-
ocratic party they have condemned them.

in 1872 the Liberal Republican convention, held just after the

of these laws, adopted a platform, which the Democratic
convention at Baltimore adop in words which I will quote,
and it must be remembered at this time the men who had made
the Republican party great—Sumuer, Chase, Greeley, Trumbull,
and others—had left you because you had wandered so far from
what they thought were the car i.n:.;lldpnnciplqs of the Repub-
lican party and were passing harsh uneonstitutional laws to
harass the people of the Southern States.
of!' all cluzgeng more amﬁlgi%aix? s’;:y cenmm wﬂvlver. The public wel-
fare requires thempmmacﬂ of the civil over the ty, and the
freedom of the the protection of the habeas corﬂm. ‘We de-
mand for the individual the largest libert, public order, for
the State self-government, and for the Nation a return to the methods af
peace and the constitutional limitations of power.
The Demoeratic platform of 1876 denounced—
The false issue by which they—
The Republican party—

peek to light anew the dying embers of sectional hate between kindred peo-
Rﬁ <mceu§5::ranged but new reunited in one indivisible Republic and common

Tn 1880 the Democratic platform declared for * Home ruleand
g?ipodﬁnn to the dangerous spirit of encroachment.” In 1884, it
d .

all the rights

'rm; Republican

® ® % professes a preference for free institu-
tions. Itorg medwleg%ums.mm:mloﬁimmelwﬁmbym-
eral troops.

In 1888 there was no specific reference to this guestion, the
issue then being mainly upon the tariff and the Administration
of President Cleveland; but our latest instruction comes from
the Democratic platform of 1892, and the paragraph upon that
subject I willask the Clerk to read:

e Clerk read as follows:

We warn the people of our common country, jealous for the preservation
of their free institutions, that the policy of eral control of elections, to
which the Republican party has committed itself, 1s fraught with the gravest

scarcely less momentous than would result from a revolution prac
mm monarchy an the ruins of the ublic. Itstrikesatthe
North as well as at the South, and injures the ored citizen even more
than the white; it means a horde of deputy marshals u-em polling place
armed with Fedearal boards a ted controlled by

power, returning

Federal authority, the outrage of the electoral rights of the people in the
several States, the subjugation of the colored people to the control of the
party in power, and the reviving of race 8 now happily abated,
ril 1o the safety and happiness of all; a measure deliber-
described by a leading R?Rub!!cm Senator as **the most in-

crossed the threshold of the Senate.”
. if sanctioned by law, would mean the dominance of a self-
machine: D mhy Mddm memiy npnp‘eaimt.h:nh
E CO ] power an re-
5 w]flﬁuﬁf' inherent in all self-
this rew onary policy was em-
the polls; but in contempt of that
declared in its latest authorita-
elections will mean the enact-

ﬂmg:.mo.enmd by the mple a
CaND Par
T SR P e e

| tice to repeal them—** For jugtice all _Felnce a temple and

ment of the force bill and the usurpation of the despotic control overeleo-
tions in all the States.

Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. 8 r, the gentleman [rom Towa
[Mr. HEPBURN] was particularly eoncerned because there were
several States in the South which sent no Republican Repre-
sentatives here. Let me call attention to the fact that in the
Northern States, where Republicans control the Legislatures,
and see how the matter has been so far as Democratic Repre-
sentatives are concerned. The State of Iowa gave Mr. Cleve-
land, in 1892, over 196,000 votes. It gave Governor Boies 207,-
000 votes; and from the State of Towa the Democrats, having 44
per cent of the vote of the State, haye 1 Representative upon
this floor. The State of Maine, where Mr. Cleveland received
over 41 per cent of the votes, has no Democratic Representative
while the Republicans have 4 upon this floor; and the same is
true of New Hampshire, where, also, having a very large Dem-
gcrat.ic vote, 47 per cent, we have no Representative from that
tate.
I was astonished to hear the gentleman from New Hampshire
r. DANIELS] declaim against the laws of some of the Southern
tates, and how they restricted suffrage, remembering that in
this ﬂﬁ: and under a Constitution such as ours, it was only in
1878 that it was possible for a man to hold the office of governor
or lisutenant-governor in the State of New Hampshire unless he
believed in the Protestant religion. In Rhode Island, until a
very short time ago, it was not possible for a man to vote unless,
he owned real estate; no matter what his intelligence might be,
no matter what personal property he might own, no matter what
claim he might have upon the consideration o‘f his fellow-citi-
zens, unless he owned real estate he could not vote.

Think of such a reguirement as that in a State the size of
Rhode Island!

In Vermont, with 16,000 votes—29 per cent—we have no Rep-
resentative. Nevada, with 10,000 votes now, was admitted as a
State, has a Representative and two Senators, while New Mex-
fco, with 31,000, has been refused admission by you becanse it
was Democratie.

Now, speaking of the policy of these laws, gentlemen wounld
have us believe that they were not passed for the sake of lkeep-
ing the Republicans in power, but only for the purpose of in-
suring fair elections, so that colored citizens might vote in the
South. The very best way to test the sincerity of that state-
ment and its truth is to see how they have enforced these laws.
1 refer to the figures found in the speech of my gallant friend
from Illinois [Gen. BLACE]. California has been considered as a
Republican State, but close and doubtful. In the State of Cali-
fornia they spent under these laws 77,610, and they spent in the
State of Arkansas $3756. Now, gentlemen, do not you think you
are a little unkind in that to the negroes over in Arkansas and
a little overkind to the Republicans in California. In Penn-
sylvania, that stronghold of Republicanism, you have expended
$42,690 and in South Carolina only $2,275.

Not only that, but they have spent for the
taining the negro vote in Georgia $325, while they have spentin
the Republican State of Illinois 397,446. Does it not seem that
this legislation was not exactly intended for use only in the
Southern States? [Laughter.]

But it is said that this is not an opportune time to repeal these
laws. Mr. Speaker, the time has Igona by when this Congress
might have s%edily adjourned. That has not been the faulf of
this House. e have acted promptly upon the financial relief
legisf:-a.ut]lﬁn submitted fo us, and if we are sfill in session it is not
our

If these laws ought to be repealed, then the first time thatthe
opportunity offers for their repeal is the time when it should be
carried out. They were unjust always. They have been un-
justly used. In the opinion of the country it will be doing jus-
sen-
sons summer.” Iam in favor of complete repeal, so that not a
vestige of them shall remain upon the statute books. [Applause
on the Democratic side.] For, sir,I do not believe that any part
of them were ever wisely passed in the first place; I.do not be-
lieve that they ever served any useful purpose; I do not believe
that they should longer remain laws, and therefore I shall vote
for their complete re . [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. TUCKER. r. Speaker, there ara several gentlemen
who will not have time to be heard this afternoon, and I there-
fore ask unanimous consent that instead of adjourning this after-
noon the House take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening; the
evening session to be for debate only.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

[Mr. CANNON of Illinois withholds his remarks for revision,
See Appendix.]

Mr. HUNTER. M. Speaker, I am glad to know that we are
fast approaching the hour when we strike from the pages

se of main-
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of our statutes the most dangerous law ever enacted by the Con-
gress of the United States. All partisan legislation dxnfa?-
ous. But this Federal election law is more an. Itis
revolution; not in hot blood and passion, but a cold, deliberate
purpose to destroy the rights of the people and strike down

ular government.

he discussion of this question thus far has been able and ex-
haustive, and both sides have given to the country all the infor-
mation that is seemingly necessary to a proper appreciation of
the real issue. The legal aspect of this an has been fully dis-
cussed, and I will content myself with a brief argument upon
the pur s of the law and its effect.

The limitation of the Federal power under the Constitution
has been clearly defined as well as the power and rights of the
States, by some of the best constitutional lawyers in the country.

Mr, Speaker, since the formation of our Government to the
present time it has been the fixed and recognized f»oliay of all
parties until 1871 to protect and maintain a popular form of gov-
ernment founded upon the will of the people; to give all classes
rich and poor, high and low, noble and ignoble, the unrestricted
right to ﬂfo to the polls, and there, under State regulations and
State officers, exercise the highest prerogative of sovereignty
without the aid of Federal supervisors or United States mar-
shals. The fathers of this Republic recognized the authority of
the different Statesas supreme in the control of all elections, and
the bullot box was instituted as the medium through which the
people might express their will and mold and fashion the insti-
tutions of their country to suit their conditions, to protect life,
liberty, and property.

This system of voting, which has been adopted by all the
States, has met every demand and every necessity for the main-
tenance of free iustitutions; and for more than a century has
been revered and canonized by all parties, as the sure foundation
of constitutionalliberty and free government. ThisGovernment
was founded upon the doctrine that majorities must govern, that
the people must rule. Thereinis where we differ from all other
forms of governments that had ever existed in locating the sover-
eignpower. Monarchiesand despotisms, with the military force
af their command and at their backs, was the recognized theory of
all governments untilours was brought into existence. Mr. Jef-

rsonand his colaborers conceived thenew doctrine of founding
our Government upon the will of the people.

It would seem from some of the arguments made by gentlemen
on this floor that the peo;ilc could not longer be trusted with the
management and control of their own affairs, especially their
own elections: that the people are below the stan of refine-
ment that is necess to meet the demands of monarchial ideas.

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I am unexpectedly
called upon to leave the House in a short fime, and I willask my
colleague to yield, as I desire to suggest where he has evidently
fallen into an error.

Mr. HUNTER. Certainly, I yield.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois, My colleague a few momeuts ago
read an extract from a debate participated in by Thaddeus Ste-
vens, as my colleague thought, upon this law that is now pro-

d to be repealed. This law was enacted in 1870, whereas
haddeus Stevens——
Mr, HUNTER. 1871.

In Fabrua‘rfr,

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In 1870 and 1871 both. Whereas
Thaddeus Stevens died on the 11th day of August, 1868, Sothat
mi' friend has found something that Thaddeus Stevens probably
said touching the submission of the constitutional amendment.

Mr. HUNTER. It was on the question of negro suffrage, and
the enfranchisement of the ne of the South.

Mr, CANNON of Illinecis. ﬁot upon this legislation; because
he died two or three years before this legislation was enacted.

Mr. HUNTER. The language was used when the question of
negro sufirage and control of the South was pending, as I under-
stand. Mr. Stevens used the language that the negro vote was
to be used to advance the interest of the Republican party.
Then this Federal election law was to be put into force so that
the negroes would be under the direction and control of super-
visors and deputy United States marshals who would see that
they voted the Republican ticket.

At this day and age of the world the refinements of modern
Republicanism demand & higher eivilization than the people are
able to give them. What evidence have we that the great con-
servative body of the {)eople havelost their desire or capacity to
maintain the very best form of government? They have in all
cases followed clearly in line with the fathers. Shall we now,
after a century of successful experience, go back to the doctrine
of Alexander Hamilton, and set up an aristocracy, and force it
upon an unwillin peopie? I do not think the masses are ready
to sccept any such change. Has the intelligence of the masses
failed to k pace with the march of general civilization? I
think not. mpara our country’s history with monarchies of

the Old World, and you will find the comparison exceedingly
gratifying to American pride. -

I ask the gentlemen on che otherside of this House, what new
revelation has fallen upon you that has elevated you so high
above the heads of other mortals? Are yousuperior to the com-
mon herd? By what authority do you demand mentors and mas-
ters who shall direct and control the elections and the fran-
chise of the people? Mr. Speaker, we are confronted here to-
day with the most important and grave question that has ever
been before this body. The question is: Shall we re
and continue the independent, free right of the people to govern
their own elections, by their own laws, with their own election
officers, in their own States, and in their own way; or shall we
repudiate the institutions of the fathers, and strike down and
destroy the very essence of free government, and in its place es-
tablish the Davenportsystem of imperialismatthe polls? Never,
my countrymen, never. And we are here to-day to settle that
issue upon the side of the people and against the consolidation
of the powers of this Government.

The bill introduced by the gentleman from Vhﬁi& [Mr.
TUcKER], when passed by this Congress, will leave people
once more free to govern their own elections and their domestic
institutions in their own way, precisely as the authors of this
Republic intended they should be. y should we abandon
this old and thoroughly tested rule of government? No honest
or patriotic reason has been given. All governments are ex-
periments, This of ours is now recognized as the model of
the world. Has our system failed of its original £urpose in any
particular? Is there a legal voter in the United States who has
ever made complaint that his right to vote has been denied him
by any law of the States? The peoplelastfall werenot deceived,

and never will be deceived again by the covertefforts of the Re- -

publican party to usurp the powers and rights of the people and
of the States, and centralize them in the General Government.

The last two general campaigns of eduecation have been of in--

finite value to the whole country. They have caused the great
mass of the people to realize the extent of the innova-
tions that had n and were threatening their institutions.
The people, ever true to patriotic devotion and love of country,
registered their condemnation and decree at the polls, demand-
ing that their form of government should stand. This decree
was intelligently rendered, and, Mr. S er, it willstand as long
as the peoplsare true to their citizenshipand constitutional duty.
The great mass of the Republican party are enemies of the doc-
trine of centralization, and are only caused to support this doc-
trine by the tyranny and deception of its leaders.

I never believed t this Federal election law was conscien-
tiously indorsed by the masses of the Republican party. Itsonly
real friends are those who desire to overthrow the rights of the
States and centralize all power in the hands of the Federal Gov-
ernment. These men live uiﬁon the poisons of fanaticism, drink
at the fountains of hate and ill will, cultivate deception as virtue,
and gather around themselves the robes of hypocrisy, and de-
clare that they are more holy than others. Noman can support
such a law be a true American. They are the mere apolo-
gists of tyranny, and the supplicants of power. With them po-
litical supremacy is paramount to i‘;eace and order. Partyis
above country, and demoralization is preferred to law. Such
men had control of the country when this law was enacted and
put into force.

Rules governing this body were defied and ignored; deception
and concealment as to the real purposes of the law were ingen-
iously devised, and the people were not aware of this dangerous
change of their form of government until it was consummated.
In looking over the Republican side of this Chamber I was led
to believe that sectional hate, bigotry, and frenzied passion had
no place in the heart of any member there; that the old bloody
shirt that was known as the ensign of fanaticism and prejudice
had been carefully laid away, never again to do duty in Bt{rring
up eectional strife. But I find I was greatly mistaken, when the
two gentlemen [rom Iowa [Mr, LACEY and Mr. HEPBURN] to-day
rushed into the Solid South, waving that ensanguined ner,
filling the air with the fragments of imaginary rebels.

Such a scene has not been enacted since 1865. The marvelous
knowledge these men have of the condition of society in the
South is beyond thecapacity of ordinary mortals. They give usno
information of their own environments, but they know all about
the hopes, the fears, and the thoughts of the Southern people a
thousand ‘miles away. They know all about the social, religious
secular, and political trend of every community. They know
about their acts, motives, and dreams. They know more about
the everyday life of the Southern people than the Southern peo-
gle know about themselves. Theyseem to be more familiar with

outhern laws and life and habits of the people than the book
agent, patent-right dealer, or churn peddler. It is one of the
unsetftled problems of this age how some people can know so

-
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much about other people’s business with whom they have never

mmﬁ;ﬁ.
1 think it is fair toinfer from the remarks made by these gentle-
men that the elections and ballot box in the State of Iowa are
without stain or suspicion, notwithstanding the charges made by
the Republican press and speakers at the time Horace Boies was
elected governor; that the people of that State belong to a su-
perior race; that there was no demand for their disinterested
vigilance at home; that they could and did devote their entire
time to other people’s business. It is to be regretted that per-
fection in elections is limited to but few men, and located only in
Republican States and conducted by Republican leaders.
ntlemen now upon the Republican side would have this
House and country believe there was no other law in existence
to govern and control the elections if this Davenport law were
repealed. They talk about Federal elections. There is no such
thing as Federal elections. The Federal Government makes the
citizen, and the State makes the voter and holds the elections.
Most of the Republican speakers contend for this law on the
round that the people in our large cities are corrupt, especially
New York and Chicago. Ideny thisslander. The people in
the cities are quite as much interested in honest elections as
they are, or as the people are everywhere. No such reasons can
justify the overthrow of the State’s right to hold its own elec-
tions

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] attempted to jus-
tify the use of United States marshals by claiming that they had
arrested Joe Mackin, prosecuted him, and sent him to the peni-
tentiary from the city of Chicago for perjury and stuffing the
ballot box. Mr. CANNON should have investigated the facts and
he would have found that the marshals and supervisors did not
arrest or file any complaint, prosecute, or have anything to do
with the matter. Mr. Mackin was arrested, tried, and convicted
under State laws, prosecuted bia. Democrat, and sentenced by
a Democratic judge. Mr. Speaker, I am proud of the position
and hisbor{Boi the Democratic party. It made this Government
and administered it successfully through peace and through war
for more than sixty-seven years before the Republican party was
born; and it now comes back into power again at the call of the
people to blot from the pages of our law books every vestige of
paternalism, and to lay the knife to that poisonous cancer known
as the Federal election law. Mr. Speaker, its achievements are
written upon the brightest pages of our history. Ithas metthe
insidious encroachments of every enemy of free government, and
defeated its purpose, and now, after more than a generation of
time hascome and gone,upon itsaccession to poweritfindsdeeply
embedded in ourlaws a partisan statute thatwas intended to per-
petuate the existence of the party that might be in power; but
the Democratic ¥, true to its principles and convictions, is
here to-day, and is ready by a unanimous vote to determine that
no law exist that gives one party the least advantage over
another party; because of the Democratic party’s unwavering de-
fense of the rights of all the people and ever laboring to con-
serve the welfare of all we are here to-day in full possession of
all the branches of the Federal Government, demanding the re-
peal of the law that strikes down the vital principle of self-gov-
ernment.

Mr. Speaker, if the Democratic part.ﬁhad the same disposition
of heart and purpose as our Republican friends they might
use this law to perpetuate their own power indefinitely; but they
spurn all such monarchial methods and advantages. The Dem-
ocratic party believes that which is best for the whole country
is best for the party. Theold cankerworm of Federalism is the
inspiration that actuates and emboldens Representatives upon
this floor to defy the voice of the people. The aristocratic char-
acter of government advocated by Alexander Hamilton and em-
phasized by George II1,has had its devotees and worshipersin this
gountry ever since the days of the Revolution—men who believe
in priyileged classes; that the rich will take care of the poor;
that the ﬁghtﬂ of the States should be transferred to the Fed-
eral Government; that a governing class should be recognized.
These doctrines were repudiated more than one hundred years
ago through a baptism of blood and eight years of privation by
the fathers.

But in the face of this we still have the poisonous dregs of
federalism reproduced in the form of protective tariffs, Federal
election laws, foree bills, and extravagance. The leadetsof the
Republican party educate their followers to believe that the
masses of the peo(;ale are no longer capable of conducting their
own elections, and, strange to say, the majority of their party
believe these pernicious heresies and are willing at the com-
mand of their leaders to abdicate and surrender their citizen-
ship; that they must not longer attempt to assert coequal rights
as American citizens; that they must call for guardians, super-
visors, and United States marshals to look after their rights as
electors and citizens. The old imperial doetrine of prince and

iah obtains with them. The advocates of any kind of a

‘ederal election law are compelled to take the position that the

people of the various States are incapable of holding their own
elections and maintaining local self-government.

. I quote from a recent issue of the Daily Press, a paper pub-
lished in the city of New York, which states, in the old stereo-
typed language, the position of the Republican party on this bill:

Defend the ballot box. The Republican committes of New York County
0 qrestion Row before Congress 15 SWperia: 1o bure abd fioe Hlactae. ns
cardinal principles of Rop,tll%rlﬁanism%.}a a rreep?)“ailoﬁ anse :na tfgne.ﬁséount:

Honest elections and a fair count! For twenty years this has
been their campaign refrain, and it is still masquerading as the
evil spirit of their pretended faith. Every sensible man knows
that these cries are a hollow pretense made in order to usurp
the rightful power of the States, and use the power thus ac-
quired for partisan advantages. Thiselection law now upon the
statute book, championed by the leaders of the Republican party,
makes the issue as clear as a ray of light, that the States must
surrender the control of their own elections, the right of self-
government (the highest prerogative of American citizenship),
and acceptsupervision of their elections under Federal authority,
with all the machinery of a military government.

This innovation upon long and well-tried rules of popular gov-
ernment will bring on a conflict and irritation between Federal
and local authority that is fraught with serious consequences.
During the past twenty years the advocates of this law have
omitted no opportunity to fasten this odious doctrine upon the
country, and plant it in the minds of the people. Conventions
have resolved, newspapers have written, and E.egtslatures have
been invoked to show that the people are not capable of self-gov-
ernment, and here to-day, upon this floor, men are contending
for this effete doctrine of paternalism, that State laws shall be
made void to meet this new condition. Mr. Speaker, whenever
you give to the President of the United States, through his own
ap?ointed judges, the power to take from the people the right to
hold their own elections and provide for the exercise of the
elective franchise, you reduce the States to mere provinces.

Mr. Speaker, this issue of Federal interference and domina-
tion of our elections that i&’ now sought to be engrafted upon
our institutions forever, should arouse every American citizen
to the highest sense of patriotic duty. We have assembled here
upon this arena for the purposeofsettling‘rithla question in obedi-
ence to the commandsof the people. And I hope we may be able
to settle it in the best interests of all the people. I have the
greatest confidence that there is sufficient patriotism, integrit
of purpose, and devotion to time-honored institutionsstillin th

¥, to rise above mere partisanship and legislate in the inter-
ests of all, and restore the people to their natural rights.

‘We accepted the issue tendered us upon this question in 1890
and 1892, and we appealed to the people and submitted this
tiuastion, and they rendered their verdict against the Repub-
lican party and all force bills, and interference by Federal laws
in elections; that this doctrine they contend for must go down
into the hideous night of oblivion forever. It seems strange
that these same men, against whom this crushing verdict was
rendered, would continue a childish resentment against a de-
cided case. Who is so prejudiced and blinded to interest and
country, that he can not see that this law is solely intended to
secure political supremacy to the party who is daring enough to
use it? It was never intended by its authors to a.idgn securing
an honest ballot and a fair count. Thishas been ex d by the
character of the men who were selected toexecute it. Theonly
debauchery and insult that ever came to the ballot box, was
under this rule of Federal interference, when the thagger
and the military Iﬁcaw.u.'m‘.wd the polls. It is claimed by its friends
that the law isonly intended to be extended to the elections of
members of Congress and Presidential electors.

Mr. Speaker this claim can not be founded upon experience,
or good intentions or common sense. No such deduction can be
inferred from the experience we have had in the last twenty-two
years. The real object sought to be attained by its authors was
to intrench the Republican party in power, defy the will of ma-~
jorities, and hold the reins of government in the hands of the
protected classes. Why, Mr. Speaker, when this law is sought
to be enforced to guard and protect the election of members of
Congress, the election board provided by this law is compelled
to control the whole machinery for the election of State, county,
and district officers. The provisions of this Federal statute
so intimately interwoven with the State laws governing elec-
tions that they can not be executed separately, so that the State
and Federal Governments are forced into unnatural complica~
tions.

At this point up comes an American citizen, possessing all
the legal rgquiren;)euta entitling him to vote under the laws of
the State. At the polls stands a Federal election board, also a
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Btate election board, face to face. The Federal supervisor says,
* This man is not a iegal voter and can not vote.” The State
election board says he is a qualified voter and shall vote. The
ticket contains the names of Presidential electors, State, distriet,
and county officers, and members of Congress to be voted for.
The question is, Who shall decide in thiscase? Mr.S r, it
is decided like all questions relating to the rights of the people
in despotic governments—it is decided by force. The Federal
supervisor who can control the Army and the Navy under this
law, says to his army of United States marshals: ““Arrest that
man wgo is attempting to vote here under State authority, and
~throw him into prison.” But the citizen claims that this is a

pular government, that this is a government of the people,
Eg the people, and for the people.

This maddened effort to change our form of Government
should be met by all the power of a free people; and, my Demo-
cratic friends, we are expected to do our duty here and now.
Since the Government was formed the States have had exclu-
sive control of all elections by the people. The States have pro-
vided fair and impartial laws to secure honest elections and a
fair count. In no State has there been an{apa.rtiality shown.
The pretense that Congress should make a law to govern elec-
tions in the States has no warrant in the Constitution, and no
necessity can be urged in its behalf. Tt is simply usurpation
without excuse. .

The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman has

expired. 5

]ﬁr. HUNTER. I would like a little more time to conclude

my remarks. s
Ir. SPRINGER. I would ask that my colleague be permitted
to conclude his remarks.

Mr. HUNTER. It would take probably about ten minutes.

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask thatmy colleague be permitted to con-
‘tinue his remarks for ten minutes longer.

Mr. PATTERSON. I was going to suggest that it is within
twenty minutes of the time to adjourn, and he might extend his
remar{m for twenty minutes.

Mr. SPRINGER. The time **for recess.”

Mr. TUCKER. Wae have one more speaker.

Mr. BURROWS. Thereis no objection, of course, to extend-
ing the gentleman’s time. I did not understand the request of
the gentleman to conclude his remarks.

Mr. HUNTER. No, sir; it is to occupy ten minutes.

Mr. BURROWS. Would not the gentleman just assoon print
the balance of his remarks, or does he prefer to deliver them?

Mr. HUNTER. I prefer tospeak about ten or twelve minutes

more.

Mr. BURROWS. The reason I made this inquiry is because
the gentleman from Jowa [Mr. HULL] had to follow.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker,amember of Congress is elexted
by the people of the State or district. He is amenable to the
people who elected him, and to nobody else. They make and
unmake him as a public officer of the State, and why should
they not control the election board that makes him, the same
as they control the elections of all other officers? Our friends
on the other side of this House admit that they had no power
to make a law that would interfere with the election of State
officers; only with Federal officers. This is a distinetion with-
out a difference. If the Federal Government has the right to
control the election of members of Congress, they can conirol
the election of United States Senators and all State officers.
There is no limitation. This power as a whole either belongs
to t.:lle State or to the Federal Government. It can not belong to
both.

It is exceedingly strange that affer more than a hundred years
of our life as a nation, with all of its experiences, has come and

one, the fathers who made this Republic did not know who
g.ﬂ.d the right to govern and control the elections. There was

r old Thomas Jefferson, who wrote the Declaration and aided
in creating the Constitution of the United States, according to
modern Republicanism, did notlknow when he walked out from his
home to the polls that there should be Federal supervisors and
United States marshals to tell him how to register and how he
ghould vote, and to prevent him from corrupting the ballot box
and interfering with some other man’s right to vote.

Think of George Washington under the guidance of John I.
Davenport upon one side with a military force to kee&rhim from
corrupting the ballot box, and on the other side W. W. Dudley,
reading to him his blocks-of-five letters, and Tom Carter shak-
ing in his face a handful of greenbacks. We have a class of men
atthis time that claim to know more about the laws of government
than the men who made them. At the organizationof each State,
when it formed a part of the Union, a code of election laws defin-
ing with great particularity the manner and method of holding
elections, the right of the citizens to vote, and who the election
officers should be, was recognized and declared as a part of the

State's duty and prerogative. Iwould inquire now, Mr.Speaker
why all this sudden change and persistent effort upon the pa.r%
of our Republican friends to change the control of the elections
from the State to the Federal Government? Is it inthe interest
of fair elections, or in the interest of the Republican ty? It
is certainly not in the interest of a free ballot and a fair count.

The law as enforced and carried out by the chosen instruments
of the Republican party has been an absolute failure—oppressive,
corrupt, tyrannical, and expensive. As a Republican machine,
to plunder the Treasury and corrupt the ballot box, it has been
a splendid success; but as a safeguard t fraud and corrup-
tionit has been a failure., At the time this election law was con-
ceived and brought into existence much was said upon this floor
by its friends about an honest election and a fair count,. }g‘ha
visions of E:ro heecy were flying about this Chamber like Mer-
cutio’s soul. any of us can not fail to remember, soon alter
this machine was set in motion, the election of President and
Vice-President in 1876 was held, and what followed we well re-
member. The most stupendous fraud was perpetrated at that
time when this law was in full force.

The eountr{:ha.d never witnessed beforesuch an outrage. You
men who are hungering after afree ballotand a fair count, please
go back with me to that day when Samuel J. Tilden was legally
elected President of the United States and R. B. Hayes was ille-
gally and fraudulently counted in as President. Let us review
the conduect of the political bandits who now clamor for a free
ballotand afaircount. These men who stole the electoral vote of
Florida, Mississippi, and Louisiana in 1876,and counted in a can-
didate for the Presidency that never was elected by the people
should be marked and branded so that every honest man would
know them. Sovereignrightsof empireStates were disregarded
by them in order to obtain political power. We all remember

is great fraud. Hence we are compelled by every sense of
duty to rs:ga.rd these professions of an honest ballot and a fair
count by these men as insincere. No man who has any regard
for his opinion or integrity would state that Mr. Tilden was not
elected President of the 'E’nit.ed States and that B{lt.harford B.
Hayes was. '

These same men who made this fraudulent count, many of
them,now claim to be Ear excellence better than any other class
of people. I do not think it reguires any deep perception to
divine the motive that is behind the present effort to deprive
the peo‘pla of the States of their time-honored ri%:lt.s to govern
themselves. I ask the friends of this law now, Did it prevent
any fraud at any of the polls, at any of the voting places in the
United States? The enforcement and execution of this law has
been under the control of Republican officers since its adoption,
and there can be no excuse upon that ground. Did it put forth
its protecting hand to defend the legal voters in the city of New
York under the régime of John I. Davenport? Can I not more
safely assert that it was used to prevent a free ballot and a fair
count? =

Not only that, but it has placed in the forefrontof the Repub-
lican party such men as Carter and W, W. Dudley, who made
use of this law for corrupt purposes. It emboldens Mr. Dudley
to write his celebrated lefter, known as ‘* blocks of five,” and to
distribute hiscorruption fund to dishonestvoters. Mr. S%?aker,
under the very shadow of this law the dark deeds of the Repub-
lican managers were consummated. The State of Indiana was
carried corruptly by the Republican party in 1888 in consequence
of the workings of this law. This law gave to Mr. Davenport,
who is the political representative of the Republican party in
the State of New York, the despotic authority to arrest Demo-
cratic voters by thousands on the day of election, throw them
into prison, and when the election was over to release them
without informing them of the charges preferred against them
or the cause of their arrest.

More than 6,000 voters were arrested by this man at a single
election in the city of New York, and only three convietions
were had. After the election was over, and most of these men
%revented from voting, they were discharged without redress.

his is the result of the operation of this law, that is claimed
here to be for the purpose of securing honestelections. The word
“honest” has its charms for all men, but when used as a means
to cover up fraud that strikes down the liberties of the people,
the dishonor and deception should be met and exposed to the
world. ‘“Woe untoye, Scribes, Pharisees,and h rites!” Inthe
presence of these facts the Republican party claims a monoply
of all the honesty and political integrity of the country. Iwould
ask, Are the people to have it measured out to them through
force bills and partisan legislation? If so, I fear we will getbut
little of it.

Itisperfectlyapparent if we take thelegislation of thelast quar-
terof a century we will find that the peculiar advocates of the pres-
ent law have never carried out their professions and promises in
the execution of this law. The only explanation and replies we

.
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gel from them is a ** free ballot and a fair count.” The opponents
of this bill here upon this floor, together with the great majority
of the , have declared that the law has not contributed to

fair and honest elections; and I cansay, Mr. Spea.kar, w‘lt.h great

assurance, it never can. It is founded upon a tha.t
will always work evil instead of good. The friends ot
through partisan machinery,hu enforced it in all the cit.ies
where they thought it wou]{i contribute any Btreiﬁth to their
cause, we are not left to mere ulation as to ration
and effect of this law, especially in the city of New York.

The Fifty-second Congress,at its second session, appointed a
committee, with all the powers thatcould be confer to make

an investigation of the workings of the law in the State of New
York. This committee concluded, and filed their report last
January. I call the attention of the House to this report. I
think any fair-minded man will find, after reading that report,
that an exhaustive ing was made a.gtntha&xacunon and en-
forcement of the presentlaw. Mr. Speaker, the execution and
enforcement of this law was in the hands and under the control
of a model Republican, one of the patron saints of the party,
whose love of oppression has never been excelled, a man whose
soul is ennobleg by the instinets of hate, who carols with de-
pravity and makes a plaything of honor. Thisman had plenary
wer under this law to control the elections in the State of
ew York. Inow quote a portion of that report:

Your committee, after a very
election laws before slecﬁon and on election day in cﬂ:r of New York, are
of the o that all of these luws have entirely falled to produce any good
results in the direction of the of elections or the of bal-
lot box, and have been prod such serions and dangerous results that

they ought at once to ho
The reasons for our mommenmm for the re of these laws, based
ork, may be classed un-

on our study of their operation and ruanlts in New
First. Becausetheyresnult in no oonﬂctionsoi offenders, and are therefore

careful study of the :faraﬁmsot the Federal

der four heads. They ought to be

useless to t or punish erime.

Second. meymmmatexpmudmtmitmlolmmm
contin frauds upon the

'rhl.rd.. and are used only as part of

ecause they are designed 10 be nsed
of a party to compensate voters who are friendly to it, and to
rri hten from the polls the voters of the th posing party.

'ourth. Because under and by virtue of theselawsthe mvaat.mwrrerence
whhthaperscmal rights and orcmzensocunr and voters are pun-
ished by arrest and imprisonment for their pol

In Mﬁmﬂﬁ firet point above ment.ioned, it hs remarlmr.l in the
first place that laws are believed to have boen. in m&nﬂ
8, ons

tleir enactment brought about
“:’{: ﬁmymmthnmmrymablaw

in the southern district of New
sdminister them in such a manner as to ge results from them the au-

t good
ought to have been. Through most of the tlme

thor of the system certainl
which he has held position !.ha National Government has besn
fully in accord with him and willing to aid htnwithmiupowwandre-

sources He has drawn from the public purse vast sums of
com on in the admini.smﬁtm of these laws and for t.ha [
of usands of deputies and assistants. He holds his office by a tenure
which makes him mwlmt of any cri or of re-
moval. He not ¥ holds chief supervisor of elections, but na
has also bad himself appointed a United States commissioner, so that he

sit as an examining te.

\\"h‘.h the power of l.ha Government 'bah:lnd him and with the money of the
Government to use, he has managed for years a detective burean, by means
atummhemwrgh&wmnmofofmemﬁmeuwhmh he has claimed ex-
isted in the cit ¥y of New York Whanmhlsﬂmeapadty as a detective, he
had ovtained such uhﬂwlﬂhsdtoum.hstm hismondcapaclty,
as a public ed the warrants Iornhearmsotthen.uﬂiu
criminals. éumul.hnas }m gave these warrants to the United States mars

to be executed, annwgeumesmatmzﬂmpadty.as a sheriff, he seems to

for his
oyment

have made the arrest of the accused parties throughhisown d.upnr.las. Then,
in his fourth eapaci u a United States commissioner, am.miu a magis-
trate, he has heard wn charges against the pri.aonar which he presented
to himself as judge, hhmselr as prosecuting attorney, and has decided
himself u on or

In this way he has arrested at each election. This

indicted
before the
o court, and

Jury, and to try his case before a jn
era:elacaion

grand
without the special advantages which up to
la.w has enh,lm. Hemustthen have a case. Att.hia t he has invariably
this machinery in the hands of its inventor and the use of

un]jmlt.ed monoy the law has resulted in nothing so far as the conviction of
offenders is concerned.

the entire time covered by the examination of the committee there
has not one conviction for maga.l voting in the southern district of New
York in the United States courts, and under these laws.

B Kty o

eArs, A8 & t o men have -

for false % One of these men was acquitted. The other
two were found ty, but the cases showed the oﬂanse to have been tech-
nical m ,an in one of the cases the judge suspended sentence upon the
defendant, and in f.ho ot.har allowed the defendant to go without imprison-
ment on the mman a fine.

Since 1889 & dou:en pmon.s have been charged with interfering with
the Federal d in view of the conduct of these sup&rvl.wrs,ss
shown by th.eevidmoa and sean by the committee, it is in the opinion of this
committee a g:ont of the patience and forbearance of the votersin the
city that t.hera has been so little interference with them. Buteven inthese
cases L‘;gsmy has been convicted even of a technieal violation of the law

1t will be therefore seen, ﬂthg?lé mt.ea hief supervisor, the United States

district attorney, and the Uni marshal in the city of New York
have been in accord for a of about four years, have had the

Bl from a friendly that no offender has by rea-
son of t mnndartheaehwsmedonahmmm“mmt

of a conviction. It is therefore clear that these laws do not result in the
of any crime, and they ought therefore to be repealed.

second reason why, in the opinion of the committee, the law shonld

hompemmmtismmmummupmpomly BO Ar-

that there 18 no supervislon over the cost, no limit to the amount
Hs ed and no resnpmﬁ‘l})llgny:ﬂobrthe hentotmotbiﬂ&.

report upon exact cost @ system, for the reason

mauerapanmen is unable at this time to state it.

This law, when executed as intended, stands as a menace to
popular government and is wholly inconsistent with the spirit
of our institutions. Laws that are founded uponhl;arnah
favor to classes belong to despotisms and monarc th to
read another portion of the same committee’s report:

The third reason why the law should be paalad is that, in
of the committes, it isynsed. ;mm.l for - < the jmﬁved
clt{

that this will be admitted to be true in of New York by everyone
examination

who has an knowladga of the facts, and tha of the evi-
dence talken before this committee will convtnue any impartial person that
under these laws the power and the funds of the Government are freely used

vm‘n i:he gi;::s inten of ag;cuns t.lig result of eleﬂ!d
nof med n enter into an ex Argum
that this should not be allowed. o et
the mtermtotonapartyntan

in

large in mumber in the United States as the
y of the United States, and the giving tol.hamt.he huérli“
authority of the National Government, is anact of arbitrary pow hout
aprecedent in the of our country. No political parly tem
in power ought to have any such ad overlwo‘ppmqn
jority of this committes would be as memher of vheir
g;n arty ieigga city of New Yo k hc:ot.hed t‘;lall f.he wor now given to the

ef super T ¥y are ow the present bents
w:"_'t'lll‘: 1 mth;oslg'ned toncrtﬁhm:é\fm Itis h: 1

8 law was or partisan advantage. Itisperhaps fortunatethat
itsexecution in the city of New York has been 1 wlg:wdwonaaf
common class of political adventurers, whose only real object has been to
?st money out of politics. In the hands of & man of ability who cared little

profit, but who was devoted simply and without scruple to the

ht have been the source of much more serious

it oonrersshou.ld not, under our of Gov-

In the interest of the people, whose

righ;titombzomwiﬁhwor pmiesqr in opposition to any of them, it
mpe&l

The fourth and finalreason why these laws ought at once to be repealed is
that under them great numbers of innocent persons have been and are at
every election deprived of their liberty and interfered wmuni.hs exercise of
their undoubted right to vote. These facts are not to be disputed. They are
known to all men in New York, and were brought to the personal know!
of the committee and proven beyond question. The fact that all of the
number of citizens who were during all these years were, wi ha
exception of two, discharged as innocent after judicial inw: tion, is con-
clusive legal proof of the falsity of the charges. Thatmost of them were
discharged by the very magistrate who had caused their arrest showsthe
charges to have been not only false, but malicious,

.A.n{esyswm of laws under which, for any reason, citizens entitled to vote

temati , held until thelr opportumity to vote is

gone, then discharged without redress, should hnve no plm in the stat-

utes of the United States, In this the of the committee

who sat in the Federal bullding as a subcommittes on al.eeuon day, and had

before them the supervisors and marshals who made the arrests and the

Mus who were arrested, desire particularly to call attention to the evi-
given before them.

The prisoners arrested, charged with false tlon were, some of
them, real estate owners, one of whom, Mr. McKenna, had voted for thirty
years at the polling district in which he offered to vote and had been known
as & business man and house owner to the mrshalwho arrested him for
twelve years. These defendants included a private tutor and a teacher,

a court officer, a clerk in the ragtaﬁer‘s office and a rabbi of the Jorwi.sh falth’

They were almosi without exception persons of re ble appearance,

who seemed to feel most kee:.lﬂg the arrest andthe ty put upon them,

and they were all promptly arged by the Federal trate who heard
their cases, no proof being offered against them. Almost all of them were
born in the eity of New York.

With a few exceptions, the United States marshals and supervisors who
made these arrests were in appearance most dism table. Almost all ar
them were grossly ignorant, and in general they been emi:f
cruited from the lowam. maks of the population of a great city. Dec
the best of them were the colored marshals, who were able to give their
dence in an intelligent manner. Undoubtedly, among the United Smtes
marshals and supervisors who were appointed at this elsction were very
many respectable men, but those chosen to make these partisan arrests
were of the lowest class of our population. Itis a matter of t to the
members of the committee who were present on election day and heard the
evidence in regard to these arreststhat it is not possible to reproducein de-
seription the contrast which existed between the persons who were hired
to make these arrests and the citizens who were thus arrested, charged with
offenses of which they were innocent and thereby deprived of their right to

vote.

m.;entlou is also ecalled in particular, in this connection, to the evidence
of Measrs, Walker and Bose and Hotchkiss as to the excessive ball demanded
of such defendants. In one case $10,000 ball was demanded by the chief su-
pervisor, acting as a istrate, for the appearance of a clerk in the cus-
tom-house, a man of excellent character, c! with false registration;
and in a number of cases ball which the co: er acknowledged to be
known to him to be good was refused, unsil Ju Wallace denounced the
refusal and the attempt to deprive the pnaoners their votes as an outrage.
These laws, I constituting a system for the protection of the fran-
chise in the hands 0! honest citizens, have been used, as is shown by the evi-
dence, to furnish the machinery for the corruption and forcible robbery of
the mcd chise, and t.hey ought, if for that reason alone, to pe promptly re-

l.hcm

or personal
success of his party, it
tronble. The powers whlc
ernment, be intrusted

Mr. Speaker, it is plain to be seen from this report that the
commitiee made a eareful and thorough investigation of the

workings of this Davenport system, and this committee finds
that it does not contribute to a fair election, but the very oppo-
site. This pretended improvement upon the old election law

has entirel failed as a guaranty of honest elections. I believe
as Jong as humanity is to be governed, no better system for ex-
pressing the elective franchise or hoiding elections can be de-
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yised than that given us by the authorsof this Government.
No law has been more thoroughly tested than this system of our
fathors, As we stand here to-day, and look back over the cen-
tury, and recount the vicissitudes through which we have passed,
both in P&we and in war, we are surprised to witness the tri-
umphs of popular government. Had the doctrine enunciated
lg our Republican friends been adopted at the inception of this

overnment there would have been no necessity for changing
from a territorial form of government to a State.

Fortunately, however, for the people who have lived before us,
the authors of our Government never conceived this new idea.
In the organization of new States, from our acquired territory,
the ballot box was recognized as the sole arbiter of the seitle-
ment of official status. This principle never had an enemy until
1871. In the midst of bloodshed, and when the two contending
governments within our own borders stood arrayed againsteach
other in deadly conflict, the people both North and South never

lost their devotion and fealty to the free ballot systemof popu-
lar government.

Mr. Speaker, this one conspicuous fact has been lost sight of
by a large number of the leadersof the Republican party. This
one incident alone seems to me to be more than sufficient evi-
dence of the great worth of this time-honored system that EP
now propose to blot out of the machinery of government. .
Spea.ﬂer, why should this useless law, if not really criminal, be
maintained as an innovaton uponour theory of government that
is recognired by all honest men to be justand right. Notone of
the forty-four States of this Union has failed to make efficient
and acceptable laws guaranteeing to every citizen the right to
vote,and with all necessary penalties for the punishment of those
who would dare to deny that right.

I insist, Mr. Speaker, there can be no line of distinction drawn
between the people of the States and the people of the Federal
Government; but in this election bill it is claimed by its au-
thors that a line can be drawn and should be marked out. I
leave that question to this new class of phﬂoeo’slﬁnrs on ﬁ'ovem-
ment, as I hold that it is an impossible task. ese rights that
helong to the people and the States can not be taken away from
either without destroying the essence of freegovernment. We
do not and can not place in control of the elections another
or superior class of people, above those who now control the elec-
tions. It is not possible to find persons who are more inter-
ested in the weﬁ&re of the State and nation than the citizens
who live within these jurisdictions. 'Weo are all Americans,
with the same hopes, affections, and desires. Where would you
find a power superior to the people themselves?

I hope our Republican friends will not go abroad and bring
foreigners here, claiming for them a higher order of intelli-
gence, to control our elections, as they brought foreigners here
to control the price of labor, as well as attempting to foree the
English monetary system upon this country. Do gentlemen
upon this floor think that by virtue of the elevation, the appoint-
ment of some of our citizens to the position of Federal supervisors
and deputy United States marshals, they will be lifted into a
pure and more intellectual atmosphere, where they will enter-
tain higher political virtue and become creatures of a superior
rank? Or will these creatures who wear the badges of royal
anthority still continue to be the same Billy Jones and Joshua
Gibson, John I. Davenport and W. W. Dudley.

This whole scheme of changing the mode and manner of hold-
ing our elections into the hands of the few is the result of the
doctrineof paternalism, which always tends to the centralization
of power and the formation of despotic governments. Thedeep
interest.that all our (})e()ple take in the administration of our
laws can not be blotted out by such ascheme as this. They will
never consent willingly to have their ballot box placed under
the surveillance of a Federal jﬁ:ige, Oor any one-man power.
Notwithstanding the judge may be the most npright and wise of
all the courts, and respected by all, they are still human,. We
mustremember that the higher the court the greater the i-
san. The decision of some of our judicial officers, by which the

‘American people were defrauded of their legally elected Presi-

dent, should remind us that the most stupendous outrage can be
perpetrated by those in whom we are expected to have the great-
est confiderice.

This one fact demonstrates the necessity of keeping this stu-
pendous power in the hands of the people. This circumstance

. also demonstrates that there is no principle more in harmony
with the demandsof human government t'gs.u that of separating
each branch of the Government so that there can be no conflict
in jurisdiction between them. The holding ol elections is purely
a political act of government, where judicial authority should
be inhibited and constrained unless some law has been violated.
Under Democratic doctrine, which has been in .full operation
from the commencement of the Government in 1871, the great-
est guaranties of the rights of the people were found in the dis-

tribution of the powers of government in the States as well as

the Federal Government.

The constant and ever changing control of the bogxy politic,
through the machinery of parties, makes our system of govern-
ment a necessity. One party may ﬁsinpower in Illinois; another
in Vermont, and still another in Kansas. So that at the very
inception of the Government our fathers discovered the neces-
sity that there must be some great equalizing force to balance
all these conflicting andevaa—cgmgiugo inions of the people. I
presume every man upon this floor will admit that there has
never been a better method of adjustment formulated than the
L A e

an e spawn of carpet o
no place in a republic. It should have no place in the politips of
our country. t us stand by a truly American vote, where
every man is sovereign. :

Let us take from the pages of our statute books this insidious
doctrine of centralization, and once more say to the world that
no taint of monarchy shall be incorporated into our republican
system of government; that this shall be a Republic basadtxﬁ):
the free and independent and unawed will of the people. £
Sgaakar, this law was forced x;gon the country by a class of men
who ﬂmpoae to hold power withoutraference to majorities. The
people knew nothing about this scheme when enacted. It was
sprung upon the country without notice, and can be traced to-
day to an insignificant number of gentlemen who are willing to
disrupt our popular system of government for partisan purposes.
But as soon as the people discovered that it was a blow at their
constitutional and inalienable rights, the{ﬂsentto this Congress
a majority of their representatives to vote it out of existence.
And, Mr. Speaker, we are here in obedience to that sovereign
command to do their will.

Mr. Speaker, there is one more point connected with this law
and its enforcement to which I desire tocall the attention of the
House before I close my remarks—that is, the extravagance and
great expense attending the execution of this law. I do not
have the data by which I can give the entire expenditures that
I would like. I will content myself in giving the amount paid
Mr. John I. Davenport as supervisor of the southern district of
New York, showing the amount paid him from 1871 {o 1893 for
supervising at fifteen elections:

1873 . o oo e mor e cee mere e 15, 555. 85 726.20
1873 .. .- 1,400.75 61
1874 .. -- 10,970.16 .78
1876 .. - 19,383 36 ]
1878 .. - 18,904.91 2
1879 .. i 587,09 -]
1880 __ - 26,398.88 87
1881 .- 6,831.14 .05
L PSR R S e - A &0

Total cost of fifteen elections, $283,906.93.

Amount paid Mr. Davenport each election, $18,027.13.

It required about twenty days to attend to all the duties of one
election. Amount paid for each day as supervisor, $046.35.

But this is not of the expense. It seems that Mr. Daven-
port holds the office of election commissioner, which pays him
about 83,000 per annum. Mr. Speaker, these ditures, we
are told, were absolutely necessary to carry out this law in one
distriet only of the United States. The expense that the tax-
Kyer is required to pay does not stop with the payment to Mr.

venport of this vast sum, simply to imprison American citi-

zens, but an army of United States marshals is called out at all
these elections at great expense. I here call attention to the
amount paid to assistant supervisors of elections.
Statement of amou i " :
Velections X (soction 009, Havised Seavutes) Trom Tuby 1. 1570 t6 June 30, 7580

(222 section 2081, Revised Stalutes).

9,000.00
kg 5 T = e — L 4. . D

The amount Mr, Davenport exclusive of his annual income
a8 United States COMMIBEIONGT. . ... ooev ccmmn e s meannseaess 255, 508, 53
8, 188,7065. 87
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I will read a statement handed me a few days ago by the First
Comptroller of the Treasury, which shows the cost of supervis-
ing elections for one year throughout the country, also the
amount paid deputy marshals at the Congressional elections in
Illinois and in New York. This statement, T hope, will be read
with great care by the taxpayers of this country. i

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, FIRST COMPTROLLER'S OFFICE,

‘ Washington, D. O., September 20, 1593.

Sir: In reply to your verbal inguiry, I would say that the cost of super-
wvisors of elections from 1877 to 1893 amounted to §2,854,858.04, and the cost of

deputy marshals for the same time amounted to §1,127,505.75.

There was paid to special deputy marshals at the Congressional election
of 1892, in the State of Illinois, the sum of #32,050, and for the same election
in the State of New York, $150,505.50. These sums may be somewhat in-
creased by accounts not yet presented or ed in this office.

There was paid out for the election of 1822 for deputy marshals the sum of
$282,095.50, ant?uruor supervisors, $505,427.49.

; b R. B. BOWLER, Comptroller.

Hon. A. J. HUNTER, :

Howuse af Representfatives.

Let us 50 behind the scenes and learn how and for what pur-
pose als are appointed. In the first place, alarge number
are selected because they are lukewarm in the parti, and it is
nece to do something for them or they might drop out of
line. They are generally impecunious, so they are selected and
paid 85 per day out of the Federal Treasury to hold them in the

ty en another class is selected becauseof their brutal and
g:; rate character. These are to intimidate timid voters.
Still another class is selected because the 85 per day is the price
of their vote. Thesearethe kind of men who have been selected
thus far to supervise and control the election—a mere machine
to purchase votes at the people’s expense by the party which
hal\p?eas to be in power. y : Y :

r, Speaker, from any point of consideration of this question
I am prompted to vote for the repeal of this law, not because it
is a good or bad law, but because it comes in conflict with the
laws of all the States, where the authority of all power over elec-
tions must be lodged. 'Thislaw seeks to overthrow old and well-
established customs, to change the landmarks that have guided
us in sunshine and storm; it is founded on distrust and resent-
ment; it exercises an espionage over the birthright of [reemen;
it does violence to that cementing force of mufual obligations
upon which rests a union of coequal States: it blots out the
boundaries that define the duties of the cotirdinate branches of
the Government. This pernicious law should arouse every con-
scientious and patriotic citizen to exert all constitutional and
legal means for its overthrow.

rom the earliest dawn of civilization political philosophers
and theorists have sounded all the depths and shoals of human
genius to divine and speak into existence institutions that
would rival the peace and innocence of the Garden. Wereadof
Platoand hisdivine republic, Menue, whoconceived of an earthly
perfection in the cultured few; Antonius, whose laws sought to
make every man a freeman. Time, however, has demonstrated
thatall of these efforts were as weak as dreams. But,Mr. Speaker,
- our Republican friends here have not the noble purpose of bet-
tering the condition of their own people and lifting them into
a higher and more perfect civilization, but to centralize power
in the hands of the few,and strangle the great principle of pop-
ular liberty p

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, the debate on this question in the
main has been conducted with a courtesy and fairness not ex-
ceeded in any former Congress of the United States. The gen-
tleman who has just taken his seat %Mr. HUNTER] has injected
more bitterness into the discussion than all those who have pre-
ceded him, and when he arraigned the men who passed these
laws in 1870 as “ enemies of their country and foes to free govern-
ment ” I could not help looking up his record to see with which
party he was acting at the time when the men of the country
were taking sides for the Unionor againstit. Ifind by the Con-
gressional Directory that in 1864 he was elected to the Btate sen-
ate of Illinois on what I sup tohave been ‘‘the war-a-failure”

latform. 1In 1870 he led what he calls a ‘‘forlorn hope * for the

mocracy, and I assume that he has been during all his life
opposed to the principles which triumphed on the field of bat-
eand were crystallized intolaws in the Halls of Congress. That
explains his bitterness. i
r. Speaker, this discussion has taken a range which has led
it far away from the laws sought to be repealed. Gentlemen in
favor of repeal have set up a man of straw and have proceeded
to demolish it. They have assumed that in these laws, which
have been upon the statute books since 1870, and which were fore-
shadowed by the constitutional amendments, the Federal Gov-
ernment steps in and takes the State government by the throat
and does away with the State laws. Why, Mr. Speaker, there
is not a single section of the laws sought to be repealed that does
not recognize the supremacy of the Statein prescribing the quali-
fications of voters.

Even ﬁhedishinguishe;iafentlamau from Virginia[Mr. TUCKER],
who started this discussion in advocacy of his bill for re s
took the ground, very properly, that the State had the primar
right to determine who should be a voter, and then proceede
as though these sections of the statutes controverted that right
of the State. The State has the right, as he says, and this bill
simply seeks to preserve the rights which the laws of the State
guarantee to the voter; nothing more.

‘What, Mr. Sgeaker, does the pending bill propose to do? It
proposes to strike from the statutes of the nation every safeguard
of the citizen, so far as exercising the elective franchise is con-
cerned. In order to place before thgafeople the real question
before this House and the country, I callattention to thesections
proposed to be repealed:

SEc. 2002. No military or naval officer, or other rsoneng-niad intheecivil,

military, or naval service of the United States shall order, bring, keep, or

have under his authority or control a.nntroo or armed men at the place

where any general or special election is held in any State, unless it be nec-

fgan.ryi]to repel the armed enemies of the United States, or to keep peace at
@ polls.

Certainly, if necessary to * repel armed enemies of the nited
States " every man would be in favor of using all the power of
the Government.

If my Democratic friends are fearful of interference in ordi-
nary times, why not repeal the last clause, ““or to keep peace at
the polls"?

SEC. 2005. When, under the authority of the constitution or laws of any
State, or the laws of any Territory, any act is required to be done as a pre-
requisite or qualification for voting, and by such constitution or laws per-
sons or officers are charged with the duty of furnishing to citlzens an oppor-
tunity to perform such prerequisite, or to become qualifled to vote, every
such person and officer shall give to all citizens of the United States the
same and equal opportunity to perform such prerequisite, and to become
qualified to vote.

Nothing in this to harm an honest man.

SEC. 2006. Every person or officer charged with the duty cified In the
preceding section, who refuses or knowingly omits to give full effect tothat
section, shall forfeit the sum of §500 to the party aggrieved by such refusal or
omission, to be recovered by an action on the case, with costs, and such al-
lowance for counsel fees as the court may deem just.

SEC. 2007. Whenever, under the authority of the constitutionorlaws of
State, or the laws of any Territory, any act is required to be done by a citl-
zen as a prerequisite to qualify or entitle him to vote, the offer of such citi-
zen to perform the act required to be done shall, if it fail to be carrled into
execution b{ reason of the wrongful act or omission of the person or officer
charged with the duty of receiving or permitting such performance or offer
to perform, or acting thereon, be deemed and held asa performance in law
of such act; and the 80 offering and failing to vote, and being other-
wise qualified, shall be entitled to vote in the same manner and to the same
extent as if he had in fact performed such act.

What part of these two sections are calculated to subvert an
honest ballot or destroy State government?

SEC. 2008. Every judge, inspector, or other officer of election whose duty
it is to receive, count, certify, register, report, or give effect to the vote of
such citizen, who wron ¥y refuses or omits to receive, count, certify, reg-
ister, report, or mg!ve effect to the vote of such citizen upon the presentation
by him of his aMdavit, stating such offer and the time and place thereof,
and the name of the officer or person whose duty it was to act thereon,and
that he was wrongfully prevented by such person or officer from perfo
such act, shall forfeit the sum of to the party aggrieved by such re
or o om, to be recovered by an action on the case, with costs, and such
allowance for counsel fees as the court may deem just.

Do you gentlemen oppose punishing an officer who disfran-
chises an honest citizen?

SEC. 2009. Every officer or other person, having powers or duties of an
official character to discharge under any of the provisions of this title, who
by threats or any unlawful means hinders, delays, prevents, or obstructs,
or combines and confederates with others to hinder, delay, prevent, or ob-
struct any citizen from doin% any act required to be done to qualify him to
vote, or from voting at any election in any State, Territory, district, county,
city, parish. township, school distriet, mu:nic:lpﬂ.lity. or other territorial su
division, shall forfeit the sum of 500 to the person ved thereby, to be
recovered by an action on the case, with costs, and such allowance for coun-
sel fees as the court may deem just.

What part of this section is unjust or oppressive?

Sec. 2010. Whenever any person is defeated or d ved of his election to
office except elector of ident or Vice-Presiden tative or
Delegate in Congress, or member of a State Legislature, by reason of the de-
nial to any citizen who may offer to vote of the right to vote on account of
race, color, or previous condition of servitude, his right to hold and enf:iy
such office and the emoluments thereof shall notbe impaired by such denial;
and the person so defeated or deprived may bring a.n{nnp'pmprmta suit or
proceeding to recover possesslon of such office, and cases where it ap-
ars that the sole question touching the title to such office arises outof the
Eeema.l of the right to vote to citizens who so offered to vote on account of
race, color, or previous condition of servitude, such suit or proceeding may
be instituted in the circuit or district court of the United States of the eir-
cultor district in which®such person resides. And the circuls or district
court shall have, concurrently with the State courts, jurisdiction thereof,
g0 far as to determine the rights of the parties to such office by reason of
the denial of the right guaranteed by the fifteenth article of amendment to
the Constitution of the United States and secured herein.

This is intended simply to enforce the fifteenth amendment
to the Constitution.

Sections 2011, 2012, 2013, 2014, and 2015 relate to the method by
which Federal supervision can be invoked, and set out the pro-
visons and limitations of the Federal courts in the premises:

SEOC. 2016. The supervisors of election, so s&p?énted, are anthorized and

required to attend at all times and places fixi r the registration of vot~
ers, who, being registered, would be entitled to vote for a tative or
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Delegate in Congress, and to challenge any person offering to register; to
attend at all times and places when the names of registered voters may be
marked l’orchallen?, and to cause such names re red as the ma{ deam

roper to be so marked; to make, when required, the lists, or eit.;er of them,

rovided for in section 2026, and verify the same; and upon oceasion,
and at any time when in attendance upon the duty herein % W
sonally inspect and scrutinize such registry, and for purposes of identifica-
tion toaflix thelr signature toeach page of the original list, and of each copy of
any such listof tered voters, at such times, upon each day when any name
may be received, entered, orregistered, and in such manner as will, in their

udgment, detect and expose the improper or wrongful removal therefrom,
or addition thereto, of any names.

This simply provides for an honest registration of voters.

SEC. 2017. The supervisors of election are authorized and uired to at-
tend at all times and places for holding elections of Representatives or Dele-
gates in Congress, and for counting the votes cast at such elections; to chal-
lenge any =ote offered by any person whose legal qualifications the super-
vizors, oreither of them, may doubt; tobeand remain where the ballot boxes
are kept at all times after the polls are open until every vote cast at such
time and place has been counted, the canvass of all votes polled wholly com-
pleted, pndthe proper and requsite certificates or returns made, whether the
certificdtes or returns be required under any law of the United States, or
any State, Territorial, or municipal law, and to personally inspect and
scrutinize from time to time, and atall times, onthe day of election, the man-
ner in which the voting is done, and the way and method in which the poll
books, registry lists, and tallies or check books, whether the same are re-
?uiﬁci by aamyk a“{ of the United States, or any State, Territorial, or munie-

aw, are kept.

pgr:u. 2018. To the end that each candidate for the office of Re
or Delegate in Congress may obtain the benefit of every vote for him cast,
the supervisors of election are, and each of them is, required to personally
scrutinize, count, and canvass each ballot in their election district or voting
precinet cast, whatever may be the indorsement on the ballot, or in what-
ever box it may have been placed or be found; to make and forward to the
officer who, in accordance with the provisions of section 2025, has been desig-
nated as chief supervisor of the judicial distriet in which the city or town
wherein they may serve, acts, such certificates and returns of all such bal-
lots as such officer may direct and require, and to attach to the reglstry list,
and any and all copies thereof, and to any certificate, statement, or return,
whether the same or any part or portion thereof be required by any iaw of
the United States or of any State, Territorial, or municipal law, state-
ment touching the truth or accuracy of the registry, or the truth or falrness
of the election and canvass, which the supervisors of the election, or either
of them, desire to make or attach, or which should properly and hon-
estly be or attached, in order that the facts may become known.

SEc. 2019. The better to enable the supervisors of election to discharge
their duties, they are authorized and directed, in their respective election
districts or voting precincts, onthe day of registration, on the day when reg-
istered voters may be marked to be challenged, and on the day of election,
to take, oceupy, and remain in such position. from time to time, whether
before or be the ballot boxes, as will, in their judgment, best enable them
to see each person offering himself for r tration or offering to vote, and
as will best conduce to their scrutinizing the manner in which the re
tion or voting is being conducted; and at the clo of the polls for the re-
ception of votes, they are ed to place themselves in such position, in
relation to the ballot boxes, for the ]{‘nrpoae of engaging in the work of can-
vassing the ballots, as will enable them to fm‘lfr perform the duties in re-
spect to such canvass provided herein, and shall there remain until every
duty in respect to such canvass, certificates, returns, and statements has
‘been wholly completed. P ph 5521.)

SEC. 2020. When in any election district or voting preeinet in any city or
town, for which there has been appointed supervisors of election for any
election at which a Representative or Delegate in Con, s is voted for, the
gupervisors of election are not allowed to exercise and discharge, fully and
freely, and without bribery, solicitation, interference, hindrance, molesta-
tion, violence, or threats thereof, on the part of any person, all the duties,
obligations, and powers conferred upon them by law, the supervisors of
election ghall make prompt r:gort.. under oath, within ten days after the
day of eiection to the officer who, in accordance with the provisions of sec-
tion 2025, has been designated asthe chief supervisor of the judiecial district
in which the city or town wherein they served acts, of the manner and
means by which they were not so allowed to fully and freely exercise and
discharge the duties and obligations required and im herein. And
upon receiving any such report thpe chief supervisor, ac both in such ca-
pacity and officially as a commissioner of the circuit court, shall forthwith
examine into all the facts; and heshall have gower to subpenaand compel
the attendance before him of any witness, and to administer oaths and take
testimony in respect to the chargesimade; and, prior to the assembling of
the Congress for which any such Representative or Delegate was voted for,
he shall fils with the Clerk of the House of Representatives all the evidence
by him taken, all information by him obtained, and all reports to him made.

SEOC. 2021. Whenever an election at which Representatives or Delegates in
Congress are to be chosen i# held in any city or town of 20,000 inhabitants or
u rd, the marshal for the district in which the city or town is situated
shall, on the application, in writing, of at least two citizens residing in such
city or town, appoint cial deputy marshals, whose duty it shall when
required thereto, to ald and st the supervisors of election in the verifi-
cation of any list of persons who may have regiserted or voted; to attend in
each election district or voting Prectnct. at the times and places fixed for the
registration of voters, and at all times or places when and where the regis-
tration may by law be scrutinized, and the names of registered voters be
marked for challenge; and also to attend, at all times for holding elections,
the polls in such distriet or precinet,

SEC. 2022. The marshal and his general deputies, and such special deputies,
shall keep the peace. and support and protect the supervisors of election in
the discharge of their duties, preserve order at such places of registration
and at such polls, prevent fraudulent registration and fraudulent voting
thereat, or fraudulent conduct on the part of any officer of eleciion, and im-
mediately either at the place of registration or polling place, or elsewhere,
and either before or after registering or voting, to arrest and take into cus-
tody, with or without process, any person who commits or attemptsor offers
to comimnit any of the acts or offenses prohibited herein, or who commits any
offense against the laws of the United States: but no person shall be ar-
rested without process for any offense not committed in the presence of the
marghal or his general or special deputies, or either of them, or of the su-
pervisors of election, or either of them, and, for the purposes of arrestor the
Preservation of the peace, the supervisors of election shall, in the absence
of the marshal's deputies, or if required to assist such deputies, have the
same duties and powers as deputy marshals; nor shall any person on the
day of such election, be arrested without process for any offense committed
on the day of registration. (See paragraphs 6521, 6522.)

BC. 20283. Whenever any arrest is made under any provision of this title,
the person so arrested shall fortawith be brought before a commissioner,

sentative
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¥ , OF court of the United States for examination of the offenses alleged
him; andsuchcommissioner, , or court shall proceed In respect

therato as authorized by law in case of es against the United States.

SEC. 2024. The marshal or his eral d?gut!ma:r such special deputies as
are thereto specially empowe: by him, in wri . and under his d and
seal, whenever he or either or any of them is forcibly resisted in executing
their du! this title, or ghall, by violence, threats, or menaces, bem
vented from executing such duties, or from arresting any person who
committed any offerse for which the marshal or his general or his special
deputies are auntharized to make such arrest, are, each of them is, em-
ﬁ)ﬂwerod to summon and eall to his aid the bystanders or posse comitatus of

distrie
s

.

EC. 2025, The circuit courts of the United States for each judicial circuit
shall name and appoint, on or before the first of May, in the year 1871, and
thereafter as vacancies may from any cause arise, from among the circuit
court commissioners for each judicial district in each judicial circuit, one
of such officers, who shall be known for the duties required of him under
this title as the chief supervisor of elections of the judicial district tor which
heisa oner, and shall, so long as faithful and capable, discharge
the duties in this title imposed.

SEC. The chief supervisor shall prepare and furnish all necessary
books, forms, blanks, and instructions for the use and direction of the su-
pervisors of election in the several cities and towns in their respective dis-
tricts; he shall receive the applications of all partles for appointment to
such positions; upon thg!g})en ng, as contemplated in section 2012, of the eir-
cuit court for the judi eirenit in which the co: oner so
acts, he shall Erresenn such applications to the judge thereof, and furnish in-
formation to him in respect to the ngpoi.m-mem. by the court of such super-
visors of election; he shall require of the supervisors of election. when nec-
essary, lists of the ons who may register and vote, or either, in their re-
spective election districts, and cause the names of those upon any such list
whose right to register or vote is honestly doubted to be verified by proper
mqluiry and examination at the respective places by them assigned as their
residences; and he shall recelve, preserve, and fila all oaths of office of su-
pervisors of election, and of all special deputy marshals appointed nnder the
Pprovisions of this title, and all certificates, returns, reports, and records of
every kind and nature contemplated or made requisite by the provisions
hereof, save where otherwise specially directed.

SEC, 2027. All United States marshals and commissioners who in judi-
cial district perform any duties under the preoed.m% provisions relating to,
concerning, or affecting the election of Representatives or Delegates in the
Congress of the United States, from time to time, and, with all duedilige
shall forward to the chief supervisor in and for their judicial district,
complaints, examinations, and records pertaining thereto, and all oaths of
office by them administered to any sugoer\_rlsor of election or s deputy
marshal, in order that the same may be properly preserved and filed.

SEC. 2028, No person shall be appointed a supervisor of election or a
deputy marshal under the g provisions, who is not, at the time of
the aPpomamanb. a qualified voter of the city, town, county, parish, election
district, or voting precinct in which his duties are to be performed.

This section, 2028, is an absolute provision for home rule and
makes the so-called outside interference impossible.

SEC, 2029. The supervisorsof electionappointed for any county orparishin
Congressional district, at the instance of ten citizens, as provided in sec-
tion 2011, shall have noauthority to make arrests or to orm other duties

than to be in the immediate rresence of the officers holding the election, and
to witness all their pr ings, including the counting of votes the

making of a return ‘eof.
Sec. Nothing in this title shall be constrned to anthorize the a; edi%t”
Yy

ment of any marshals or degut.y marshals in addition to those antho
law prior to the 10th day of June, 1872,

SEC. 2031. There shall be allowed and paid to the chief supervisor for his
services as such officer the following compensation, apart from and in excess
of all fees allowed by law for the performance of any duty as circuit court
commissioner: For filing and caring for every return, report, record, docu-
ment, or other paper required to be filed by under any of the preceding
provisions, 10 cents; for affixing a seal to any paper, record, report, or in-
strument, 20 cents: for entering and indexing the records of his office, 15 cents
per folio; and forarranging and transmitting to Congress, as provided forin
section 2020, any report, statement, record, return, or examinal for each fo-
lio, 15 cents; and for any copy thereof, or of any paper onflle, a like sum.
there shall be allowed and paid to each supervisor of election, and each spe-
cial deputy marshal who is appointed and performs his duty under the pre-
ceding provisions, compensation at the rate of # per day for each day he is
actua iﬁlon duty, not exceeding ten da{s: but no compensation be al-
lowed any case to supervisors of election, except to those appointed in
citles or towns of 20,000 or more inhabitants. And the fees of the chief su-
pervisors shall be paid at the Treasury of the United States, such accounts
to be made out, verified, examined, and certified as in the case of accounts
of commissioners, save that the examination or certificate required may be
made by either the circuit or district judge.

SEC. b500. Every person who, by any unlawful means, hinders, delays, pre-
vents, or obstructs, or combines and confederates with others to hinder, de-
lay, prevent, or obstruct, any citizen from doing any act required to be done
to qualify him to vote, or from voting at any election in any State, Terri-
tory, distriet, county, citr. arish, township, school district, municipality,
or other territorial subdivision, shall be fined not less than 8500, or be im-
grisuncd not less than one month nor more than one year, or be punished

¥ both such fine and imprisonment.

If any one defrauds a citizen out of his right to vote should he
not berpunished?

SEc. 5521. If any person be appointed a supervisor of election or a special
ueguty marshal under the provisions of title ‘‘the elective fraucEJ.ss,"
and hay taken the oath of office as such supervisor of election or such special
deputy marshal, and thereafter neglects or refuses, without good and lawful
excuse, to perform and discharge fully the duties, obligations, and require-
ments of such office until the expiration of the term for which he was a
pointed, he shall not only be subject to removal from office with loss of
pay or emoluments, but shall be punished by imprisonment for not lessthan
six months nor more than one year, or by a fine of not less than £00 and not
more than $300, or by both fine and imprisonment, and shall pay the eost of

prosecution.

SEC. 5522. Every dperso whether with or without any authority, power, or
process, or pretended authority, nger, or process, of any State, Territory,
ormunirgfaael‘iw. who obstruets, h ders, assaults, or by bribery, solicitation,
orothe interferes with or prevents the supervisors of election, or either
of them, in the performance of any duty rqux;ted of them, or either of them,
or which he or they, or either of them, may be authorized to perform by any
law of the United States, in the execution or process or otherwise, orwgo by
any of the means before mentioned hinders or perverts the free attendance
and presence at such places of registration or at such polls of election, or full
and access and egress to and from any such place of registration or poll

-
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ofalection, or in going to and from any such place of registration or of elec-
tlnn.orwmgomwrmwhm mysumiuuumnur orcan-
vass of votes, or of any returns or cates thereof, may be

removes, or ejects from any such place
registration or poll of election, or of can yotes cast thereat, or of
making returns or certificates thereof, any supervisor of the mar-
ghal, or his ral or deputies, or either of them; or who threatens,
or attempts or offers so to do, or refuses or neglects to aid and assist anysu-
pervisor of election, or the marshal orhis eralor deputies, or either
of them. in the performance of his or their dutles, when Mlﬂxedugg’:tmw
them, or either of them, to give such ald and assistance, shall be toin-
stant arrest without process, and shall be punished by imprisonment not
more than two years, or by a fine of not more than 3,000, or by both such fine
and lmmanmem. the cost of the prosecution.

Sko. Every person who, during the progress of any verification of
any list of the persons who may have registered or voted, which is had or
made under any of the provisions of title * the elective franchise,” refuses
to answer or relrains from answering, or, answering, knowingly gives false
informatiun In respect toany inwruuy made, shall be pu bie by
im ent for not more than thirty days, or by a fine of not more than
3.515, or b; both, and shall pay the costs of the prosecution. (See paragraphs

And also part of section 643, as follows:

Or is commenced against officer of the United States or other
gaszecn oChoy ¥ oo e orieen o e TENL R
mompemnmugywwsd.dprom

These are the laws sought to be re ed. It is wise in the
advocates of repeal to deal in general denunciation instead of
discussion of the epecific provisions of the law.

I again call the attention of the country to the fact that every
gection of these laws simply guarantees to every citizen, under
the Constitution, the richt to cast the vote which the laws of
the State give him. In the earlier part of this discussion there
was a labored effort to make it appear that these laws were un-
constitutional, and the distinguished gentleman from Maryland
[Mr. CompTON] made an effort, courteously expressed, to show
that the Federal Government could not interfere in these mat-
ters until after the State had refused to act in the premises.

. ﬁ‘he provision of the Constitution (section 4, Article I) is as
ollows: P

The times, places, and manner of ho! elections for Senators and Re

resentatives shall be prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereo!
but the Congress may at time by law make or alter such regulations,
except as to places of ch Senators.

This phass of the question has been so ably argued by the
minority of the Committee on Elections, supplemented by the
able arguments of gentlemen on this side, thaf it is useless to
again even attempt to go over the decisions of our courts.

The mere reading of the clause of the Constitution should
settle the question.

It scems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the language of the Consti-
tution which provides that Congress may at any time make
such re tions or alter the regulations made by the States is
conclusive as to the intention of the founders of this Govern-
ment, and shows that the Federal Government has primary and
orlﬁinal jurisdiction in these matters if it desire to exercise if.
And if the gentleman who immediately preceded me believes that
Thomas Jefferson and the other distinguished men to whom he
referred, who formed this Government, knew so little of the
English ageas to i rate such a section as that in the
Constitution without intending to give the Federal Government
power to interfere, he underrates and belittles their intelli-

nee.
g‘!’.Thoay were men of marvelous sagacity, and used words to ex-
Eergss their meaning with a clearness and force which has never

n excelled.

When they used the words *‘ make or alter” regulations, they

ve the full power to the General Government to protect elec-
g;ns of Federal officers.

The fact that the fathersof the Republicnever exercised this
right is no argument. If the occasion demanding its exercise
had arisen, they would not have hesitited to apply the remedy.

1 have been taught to believe that the Supreme Court of the
United States is the final tribunal to pass upon the constitution-
ality of laws. I remember, Mr. Speaker, that when the Dred
Scott decision was before the country and the conscience of the
nation was aroused by it, I was told as a boy by my good Demo-
gn.t.ic father that it was a crime to challenge a decision of the

upreme Court of the United States, and the Democratic party

ied around that decision in solid phalanx as the supreme law
of the land: and, as suggested by my friend [Mr. TAWNEY], the
Republicans recognized it as the supreme law of the land, except
i‘.'n few extremists, who appealed to a higher power, ‘‘a higher

w-”

Mr. Bpeaker, the ition of the Democratic party of the
United States to-da ,I;.:foreshadowed by my friend from Vir-

inia [Mr. TUCKER], is very similar to that which the abolition-

occupied, ap ing toa * higher law " than the Constitu-
tion and the decisions of the Supreme Court,

Mr, TUCKER. Did the Republicans recognize the decision
of the Supreme Court when they packed it to get the legal-ten-
der decision in the case of Hepburn vs. Griswold?

Mr. HULL. Congress had the right fo increase the number
of Judges of the Supreme Court. e business of the country
demanded an increase.so that cases might be decided during
the life of litigants. The Republicans alwaysyield obedience to
the mandates of our courts.

Having the clear right to legislate on the questions now before
the House is one thing, the advisability of exercising this right
is another.

Mr. Speaker, the question as to the expediency of exercising
this power, is one that is open for discussion now as it probably
alwayswillbe. The questions, are the laws wise, shouig they be
enacted, or if enacted, shonld theystand? is a legitimate subject
for discussion. The tendency to day in the States of the North-
west, Mr. Speaker, is toward protecting the purity of the ballot
box, not breaking down safeguards. the earlier days of the
Republie, when population was sparse and the centers of popula-
tion few, there was but little crime against suffrage.

Each man knew his neighbor; each man believed that it was
his duty to protect the purity of the ballot box. Butto-day with
our increasing population, with the immense growth of our great
cities, the %:&mntﬂas of a pure ballot are more needed to bz en-
acted into law than ever before in the history of the Republic.
Take the great States of the Northwest. e have free elec-
tions there. I do not know that I can agree with my distin-
guished friend from Illinois [Mr. BLACK] that this will long be
true as fo Chicago; I am talking about the country districts and
the smaller towns.

Chicago, with its great population of foreigners, ignorant of
our laws, hostile to our traditions, enemies to our country in
many cases—that city has been one of the hotbeds of anarchy
within the last eight years—Chicago, with this great population,
is a menace to the free ballot in the State of Illinois and to free
elections there. In this remark I mean noreflection on my dis-
tinguished friend, because his record for patriotism, honesty, and
purity is above reproach. These laws did not prevent a full
election there last year. The results proved that every Demo-
crat had the right to vote and voted. Butoutsideof these great
g:liies. our tendency is to throwadditional safeguardsaround the

ot. ‘

Take my own State ol Iows, Republican since 1855, Republican
in all its dominant sentiments to-day as it ever was before. We
have there a law that absolutely guarantees to the humblest citi-
zen of the State the absolute right to avote. And we are fairer
than our friends in Tennessee, use we say to the ignorant
voter living in our State, “‘If you will make a statement to the
judges of election that you are unable to prepare your ticket in-
telligently and thereby vote for the men of your choice, a judge
whom Ivrlau may select shall go into the booth with you and
the ticket for you.” That provision, Mr. Speaker, was largely a
concession to our Democratic friends who have not been in this
country long enough to know exactly whom they want to vote for.

We are fairer in this than many of the States of the South.
They, too, have what they eall the Australian ballot. Butitisso
framed that it disfranc a majority of the people of the State.
Icommend the frankness with which it has been admitted that
this is the result of their laws. The assistant secretary of the
State of Arkansas, in answer to a question of Mr. Sayre, of Ala-
bama, replied:

The law works smoothly, quistly, satisfactorily. beautifully, and I pray
God every Southern State may soon have one lke it. It neutralizes to a

great extent the curse of the fifteanth amendment, the blackest crimse of the
nineteenth century. i

This answer explains the entire system of elections in Ala-
bama, Mississippi, Arkansas, and other SBouthern Statss, and is
gconfession of all thatisclaimed by the Republicans of the United

tates.

I was delighted with the speech of my friend from Tennessee
[Mr. PATTERSON] in its general tone. He expressed himself in
excellent temper and eloquently described the situation in the
South. He referred to the trisls the Southern States have gone
through since the beginning of the war, and he did it in such
admirable spirit and t.am;;er that he won the admiration, I be-
lieve, of every man on this side of the House for the frankness
of his argument. Yet, he proved too much. Btating first, that
we assumed the colored men to be Republicans when they were
not, he finished by showing that the colored vote could not be
trusted in his State, and that colored men were disfranchised
because they could not understand the questions that were be-
fore the country.

I want, for a minute, for my time is brief, to refer to that pe-
riod of reconstruction. No man who was a Union soldier and
went through the South during the bloody days of civil strife
has in his heart a single sentiment of hostility to the people of .
that section of the country. All who thus served during that
war recognize the valor of the Southern people, meoﬁze the
struggle that they made for what was absolutely wrong, but what
to them was unquestionably right.
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I want to say to you, Mr. Speaker, that while co this
much I must, as a representative of the Union Army as a
representative of the North, insist that the Republican party of
the United States, neither during the war nor at the close of the
war, nor at any time since the war, has ht in anyway to

unish the South or infuse any vindictive spirit into the charae-

r of its laws. The reconstruction acts were the outgrowth of
the war, made by the utter overthrow of the old order
and the necessity of preserving the fruits of the victory.

‘Why, Mr. Speaker, when the war closed the leaders of the re-
bellion expected punishment. Many left the United States; they
went to Mexico, to South America, and to Europe. But when
they found that thers was to be no attempt at punishment ex-
cept in the one case of the chief of the Confederacy, they came
back to renew their allegiance as citizens of the United States.
From the surrender of their armies to the present the North
has acted with forbearance. The enfranchisement of the negro
was the natural outgrowth of the situation. The North knew
that the colored people of the South were at least true to the
principles of the Union. Those colored people recognized in the
success of the Union Army their deliverance. They recognized
that from the success of the Union cause their hopes must come,
and their continued freedom would depend on the Nation and
not on the State.

The result was that the negroes constituted one of the loyal
elements of the South that was sought to be molded into citizen-
ship to preserve the Union in the rehabilitation of the Southern
States. There was no such thing as punishment in that policy.
It was a measure of protection to the people of the United States,
and to-day North and South rejoice in aland freed from tho
curse of slavery. /

Mr. Speaker, I believe thatso far as that question is congerned
it is rapidly passing away. I do not believe that these laws to-
day are hepr:g us in any State of the South. Theyareignored
there. I do not believe that they are eflective in protecting a
gingle colored man in any of his rights. We see this from the
result of the elections, where white men are returned to Con-

ress on meager votes from colored districts. But, I do believe
ghat outside of all questions of the South the ﬁem; cities of the
North need the protection of the Federal law in the election of
Representatives in Congress and in the election of men to vote
for President and Vice-President—the members of the electoral
college. For this reason I believe that every Republican, and
every maun who believes in a pure ballot should vote against the
repeal of these laws which are more a declaration of principle
than they are effective in practice.

The Republican party stands for a pure ballot; not for the
South or the North, but a pure ballot for the entire country;
not on sectional lines, but national. General Grant in the cam-

ign of 1880 said: **In every part of this country where the

ublican party has power, every citizen has the right to one

ot and to have it honestly counted.” Itwas true then; it is

true to-day. We are not sectional—we weicome the citizens of

every part of our country to the great free States of the North;

we like carpetbaggers to come & and help develop our land.
In the West most of us are carpetbaggers.

Mr. Speaker, the only danger menacinf this Republie in the
future will come from a corrupt ballot. 1t will not come again
from organized treason; it will not come again from classes as
some fear, but it will come, if at all, because the people of the
United States shall feel that they are outraged in their most
sacrod rights by having a minority rule over the majority.
The great cities of the North and the suppressed vote of any
Statfe is a menace. The true doctrine of every man who loves
his country, the true doectrine of every man who looks forward
to its prosperity in all the years of the future,should be that
every American citizen, white or black, rich or poor, no matter
in what land he may have been born, or what sun may have
browned his cheek, if he is an American citizen, should have
one ballot and have it honestly counted. And, Mr. Speaker, the
time will come in this counfry through honest discussion, through
appeals to fairness, through arguments that will reach all the
people South and North, Enst and West, the time will come
when every man under the flag will have one ballot, that ballot
will be counted and execuce his will as certainly **as lightnin,
executes the will of God.” [Applause on the Republican sideﬁ

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House
adjourns to-day it be fo meet at 11 o'clock on Monday.

The SPEAF&:R. Without objection that order will be made.
It is necessary, the Chair will state, to enable gentlemen who
desire to address the House to do so. Without objection there
will be an order made after the remarks of the gentleman from
Iowa &Mr. Cousins], who is next on the list, to take a recess
until 8 o’clock this evening for the purpose of debate only on the

ding bill. The Chair hears no objection to it. The gentle-
:ma.ni from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] will preside at the evening
session.

Mr. COUSINS. Mr, Speaker, my only apology for taking the
floorat this time is my desire to be recorded.l,zb;y voice as well as by
vote, against a measure which proposes to place the United States
in the attitude of surrendering to the very crimes that are most
dangerous to her existence and which threaten most her pres-
ervation. I am very well aware that a few of the early settlers
of the State of Missouri, as well as some of their modern dis-
ciples throughout the land, and now and then an eminent indi-
vidual who has been admitted to the bar, have reached the
familiar Democratic conclusion that the United States Govern-
ment has no constitutional power to protect her citizens at
Federal elections,and that Federal statutes which have existed
for over twen;j;fears are unconstitutional, although the highest
judieial tribunal of the land has expressly held to the contrary.

Ishall ask unanimous consent at this point to incorporate, with-
out stopping now to read, as my time is limited, an extract from
the opinion of the Supreme Court in the Siebold case, the re-
marks of Mr. Madison and others, and some other data bearing
upon this subject. “

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Isthere oggo;tion to the request
of the Eaéxt.lemau? [After a pause.] The ir hears none.

Mr. COUSINS. Mr. S er, I recommend for the considera-
tion of these gentlemen—who, by the w:g,ha.ve discovered that
almost every enactment that has blessed the American People
for over a quarter of a century has been ‘' unconstitutional "—the
opinions of Mr. Story, thateminent constitutional critic of whom
the late Edward Everetf said:

Law, equity, and jurlsprudence constitute the edifice which no man can
raise above one Story. .

After enumerating the objections and arguments made against
the constitutional provision that Congress may atany time make
or alter regulations governing Federal elections, Mr. Story, in
his C{:}mmantaries on the Constitution, says: (Section 816, vol-
ume 1):

In answer to all such reasoning it was urged that there was not a single
article in the whole system more completely defensible. Its propriety
rested upon this plain proposition, that every government ought to contaln
in itself the means of its own preservation.

In the same section he says:

ary power over elections must be vested somewhere. There
seemed but three ways in which it could be reasonably organized. It might
either wholly in the National Le ature, or wholly in the State

gislatures, or in the latter, a ultimately in the former. The
last was the mode ado; by theconventjon. Theregulation of elections is
submitted, in the first instance, to the local governments, which, in ordmnr!
eases, and when no improper views }?mvau. may both conveniently and sat-
isfactorily be by them exercised. Hut in extraord tances the
power is reserved to the National Government, so thatit may not be abused,
and thus d the safety and permanence of the Union.

Beginning section 817, he further says:

Nothing can be more evident than that an exclasive power in Sl.ataLe%ls-
latures to regulate electlons for the National Government would leave the
existence of the Union entirely at their mercy.

Section 4, Article I, of the Constitation provides:

The times, places, and manner of holding electicns for Senators and Rep-
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, eXx-
cept as to places of choosing Senators.

In discussing this provision of the Constitution, Mr. Madison

used the following language: «

The necessity of the General Government sugepoees all the State Legisla-
tures will sometime fail or refuse to consult the common interests at the
expense of the local conveniences or prejudices.

He further says:

‘Whenever the State
would take care so to mol
to succeed.

latures had a favorite measure to carry they
their regulations as to favor the candidates they
Besldes, the inequality of the representation in the
Legislatures of ticular States would produce a like inequality in their
representation the National Legislature, as it was presumable that the
countles havmﬁ‘the power in the former case would securs it to themselves
in the latter. hat danger could there be in giving a controlling power to
the National Legislature? Of whom was it to consist? First, of a Senateto
be chosen by the State Legislatures. If the latter, therefore, could betrusted
their representatives could notbe dangerons.—7%e Madison Papers, volume
3, pages 1260, 1281,

Mr. George Ticknor Curtis, that eminent eritic of the Consti- -
tution, in referring to the subject of Federal surpervision of
elections, and in discussing the views of Mr. Madison, says:

Mr. Madison, in his minutes, adds the explanation that the power of Con-
gress to make regulations was supplied in order to enable them to regulate
the elections if the State should fail or refuse todo so. But the text of tha
Comstitution as finally settled gives authority to Congreas “‘at any time" to
“make or alter such regulatioas;” and this would seem to coufer a power
which, when exercised, mnst be paramount, whether a State regulation ex-
ists nt the time or not.—Constitutional History of the United Slales, volume 1,
pages 479, 480,

Let me recommend for the consideration of the author of this
bill, who insists that the laws under consideration are unconsti-
tutional, the wisdom of Alexander Hamilton, expressed in paper
No. 59, on page 272 of the Federalist. In considering this pro-
vision of the Constitution he says: :

I am Fres.:.ly mistaken, notwithstanding, if there be any article in the
&ol:a;n mcstr:hf.pmplemy gg;?nsmgﬂe ;ahxn this. Its propriety rests upon

5 o o tion: that every government ought to con-
taln in itself the means of its own preservation.
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Again, he says in the same article:

Nothing can be more evident than that the exclusive gawer of re,
elections for the National Government in the hands of the State
tures would leave the existence of the Union entirely at their mercy. ¥
could at any moment annihilate it by neglecting to provide for the choice of
persons to administer itsaffairs. It is to litule ur?ose to say that a neglect
or omission of this kind would not be likely to take place. The constitutional
possibility of the thing, without an equivalent for the risk, is an unanswer-
able objection; nor has any satisfactory reason been yet assigned for incur-
ring that risk. The extra

ting
sla-

vagant s of a distempered jealousy can
never be di ed without that character.
If we are in the humor to presume the abuses of power, 1t 1s as fair to

pre-
sume them on the part of the State government as on the of the General
Government, and as it is more consonant to the rules of the just theory to
intrust the Union with the care of its own existence than to transfer that
care to any other hands; if abuses of power are to be hazarded on the one
glde or on the other, it is more reasonable to hazard them where the power
wounld naturally be placed than where it would unnaturally be placed.

But the Supreme Court of the United States, which is the su-
1E‘;lrﬁsmea judicialauthority of the land, has passed upon the constitu-

ionality of these laws uestion in at least two cases.

arte Siebold, (100 U. 8. R., 371), the opinion is delivered
by Mr. Justice Bradley, in which he says:

The objection that the laws and regulations, the violation of which is
made punishable by the acts of Congress, are State laws and have not been
adopted by Congress is no sufficient answer to the power of Congress to im-

?unishmant: Itis trune that Congress has not deemed it necessary to
lnm ere with the duties of the ordinary officers of election, but has been
content to leave them as prescribed by State laws. It has only created ad-
ditional sanctions for their performance, and provided means of supe mn
in order more eflectually to secure such performance. The imposition of

nnishment implies a prohibition of the act punished. The Statelaws which
‘ongress sees no occasion to altar, but which it allows to stand, are in effect
adopted Congress. It simply demands thelr fulfillment. Content to
leave the laws as t.hez are, it 18 not content with the means provided for
their enforcement. It provides additlonal means for that pu e, and we
think it i{s entirely within its constitutional power to do so. It is silmply
the exercise of the power to make additional regulation. (Pages 388, 389)

The question is even more elaborately discussed in the case of
ex purte Yarborough (110 U. 8. R., 615), in which case Mr. Justice
Miller delivered the opinion of the court, without dissent. The
court says:

That a government whose essential character is republican, whose execn-
tive head and legislative body are both elected, whose most numerous and
powerful branch of the Legislature is elected by the people directly, has no

wer by anpropriate laws to secure this election from the influence of vio-
}:’.—.ca, of corruption, and of fraud, is a proposition so startling as to arrest
attention and demand the greatest consideration.

If this Governmentisanything more than a mere gation of delegated
agents of other States and governments, each of which is superior to the
General Government, it must have the power to protect the elections on
which its existence depends from violence and corruption.

If it has not this power it is left helpless before the two t natural and
historical enemies of all republics, open violence and insiduous corruption.
(Pages 657, 658.) »

The court further says, in the same opinion:

If the Government of the United States has within ita eonstitutional do-
main no snmorug toprovide against these evils, if the very sourcesof power
may be polsoned by eorruption or eontrolled by violence and outrage with-
out legal restraint, then indeed is the country in danger, and its best
powers, its highest purposes, the hopes whichit inspires, and the love which
enshrines it, are at the mercy of the combinations of those who respect no
right but brute force on the one hand and unprincipled corruptionists on
the other. (Page 067.) ]

So that we may regard the question of constitutionality as set-
tled, not only by these pronounced decisions of the very body
having authority to decide the question, but by the wise and
patriotic reasoning of the most eminent lawyers and of states-
‘'men whose namesand ability have glorified the history of Amer-
ica for all time.

The discussion of this measure, to one who was not born early
enough to imbibe the prejudices that seem to supply most of the
feeling that has been so manifest, has sounded both amusing and
sad.
It is a great pity that a representative of so enlightened a
country as our own, boasting of the distinction of belonging to
the Confederacy, in the discussion of the question whether alaw
against bribery and fraud is or is not constitutional should deem
it necessary or elevating to remind Congress and the country
that, under the same circumstances, he would again rebel against
the hnion and the flag. And yet, to one who has always heard
it denied by the Democracy of the North that their Southern
vrethren still eling to the threadbare and ragged doctrine of
State rights, this discussion has afforded a full and complete
refutation of that Northern denial. :

I had always supposed from what I could gather fromhistory,
and from a natural inborn patriotism, and from the Constitution
itself, and our Supreme Court’s interpretation of it, that the
United States Gavernment had some authority in addition to the
mere right to Eublish a map of herself. But it would seem from
these echoes that still come from the tombs of the dead and from
the lips of the living Democracy, that we are af last only a con-
federation of States,"and that the life of Lincoln and of that
illustrious army of matchless loyalty has been lost, not only in
example, but in fact. 3

Gentlemen of the majority seem to interpret the last election
as u final adjudication of the question of State rights, and that

the people of America have at last abandoned their power and
authority as a nation and have yielded it to the jurisdietion of
individual States. Whether or not such was the intention of
their verdict shall doubtless be revealed when they are apprised
of the manner in which it has been interpreted, and of the ad-
vantage that has been taken of it. Let us consider some of the
provisions which the bill seeks to repeal.

One of the most important sections of the statute sought to be
repealed by the pending measure is the one punishing fraud,
bribery, and intimidation. It is as follows:

SEC. 8511, If, at any election for Representative or Delegate in Congress,
any personknowingly gemonatas and votes, or attempts to vote, inthe name
of any other person, whether living, dead, or fictitious; or votes more than
once at the same election for any candidate for the same office; or voles ata
place where he may not be lawfully entitled to vote; or votes without having
a lawful right to vote; or does any unlawful act to secure an opportunity to
votefor himself, or any other person; or by force, threat, intimidation,
bribery, reward, or offer thereof, unlawfully prevents any qualified voter of
any State, or of any Territory, from freely exercising the right of sufirage,
or by any such means induces any voter Lo refuse to exercise such right, or
compels, or induces, by any such means, any officer of an election in any
such State or Territory to receive a vote from a person not legally qualitied
or entitled to vote; or interferes in manner with any officer of such edec-
tion in the discharge of his duties; or by any such means, or other unlawful
me induces any officer of an election or officer whose duty it is to ascer-
tain, announce, or declare the resuit of such election, or give or make
any certificate, document, orevidence in relation thereto, toviolate or refuse
to comply with his duty or any law regulating the same; or knowingly re-
ceives ihe vote of any person not entitled to vote. or refuses to receive the
vote of any person entitled to vote, or aids, counsels, procures, or advises
any such voter, person, or officer to do any act hereby made a crime, or omit
to do any dt;tl.r the omission of which is hereby made a erime, or attempt to
do s0, he shall be punished by a fine of not more than 500, or by imprison-
ment not more than three years, or by both, and shall pay the costs of the
prosecution.

Another punishes fraudulent registering and personating the
dead by registering in their name for the purpose of voting, ete.
1t is as follows:

SEC. 5512, If atany tration of voters for an election for Representa-
tive or Delegate in the Congress of the United States, any person know
personates and roﬁ'lstars. or attempts to register, in the name of any other

rson, whether living, dead, or fictitious, or frauduiently registers, or

raudulently attempts to register, not having alawful right so to do; or does
any unlawful act to secure registration for himself or any other person; or
by force, threat, menace, intimidation, bribery, reward, or offer, or promise
thereof, or other unla means, prevents or hinders any person having a
lawtul right to register from dnli mrclx%g such right; or compels or in-
duoces by anyof such means, or unlawful means, anf officer of registra-
tion to a tto tration any person not legally entitied thereto, or in-
terferes in any manner with any officer of registration in the discharge of his
duties, or by any such means, or other unlawful means, induces any officer of
registration to violate or refuse to comply with his duty or any law regulat-
ing the same; or if any such officer knowilﬂ;ly and willfully registers as a
voter any person not entitled to be registered, or refuses to so register any
rson entitled to be registered; or if any such officer or otber person who
as any duty to perform in relation to such registration or election, in as-
certaining, announcing, or declaring the result thereof, or in giving or mak-
ing any certificate, document, or evidence in relation thereto, knowingly
neglects or refuses to perform any duagrequired by law, or violates any duty
imposed by law, or does any act unauthorized by law relating to or affecting
such registration or election, or the result thereof, or any certificate, docu-~
ment, or evidence in relation thereto, or if any person aids, counsels, pro-
cures, or ad any such voter, person, or officer to do any act hereby made
a crime, or to omit mlf act the omission of which is hereby made a crime,
avery such person shall be punishable as prescribed in the preceding section.

During the entire discussion of this measure not one of the
advocates of repeal has seen fit to read or refer to the provisions
of these statutes. Why? Because no patriotic American citi-
zen who enjoys the luxury of a conscience and an intellect can
read the sections that I have just quoted and at the same time
condemn them. r

One would suppose from listening to the awful ranting and
from witnessing their terrible altitudes that these gentlemen who
advocate the measure were actually confronted at the polls by
military troops, and theappalling and woeful expressions of some
of their faces would drive a timid citizep off the dryland into the
sea; while the fact is that all of the sections to which I refer are
mere provisions for the punishment of offenses which every man
with the slightest sense of right and wrong admits are vile and
ignominious erimes. .

I want to ask every man who advocates this measure, which
seeks to repeal every one of these sections of the Federal stat-
ute, why do you desire to re a law that proposes punish-
ment for bribery and fraud? Is it that you favor such crimes?
Is the politicial emergepcg such that you deem it necessary to
resort tothese crimes? 1 have heard itsaid, and often, too, upon
this floor, that these laws destroy liberty. What liberty doegou
mean, gentlemen? The freedom of crime? Is that, indeed, a
privilege so dear to you? What *“liberty” does section 5512 de-

stroy? The freedom to personate some other person, living or
dead, to register and vote in his name. Is that the only kind of
frezdom gentlemen ean appreciate and enjoy? If so, I should

like to hear some of the gentlemen state their objections to mur-
der and treason.

It is a significant fact, Mr. Speaker, that those who seem to
most vehemently advoecate the repeal of these laws against brib-
ery, fraud, and intimidation are the representatives of the re-
gions of Tammany and Tyranny. That fact fits well the recent
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boasting declaration on this floor by a member from New York
City, that they had carried that city b{ over 50,000 majority,
and when what he was pleased to call ‘*these infamous laws”
were repealed, they would carry it by over a hundred thousand!
I presume he meant that when they have that peculiar ‘‘free-
dom” in New York City and are no longer trammeled by laws

ainst false registration, fraud, and bribery, that their majority
:rﬁll be practically unlimited, and can be used after midnight at
any election to offset whatever majority may be reported at
Brooklyn Bridge from the whole of the Empire State.

On tﬂ: other hand, gentlemen from that other region—and
notably from Mississippi—do not seem to think a repeal of these
laws against election crimes will change their situation, for the
reason, as stated, that they are practically a dead letter there,
and in view of the fact, as they are pleised to defianily say, that
‘“Constitution or no Constitution,” *‘law or no law,” they will
not bs dominated.

One of the most startling facts of the century and one that will
challenge the credulity of posterityis that in the year 1893, inthe
Fifty-third Congress, in a country whose Constitution guaran-
tees universal suffrage,a Represzentative who wields the greatest

wer upon this floor, was elected by less than 2,700 votes in a

istrict where thereis a ];Jlopulat.ion of more than 184,000 souls
and a nominal voting population of nearly 37,000.

This district—the Second—is represented with less than 2,700
cast at his election, by the present chairman of the Committee
on Rules, whose official {Josltion enables him to practically con-
trol the fate of every bill.

Bring whatever measure you may for the consideration of this
body; present it in whatever manner you may for the considera-
tion of this House. This gentleman, eminent as he is upon this
floor, who has not enough votes to elect a member of the board
of supervisors in one of my counties, can by the snap of his finger
or the mark of his pen retard legislation or hurry it as he
chooses. I do not know that I shall have the time to do so, but
I would like to give in detail the vote of the several districts of
the State of Mississippi as a matter pertinentto this question. .I
will do so at all events, as it will take but a brief time.

Takethe Firstdistrict of Mississippi, represented by that genial
f:ntleman [Mr. ALLEN]. The total population of this district

1890 was 143,315. The total voting population was 28,663. The
total votes cast in the election of 1892 were, for the Democratic
candidate 5,605, for the People’s candidate 1,418, being a total of
7,023 votes cast, leaving 21,640 voters whose votes do not appear
in that election. What is the reason of this discrepancy? Can
anﬁ gentleman explain it.

r. OATES. Where does the gentleman get that informa-
tion?

Mr. COUSINS. Right from the Congressional Directory.

Mr. OATES. But how does the gentlemen find the number
of voters? The Congressionnl Directory shows the number of
votes cast. The gentleman has been speaking of the number of
voters who did not vote.

Mr. COUSINS. Therule fordetermining the number of voters
is that it is about one-fifth of the total population. I made the
calculation on that basis, and I believe it to be about accurate,
:il:ltliough the voting population was in fact a little in excess of

at.

Mr.OATES. Isupposedthe gentleman made thatealeulation.
But what evidence has he of the fact that he is correct as to the
total number?

Mr. COUSINS. All of the figures that I shall cite in regard
to the population of these districts and the other districts I shall
mention were made by the census of 1890. The vote to which I
refer was the voteof 1892. Itisto bepresumed that the popula-
tion has greatly increased since that time, so that in point of
fact the proportion of nonvoting citizens would be even greater
than T have givan it. If, however, I shall give the figures too
small or too large, I will be glad to yield for correction. But I
think I have given them too small, if there is an error either
wzllg, because the population has increased since the census of 1890.

ake the Second district of Mississippi, represented by Mr.
KyLE. The total voting population is 34,102; the total votes cast
for both the Democratic and People’s candidates were 7,803, leav-
ing 26,200 votes unaccounted for. Will any gentleman explain
what has become of them?

The Third district, represented, as I have said, by Mr. CATCH-
INGS, chairman of the Committes on Rules, had in 1890 a voting
population of 34,102—the total population being 170,512. There
were cast for Mr. CATCHINGS {4&15, and for the Republican can-
didate 159, making the total vote actually cast 2,654, and leaving
94,205 persons entitled to vote, but whose votes were in some
mysterious manner suppressed. Think of it, and remember that
this is called the ‘‘universal suffrage Union.”

I lege it to you gentlemen whether or not they were permitted
to vote.

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman allow me just there an in-
terruption?

Mr. COUSINS. I should be glad to do so, but you must re-
member that I have but thirty minutes, and very likelymy time
can not be extended, as many others wish to speak before the

vote.

Mr. OATES. It is possible that it may be. I wanted to call
your attention to this fact: I am not speaking for or against the
constitution of the State. I do not know its provisions in re-
gard to this matter, but you know that the State has a right to
prescribe the ualifications of its voters.

Mr. COUSINS. Ido not understand, under my view of the
Constitution, that any State has the right to prescribe qualifica~
tions for the voters of the State contrary to the provisions of
the Constitution of the United States.

Mr. QATES. Well, if my friend will read carefully and con-
sider the fourteenth article of amendment to the Constitution,
he will find that the penalty of denying the right of franchise
by a State to any number of people, of 21 years or upward, except
for participation in rebellion or other crime, is a reduction, fn
proportion, of the basis of representation of such State. It
amounts simply to & loss of representation.

Mr. COUS%NS. But that denial of representation has never
operated in practice. Will the gentleman from Alabama show
in a single instance where it has operated in the reduction of
the representation on this floor?

Mr. OATES. What [ mean is that when the gentleman is
undertaking to quote the figures he has given, he ought to look
to the provisions of the constitution of Mississippi and see what
it prescribes in that direction.

Mr. COUSINS. Will the genileman from Alabama state
whether or not the representation on this floor from the State of
Iédistag%sippi has been reduced, because of the reduced vote of that

tate?

Mr. OATES. I juststated that I do not know theapplication
of the grovisions of the Constitution in the case cited. I do
know this, though, that if under the constitution the State dis-
franchises enough male citizens, coming within the purview of
the fourteenth article of the constitution, to equal the appor-
tionment of one Representative, the State would, on that bisis,
lose a Representative. I do not know, however, anything about
the action of the State in regard to the point the gentleman has
be=n discussing, and, therefore, called his attention to it, so
that he could take it under consideration.

Mr. COUSINS. But the State has lost no representation.

Mr. OATES. I have nof said that it has. have only said
what it would be subject to. Of course, that would have to be
proved; and you are taking the whole population, and not mak-
ing any allowance for what the constitution may do in the dis-
franchisement or denying of the right to vote.

Mr. COUSINS. Iam taking the actual voting population of
these districts in 1890, and I am not adding anything for the in-
crease of poEuIation up to 1892.

Mr. OATES. You are taking the males 21 years old and up-
ward, without regard to what the State constitution does in the
way of disfranchisement.

Mr. COUSINS. Of course, Iam not taking into consideration
auyt.hing that would disfranchise a man on account of his color,
or anything that would disfranchise him for any reason. I am
taking into consideration only those things that qualify him as
a citizen and voter under the Constitution of the United States.

Mr. OATES. A man’scolor isnoreason fordisfranchisement.
It ean not be, as it would be a violation of the Constitution of
the United States.

Mr. COUSINS. That is what I say; but I can not dwell any
longer on that. My time is too limited.

Mr. OATES. But the rignt of the franchise may be denied,
because a man may be of a particular religious faith, or anything
like that: and the penalty would be the loss of representation.

Mr. COUSINS. Can such athing be done under the Consti-
tution of the United States?

Mr. OATES. The Constitution of the United States does not
secure any such immunity.

Mr. CO{ISINS. Can a man be denied the right to vote on
account of his religious faith, under the Constitution of the
United States?

Mr. OATES. The Constitution of the United States does not
secure anything in that respect. It is a question for the State
as to what is proper to be done on that ground. The penalty
would be a loss of representation.

Mr. COUSINS. The gentleman differs with me as to what
authority is to be considered in the settlement of this guestion.
I travel under the Constitution of the Union in determining the
rights of citizens. You travel evidently under the constitution
of the State in determining the rights of citizens, and if the
constitution of Mississippi has any provisions in defiance of the
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Constitution of the United States, she had better bury them in
the grave with " State sovereignity ” and slavery.

Mv. OATES. I refer to the reports made from the Judiciary
Committea, both majority and ority, on a resolution offered
by the gentleman from Tennessee on that question. If you will
read that you will find that we went to the bottom of it on both

sides.

Mr. COUSINS. I will be glad toconsider all the orations that
have been made gﬂthese ntlemen.

In the Fourth distriet of Mississippi, which had a total popu-
lation of 213,256, or a voting population of 42,601, the gentleman
who represents that djstrictﬁ . MONEY] received 6,223 votes.
There were cast 3,905 of the People’s party, or a total of 10,128
votes cast, leaving 32,5623 voters who took no partin the election.
‘Where were they on election da{li;d

The Fifth Mississippi district a total population of 234,615,
or a voting population of 44,923. The votes received by the mem-
ber who represents that district [Mr. WiLLIaAMS] were 7,541, and
the Populist candidate received 3,023, or a total of 10,569 votes
cast, and 34,351 voters who did not participate in that election.
1 agl;. .nglal‘e were they on election day, if elections there are free
and fair?

The Sixth Mississippi distriet had atotal population of 166,913,
or a voting population of 33,382. The gentleman representing
that distrioh[hfr. BTOCKEDALE] received 4,610, and the opposition
candidate received 1,034 votes, making the total of 5,604 votes
cast and 27,718 voters who did not vote.

In the Seventh Mississippi district, eontaining the county of
Copiah, celebrated as the home of the late Print Matthews, who
was murdered because he insisted on his right to go to the polis
and vote, the total population was 186,692, a voting population of
381,338, The gentleman who representsthatdistrict[Mr, HOOKER]
received 4,984 vo the People’s party candidate received 1,902,
and there were 207 Republican votes cast, making a total of 7,003
wﬁea,}ea‘lrclng 80,245 voters who did not cast any ballot, Why?
why? I ask.

Sz the total po%n!n.tionof Mississig.pi in 1890 was 1,289,600; the
. total vote that should be cast was 257,920, while the total vote
actually cast in 1892 was 51,024, the suppressed vote bein? 206,-
896. Even with these existing laws against intimidation, fraud,
and bribery, four men out of every five in that State entitled to
the sacred right of franchise under the Constitution are
hibited from voting; and all this, Mr. Speaker, in a re
wheare every ballot box from Maine to California shou
sacred as a virgin's virtue.

So that the whole State of Mississippi presents a case here
where only one man out of five is permitted to vote. Now I
leave that problem to you gentlemen to solve, whether it is on
account of intimidation or fraud or whether it is on account of
the willful or avowed pu that these men shall not vote be-
cause the color of their skin is black. Now I want fo stop right
here to express my opinion uPon that question. Some of the
Representatives here say that it is true t these people donot
vote, and they say ‘*We shall not be dominated by their vote.”
Other gentlemen rise in their places to deny that the charge
is true as to their districts. e gentleman from Tennessee
[ﬁr. Cox] denied that that was true as to Tennessee. I would

e to know how the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. COX] re-
rds the challenge of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr,
fdaom], that the colored men do not vote, and that the white
ple of that State will not be dominated by them. I want to

ow how these gentlemen harmonize their two theories, I
maintain that il gentlemen say it is absolutely impossible and
impracticable to allow the negro the right of suffrage in this
country, the place to settle that question is on the floor of Con-
, and that the minority can not take the Constitution and

aws of this country into their own hands, and, with a shotgun,
%ﬁfy ﬂiﬁs Constitution and stop the colored man from voting at

e .

Ygg say we should be patriotic and fair. I say thatthe right
Eg.oe to settle that question is by law on the floor of Congress,

ore the eyes of nﬁ men and notby the means that have been
adopted, which place the blot of shame and crime upon our com-
monwesalth. The laws now sought to be repealed interfere some-
what with that course of terror and of tyranny, and hence they
are denounced. But do you :éxﬁmpose that a free people, endowed
with conscience and with in t, will condone the wrong of
this repeal when you shall have accomplished it? 3

I know we are a busy people, a commercial people, with eyes
all bent on gain, lulled into security by the peaceful progress
of nearly a century: but remember, sir, the words of thatin-
spired and undeviating Boston patriot who kindled flames that
helped to melt the chains of slavery:

You may build—

He sald—
your cayial of granite and pile 1t as high as the Rocky Mountains, but if it

ublic
be as

r:dtmdsdom or mixed up with iniguity, the pulse of a girl willin time beat

In the State of South Carolina we find the same state of
affairs as in Mississippi. The total population of that State
according to the census, of 1890, was 1,151,149. The nominal
voting population atthe same time was 230,000 in round numbers.
In 1892 it would, by the increase of population in two years, b2
much more; and yet, Mr. S er, the actual vote cast in South
Carolina in the Presidential election was only 68,625. More
than 160,000 legal voters were in some way disfranchised. And
yet that State with a vote of 68,625, sendsseven Representatives
to this Congress.

The vote cast in two districts of the State of Iowa in 1892 was
far greater than in the whole State of South Carolina, which has
a population of over & million of people. The Stateof Iowa, with
a population of 1,911,896, castat the election of 1892, 540,462 votes.

n the First district of South Carolina there were suppressed
at the last election 20,540 votes; in the Second distriet, 22,213
votes; in the Third district, 21,124 votes; in the Fourth district,
217,140 votes; in the Fifth district, 17,460 votes; in the Sixth dis-
trict, 19,816 votes; in the Seventh district, 33,310 votes.

This record of shame, Mr. Speaker, will only be surpassed
when this repeal of every Federal statute that guards the ballot
box shall be achieved.

The gentleman from Mississippi yesterday branded the majority
of his State as *‘ veneered savages;” practically admits that the
colored man is not permitted to vole, or at least, notto have any
part in governing, and proposes to solve the “‘race problem” by

litically annihilating the race that constitutes the problem, in

efiance to the Constitution by which they are recognized, even
as the gentleman himself is recognized.

I am not willing to discuss the question with the gentleman
who designates the colored citizen as a *‘ veneered savage® in
the presence of the colored membar of this body, who in this
very debate, by his modesty and ability, demonsirated that at
least one of the so-called ‘‘savages” is the peer of the maligners
of his race.

The spectacle egmsenbed not many days ago upon this floor,
when this colored member staggered a boastful Anglo-Saxon
from the State of Mississippi by a question that would do eredit
to the wisest student of political economy, was one that set even
his traducers to ing, and is not easy to forget. And onthe
following day, when again the sable son of Africa, adopted by
the universal suffrageunion, looked face to face with the haughty
Anglo-Saxon,and asked him, *‘ Do you say upon your honor that
elections in vour State of South Carolina are free and fair? " it:
was an awiul spell that touched the conscience of this body, and
a more terrible disgust when, to an afirmative answer, the
modest representative, with surpriaed! a.f:pealing eyes that glis-
tened through his ebon skin, replied, ** I am astonished at your
answer.”

And well might he be astonished, when he and every member
on the floor well knew that with a population of more than 150,-
000 in his district, the gentleman held his seat in Congress with
only 8,001 votes! A district that has a nominal voting population
of more than 30,0000 Where were the other 22,000 on election
day? Enjoying a ‘‘{ree and fair election,” I suppose.

But, why should these gentlemen of the South, who say that
these electionlaws are a *‘ dead letter ” there, object to the pun-
ishment of bribery in the North? Why should they favor {alse
and frandulent registration in New York City?

It was urged by the gentleman from Illinois[Mr, BLACK]that
only of late years have the benefits of these laws been invoked
in the city of Chicago, and that it was only for the purpose of
perpetuating the Republican party, which invoked their pro-
tection.

Is it possible that the enforcement of these laws and the pre-
vention of crime at the polls means the perpetuation of Repub-
licanism and that free and fair elections are synonymous with
Republican success? Is it possible that gentlemen have come to
the position, that when there shall be no more oppression, no
more {raud, no more intimidation or suppression of honest con-
stitutional votes, that then Republicanism will be perpetuated?
1f so, upon f:h’a ground of patriotism, in Heaven’s name let us

tuate it!

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr, BLACK] further tells us that
as far back as 1876 only a very small sum was expended in Chi-
cago under the Iederal election laws for supervisors and offi-
cers, but that last year over 830,000 was ex ed under these
laws, for about 2,400 officials, most of whom he declared were se-
lected from the slums and from disreputable classes (though he
refused to name them) for the purpose, as he thinks, of perpet-
uating or attempting to perpefuate the Republican party.

The logical conclusion from his argument is, thatif peace and
order is maintained at the polls, if intimidation and bribery are
prevented, if there is no ballot-box stuffing or stealing, and no
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” aliowed, and then, at the end, no frandulent count,
will have a tendency to perpetuate the Republican

party. I think thatis true, and I thank the gentlemen for this

admission which their ar, ts unwittingly contain.

Perhaps the gentleman has forgotten or declines to recognize
the real cause that called for well-guarded elections in Chicago
during later years. He omits to tell us that, subseguent to 1876,
began the growth of that cowardly and dreadiul terror, which,
starting in a secret council, soon whet its hellish courage to the

3.1? throwing bombs that tore and mangled human bodies in

open streets of that great city and finally, at the last elec-
tion. this modern satan—anarchy—achieved sufficient power to

on out itself. ILet me confess to the gentleman that 1 fear
there is little likelihood of perpetuating republicanism, even
with the aid of righteous laws, while anarchy is on the increase
and fruckled to by great officials.

It was urged by the author of this bill [Mr. TuCKER] that the
existence of these laws, which punish bribery and Traud and in-
timidation, casts a suspicion upon the citizen—suspects him of
the crimes they punish—and therefore should be repealed. I
presume, upon the same theory, the laws t murder, lar-
ceny, and arson are likewise Bus%i&cious of the citizens who en-

e in that kind of pastime. ill the gentleman advocate
Egir repeal also because they * suspect the citizen” and because
they destroy the *liberty” of crime?

‘C‘gill these thirty thousand men entitled under the Constitu-
tion of the United States to vote in one of these Mississippi dis-
tricts be satisfied in their disfranchisement to contemplate the
argument of the gentleman that the existence of thelaw looking
to the preservation of their right to vote should be re be-
cause it is suspicious of the citizens who rob them of that right?

Carefully avoiding a discussion of the provisions of the laws
themselves, most of the advocates of their repeal have taken
shelter in the vagaries of that lame and ancient phrase “ State
sovereignty.” That eminent leader of the Democracy [Mr.
BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky], with a voice as sweet as the wolian
harp, held the House the other day ina magic spell of tenderness
whl;fe he pictured the citizen of the locality as needing not the
assistance or restraint of a union of localities—in other words,
the Union. He said:

“Where can the stimalatin wer of all the acting and counteraoting in-
fBuences which develop énz

d be more stimula than in one of our
clities.

As you walk down the streets of Boston, dafly living among its traditions,
with the mighty dead around yon, the glorious present about you, and the
more hopeful future before you, can it be that newhnro?tmsma!.lo!m
{8 unworthy to sit with us, and that we must call his Eeop o a rabble and sur-
round his ballot box with some inferior power gathered from some other
district than his own?

Now, sir, nobody can appreciate more than I do the stimulat-
in‘gl influence of locality. No one loves more than 1——
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has

expired.

ﬁr. COUSINS. I understood that I had the remaining time
of my colleague . HuLL].

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I move the gentfleman have time
to finish his sp=ech.

Mr. COUSINS. I appreciate the courtesy and will not long
detain the House.

No one can appreciaste more than I the environments of nativ-
ity—the locality, the county, and the State. I vie with all men,
and I yield the palm to none who love their place of birth, and
who res their local government.

But, sir, I believe that the best citizen of the best town of the
best county in the best State of this great country can add much
to his intelligence and a great deal to his patriotism when he
contemplates the magnificence of all localities and of all the
Btates. When the citizen of the best locality and of the most
illustrious State comes here, beneath this canopy of States, in-
scribed with all these great and memorable designsand thrilling
mottoes, representing liberty, equality, justice, and industrial

, he will be filled with a new inspiration that should

u‘mpea H
that all

carry him beyond the provincialism of State worship, and ought | The

to widen his patriotism to that capacity, capable for once, if
never before, of spgraciating the individuality of our Union.
The gentleman chose a very good location in this country when
he took the city of Boston for his illustration, where he stood in
vontemplation of his surroundings—of the livinﬁ presentand the
hopeful future and the illustrious dead. But did he not know
that those illustrious dead reached the acme of their glory by the
advocacy of the spirit and the doctrine of universal and untram-
meled suffrage that we now contend for? Does he not know that
the Commonwealth of Massachusettsbecame distinguished in this
t Reg:ublic by her fidelity to the principles of universal suf-
under the teachings of such men as Phillips, and by her
ing exam;zle, re
superior and not an ‘‘ inferior power" ?

nizing the Federal Governmentas the

The gentleman’s illustration refutes his position and his ar-
gument. Evenso great a Commonwealfh as Massachusetts may
sometimes err, and then the wisdom of all States will be her
guide. Weakness may cause a State to lose her balance, and
then the Union’s strength ris her. In the desperation of
that weakness o State may fall below the par of patriotism and
secede, and then the Union seizes her again and puts her star
back into its constellation. Do you not ses, gentlemen, the vi-
tal necessity of this preserving and protecting Federal power, *
to which Mr. Story so pointedly refers? 1 wish that I could
fill the mind of every man who represents a State so full of
that unbounded patriotism that comes {rom a contem on of
the wisdom and the power of all the States—the U —that
there would be no room even forthe pinched and stingy thought,
‘*State sovereignty " and ** inferior Federal power.”

‘The dead carcass of that tainted thing was thrown into the ditch
with slavery by the sweeping car of progress more than a quar-
ter of a century ago. Let it rest! ere are living issues ol the
day, and the hours are speeding by. Labor wanders listlessly
about, and hunger walks the streets, while winter comes with no
delay. Let that have crossed their swords on living is-
sues p to their solution, acknowledging that this is a na-
tion and confronted by the fact that the interests of its great and
complex enterprises of wonderful extent are now at stake, and
let power be given to that pnrtghich serves.its common country
best. [Loud applause on the Republican side.]

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

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

To Mr. BOwER of North Carolina, for ten days, on account of
urgent business.

To Mr. STORER, for ten days, on account of important busi-
ness.

To Mr. BLACK of Illinois, from the 12th instant, on account of
important business.

LEAVE TO PRINT.

By unanimous consent, Mr. MCDEARMON obtained leave to
print remarks on the bill H. R. 2331.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. TARSNEY in the chair).
Under the order previously adopted, the House will be declared
in recess until 8 o'clock.

And accordingly (&t 5 o'clock and 45 minutes p. m.) the House
was declared in recess.

—_—

EVENING SESSION.

The recess having expired, the House was called to order by
Mr. KILGORE, as Speaker pro tempore, at 8 o'clock p. m.

The SPEAKER pro tem The House is in session for the

urpose of discuseing the bill H. R. 2331. The gentleman from
gTorth Carolina [Mr. GRADY] is recognized.

Mr. GRADY. Mr.speaker, the debats to which we have been
listening for some days has been of painful interest to me.

Many of the opinions advanced seem to me utterly at variance
with the legitimate deductions from well-known facts in our his-
tory, and many unkind and unjust accusations have been pre-
ferred against the people whom I have the honor in part to rep-
resent; and I have felt constrained in the interest of truth and
justice to present to the House and the country some of the his-
forical facts on which the political opinions of my people are
founded, and on which their justification may confidently rest.

The people of North Carolina, Mr. Speaker, are, with exceed-
ingly rare exceptions, the descendants of the men who stood
manfully for their rights during the Revolutionary war and in
the days when the question of the union of the States was agi-
tated. They inherit the sturdy qualities of their Isthers,ﬁla
same spirit of resistince to interference with their rights, and
the same views of the nature of the Federal Government and of
the powers delegated to it by the States, when they created it.
y remember that North Carolina refused at first to enter into
the new Union, and never agreed to do so until she could seeten
amendments added to the Constitution as saf ds against the
assumption of unwarranted powers by the new and untried co-
ordinate departments of the I(1}mrernme|1t.

These people, Mr. Speaker, belong to the class which has been
sneered at in this debife for * forgetting nothing and learning
nothing.” Ifis true they can not forget the fundamental prin-
ciples on which this Government was founded, and, be it to
their honor, they are dull pupils in the school which teaches
that the discretion of the Congress isthe onlylimitto its powers.
The unkind accusations against the people of the Southern
States (as, for instance, that they are ‘*happy in proportion to
their willainy ™) I shall not resent, but as Mr, Calhoun has been
denounced as the chief apostle of the vicious opinions of those
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le, I shall content myself with recalling the words of Daniel
ebster in his funeral oration:

Mr. President, he had the basis, the indispensable basis of all high charac-
ter, and that was tted integrity, unimpeached honor and character. If
he had aspirations, they were high and honorable and noble. There was
nOt-thl% ﬁlwﬁﬂg or low or meanly selfish that ever came near the head or
heart o . Calhoun.

These words, Mr. Speaker, I commend to those gentlemen on
this floor who can not rise above sectional animosity or to a just
np,izreciation of honorable manhood.

he forefathers of these people, Mr. Speaker, were not law-
yers; but when they decided to carry their State into the Union
they understood exactly what they were doing. The Constitu-
tion had been fully discussed for more than two years, its advo-
cates had explained all of its provisions, and their doubts had
been removed; and if North Carolina delegated powers which
she did not intend to delegate she wus deceived; a fraud was
practiced on her, and she was induced by false representations
to enter into a disastrous compact with the other twelve States.
The understanding at that time was that they were forming a
more perfect union of the States, more perfect in that it pro-
vided more satisfactory and more efficient means and methods
of doing what the Confederation was designed to accomplish as
set (orti in Artiele ILII:

The said States hercby severally enter intoa firm league of friendship
with each other for their common defense, the security of their liberties,
amd their mutual and general welfare.

The historical facts which I desire to present in the limited
time allotted to me must be briefly stated and somewhat unsat-
isfactorily arranged, but I trust I may make myself understood.

At the time of the adoption of the Articles of Confederation—
the first written Constitution of the United States—the sover-
eignty and independence of each of the States was not questioned
by any reshpect.a le authority, and the fear of the States that
there might arise in the coming years such a political party as
the Democrats are now co:nbaffn.g, induced them to preface that
Constitution with the declaration that ‘‘each State retains its
sovereignty, freedom, and independence, and every power, ju-
risdiction, and right which is not by this Confederation ex-
pressly dalegted to the United States in Congress assembled.”

In 1787, 1788, and 1789, these free, sovereign, and independent
States changed their Constitution in some particulars, but no-
where delegated their freedom, sovereignty, and independence.
Nothing was delegated except certain powers, juriadictions; and
rights. Anund be it remembered that the words *‘ national ” and
* nation,” as applied fo the people of these States, were delib-
erately and purposely excluded from the Constitution. It is
true that Mr, Hamilton, Mr. Madison, Mr. Jefferson, and other
statesmen of that day called the Det)pie of the United States a
nation even during the Confederation, and Mr. Hamilton in the
Federalist frequently calls the Confederation an '‘ empire;” but
to infer or claim that the people of these States are constitu-
tionally a ‘* nation " because those great men called them so, is
no more justifiable than to ecall the United States an *‘ empire
because Mr. Hamilton called them so.

The contention that we are now a nation, spelled with a capi-
tal **N,"” is based on the assumption, in part, that the Govern-
ment of the United Statesisa ‘‘ governmentof the people, by the
people, and for the people;” that it is a popular government, as
those words are usually understood; that is, a government
wherein a majority of the people govern. But, Mr. Speaker,
this is untrue. There is no provision of the Constitution, ex-
pressed or implied, requiring a majority of the people to electa
majority of either House of Congress or the President.
sa &c;int.ar, just here let me remind the gentlemen that every
act of Congress recoqrnizea the character of the Government in
its enacting clause. The language is:

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United
States of America in Congress assembled, ete.

That is, the ** United States in Congress assembled,” which
was the language of the Confederation, when the proeeedings of
each day’ssession in the Journal commenced by announcing which
‘‘States” were present. Let me here, parenthetically, ask gen-
tlemen to get their dictionaries and hunt up the origin, history,
and definitionsof “*State” and * Commonwealth.” The firstand
decisive fact, which can not be disputed, is that no bill can become
a law unless agreed to by a majority of the States in the Senute,
and no State ean be deprived of its equal voice in the Senate
without its consent.

Another fact pointing in the same direction is that if there
is no election OFOPresi ent by electors chosen by the States, a
mnii(ority of the States in the House of Representatives must
make the selection.

Taking my facts from the census and other reports, I have
constructed some tables which revezl three or four startling
truths. I find that twenty-three States of the Union,contain-

~

ing not quite twelveand a half millions of people—that is, about
one-fifth of the population of the United States, excluding Ter-
ritories—ean control the Senate with forty-six Senators; can
control the appointment of the judges of all the United States
courts; ambassadors, ministers,and consuls to foreign eountries;
the heads of Departments, and all other officers whose confirma-
tion by the Senate is re%uired by the Constitution, and veto any
measure demanded by the people.

I find again that fwelve States, containing alittle over 35,000,
000 people, can, by a bare majority vote in each State, which
would represent, say, 18,000,000 Eeopla——about three-tenthsof the
entire pOpulatmn-c!hoose 226 Presidential electors, a majority
of all, even against the protests of the other seven-tenihs of
the people. find that less than 28,000,000 of the people (in
thirty-three States) can elect a President of the United States.
I find again that ten States, containing about 32,000,000 people,
can, by a bare majority in each, representing, say, 17,000,000 peo-
ple, elect 180 members of the House of Representatives and con-
trol all legislation in this body, even against the protest of the

ining 45,000,000 people.

Now, these are facts not to be disputed by anybody. They re-
veal the true character of the Government, and takeaway eve
excuse from those who contend thatweare a ‘‘nation,” in whie
the majority of the peoplerule. How absurd, then, Mr.Speaker
is mueh of the talk we hear on this floor about the “National
Government” and the powers of the ‘‘nation.”

‘We have a recent case in our history showing the absolute
control of legislation by a minority of the people. During the
Fifty-second Congress, while the Democrats f': the House of Rep-
resentatives were endeavoring to deprive the classes of the
power tolevy tribute on the masses, and toreduceexpenditures
of the Peopla's money, they were metat every point by anadverse
majority in the Senate, which did not represent a majority of
the whole pec-ﬂla.

Deducting the States whose Senators represented opposing
political parties, and whose votes in the Senate were therefors
nullified, we ﬁnd seventeen States with Democratic Senatorsand
twenty-one States with Republican Senators. But the popula-
tion of the twenty-one Republican States was less than 22,000,-
000, while the population of the seventeen Democratic States
was nearly 26,000,000, Hence, 22,000,000 of people had more
power in the Senate than the 26,006,00(5 of people, and prevented
the enactment of legislation demanded by the majority. There
was no Southern fraud or violence responsible for this, and I
commend this fact to the gentlemen who have just waked up on
the Catskills.

These are unpalatable facts, Mr. Speaker, but they are facts
nevertheless; and I think the attention of the House and the
whole country should be called to them; and I hope I may be
pardoned if T warn those who are continually crying out about
‘' National Government” that the time may come when the peo-
E‘lae of these States, with the * national idea ™ thoroughly em-

dded in their minds, a nd the factstaring them in the face that
a minority canlegisiate for their weal or their woe, may rise u
in theirmight—form a fourth party, if you pleass—and deman
that the States be represented in the Senate according to their
population. When that time comes some of the States which have
worshiped at the shrine of Republicanism may find themselves
in danger of losing the power they have, which on their theor
isunjust, and ery out for ‘“‘help” to the downtrodden, malignes
Southern people, who believe thisis a Union of sovereign States.

The doctrines of the Republican party, Mr. Speaker, which
have been maintained in this debate and indeed during the last
thirty years, remind me of a passage contained in a book which
I hope gentlemen have all read, in which I have made some
slight alterations to suit the occasion:

‘‘ But he answered and said unto them, why do ye trans
the commandmentof the Constitution b%your tradition. * * *
Ye hypocrites, well did Jefferson prophesy of you, saying, this
people draweth nigh unto the Constitution with their mouth
and honoreth it with their lips, but their heart is far from it.
But in vain do they worship it, teaching for doctrines the opin-
ions of Hamilton."”

In further elucidation of my views, Mr. Speaker, I call atten-
tion toone or two infractions of the Constitution and aggressions
on the rights of the States. The right of eminent domain was
inherent in each of the original thirteen States as a right be-
longing to any sovereignty, and there was no dispute about it.
It has never been delegated,and the jealousy of the States is
clearly shown in Article I, section 8, clause 17, of the Constitu-
tion, in these words:

. =
all pikioes PUrChased by the CORsent of the TeRISAL LS of Uhe State in WAIC

the same shall be, for the erection of forts, magazines, arsenals, dockyards,
and other needful buildings.

Evidently, therefore, it was not the intention of the States to
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permit the Congress to come within their borders and take pos-
session of lands without their consent; and yet with this n
provision of the Constitution before us, we have witneaseti the
age of numerous acts by Congress for the condemnation of
nds within sovereign States withqut their consent, forso-called
national parks and national cemeteries, not provided for in the
Constitution. Another unwarranted assumption—based on the
“ national ” idea—is the claim of ownership by the Federal Gov-
ernment of the public lands and other property of the United
States. The States conferred upon the Congress ‘‘ the power to
dispose of and make all needful rules and regulations respecting
the territory or other property” which belonged to them—they
being the owners—and yet, by Federal legislation these States
have been deprived of every semblance of ownership.

Let us look, Mr. Speaker, into the titles to the forts, arsenals,
and dpckyards. The act of 1794, providing for the defense of
certain portsand harbors,expressly declared that Congressshould
pay nomoney for fortsand sites ceded tothe United States'‘ where
such lands are the property of the State,” and for this obvious
reason, that as the forts were built for the defense of the States
which built them, and this defense was now imposed on the Fed-
eral Government, it would be unjust to ask the United States to
pay for them.

In the deeds of cession from the different States, either by ex-
press language or implication, the sovereignty of the States re-
mains intact. Thus Massachusetts (the State of Mr. GILLETT)
declared atan early date that—

The sovereignty and jurisdiction of the Commonwealth extend to all places

within the boundaries thereof, subject only to such rights— {
|

Not sovereignty—

of concurrent jurisdlction as have been or may be granted over any places
ceded by the Commonwealth to the United States—

Not to the Government. And when New York (the State of
Mr. RAY) granted the use of a site for the Brooklyn navy-yard
she made this express reservation:

The United States are—
Not ‘*is,”as we now have it—

to retain such use and jurisdiction so long as sald tractshall be applied to the
defense and safety of the city and port of New York, and no longer.

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. May I ask the gentleman a ques-
L]

n?

Mr. GRADY. Yes,ifitison thisparticular part of my speech;
but I have very little time remaining.

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. May I ask the gentleman—and I
trust his time will be extended if he needs it, as I am interested
in this part of his argument—are we to understand from the ut-
terancesof the gentleman thathe insists the navy-yard at Brook-
lyn belongs to the State of New York?

Mr. GRADY. New York retained her sovereignty over the
Brooklyn navy-yard under the right of eminent domain. .

Mr &AIN K of Nebraska, Then the navy-yards belong to |
the State? .

Mr. GRADY. The United States have them in trust for the |
defense of the city and port of New York.

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Not for any national purposes?

Mr. GRADY. No, sir; for no purposes except that.

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. One other question. I believe
Mr. Tilden made the same kind of an argument, insisting that
without the consent of the State the Federal Government had
no right to place its troops in a State; and if they went into a
State they would be trespassers?

Mr. GRADY. I will comsé to that.

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Do you take the same position?

Mr. GRADY. I will come to that after a while.

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I hope so.

Mr. GRADY. Again, when Virginia ceded the
]t.?iort Monroe and the Ripraps, in 1821, she made t

on:

And be it further enacled, That should the said United States at any time

abandon the said lands and shoal, or a%) ropriate them to any other pur-

ses than those indieated in the preamble of this act, then and in that case
ha same shall revert to and revest in this Commonwealth.

On the conditions thus imposed thess forts, sites, and navy-

%a.rds were accepted by the Congress without question, and the

nited States were, therefore, bound by the termsof the cession.

To say, therefore, that the claim of absolute ownership by the

ﬁo‘;;tiall;inlment, or even by the United States, is absurd, is putting
y.

In further support, Mr. Speaker, of the views entertained by
the Southern people, which are natural and logical inferences
from the [acts of our history, I cite some of the deliberate acts
and declarations of a few of the States, covering near seventy

round for
reservia-

years of the Union. Massachusetts adopted her Constitution in
1780, in which are found these clauses:

First. The people of this Commonwealth have the sole and exclusive
right of governing themselves as a free, sovereign, and independent State;
and do, and forever after shall, exercise and enjoy every power, jurisdic
andright which is not, or may not hereafter be by them ex ¥ delega
to the United States of America in Congress assembled; and

Second. Any perscn chosen * # * to any judicial, executive, military,
or other office, shall take the following oath: *“I, A. B., do truly and sin-

cerely aclmowiedge, rofess, testify, and declare that the Commonwesalth of

Massachusetts is, and of right ought to be, a free, sovereign, and indepen-
dent State; and I do swear that I will bear true faith and allegiance to the
said Commonwealth.”

So stood the constitution of that State fill 1822, thirty-three
years after the inauguration of the Government of the United
States under the present Constitution. At thattime the official
oath was modified so as to read thus: “I, A B, do solemnly
swear that I will bear true faith, and allegiance to the Com-
monwealth of Massachusetfs, and will support the constitution
thereof,” and so it stands to-day.

New Hampshire adopted in her constitution, 1792, the iden-
tical language of Massachusetts as to the right of the people of
that State to govern themselves, and prescribed this oath for all
civil and military officers:

I, A B, do solemnly swear that I will bear faith and true allegiance to the
State of New Hampshire, and will support the constitution thereof.

Maryland adopted a new constitution in 1851, in which the
oath prescribed for her civil and military officers is as follows:

I, A B, doswear that I will support the Constitution of the United States,
and that I will be faithful and bear trueallegiance to the Stateof Maryland.

Maine, which has two or three distinguished Republicans on
this floor, adopted her constitution in 1819, in which she de-
fined treason against the State.

Minnesota, which has atleast one fervent advocate of the ‘* na-
tional idea” on this floor, adopted her constitution in 1856, in
which she defined treason against her. And Indiana did the
same.

Now,Webster's Dictionary says treason is ‘ attempting to over-
throw the government of the state to which the offender owes
allegiance,” etc.

One thought oceurs to me just here, Mr. Speaker, which ought
tobecandidly considered whea we areseeking forthe truthont
most important question—that is, that the teen States would
have never consented to adopt the Constitution if they had sus-
pected that there were lurking in it the powers which the Re-
publican party profess to have discovered in-it. [Laughter.]

But, Mr. Speaker, I am told that all this sort of doctrine is
out of date—that the war between the States has changed the
whole system of government.

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a
question?

Mr. GRADY. Yes, sir; if it is in the line of my argument.

Mr. TAWNEY. I wishto ask the gentleman whether it is
not a fzct that many of the State conventions that considered
and discussed the Constitution prior to its adoption suggested
changes and modifications in the particularclause that has been
under discussion here, modifying the powers of Con%’mss S0 as
to make the clause permissive and contingent merely?

Mr. GRADY, Iam notdiscussing thatnow. Iam discussing

| the opinions of my people and where they got them.

Mr, TAWNEY. I understand that you are discussing the
powers of Cougress under the Constitution.

Mr. GRADY. Iam discussing the factson which ouropinions
are based. I am not discussing what Mr. Madison said, or what
Mr. Hamilton said, or what Oliver Ellsworth said, or what El-
bridge Gerry said, or what anybody else said. I do not care
what the opinions of a.ndy one man or of a dozen men were, or
what they may have said. What I want is what the States said.

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, I ask the gentleman if the State did
not make suggestions of changes so as to make the provision

rmissive and contingent?

Mr. GRADY. The question is not what the States suggested
in the conventions, but what they did when they adopted the
Constitution. TfT write a note for you to sign, it does not be-
come your note until vgou put your name to it.

Mr. TAWNEY. hat the States did was to adopt the Con-
stitution.

Mr. GRADY. Iamnottalking aboutthatnow. Iam talking
about what they understocd itto mean. Iam talking about what
my people understood if to mean. [ am not talking about what
Mr. Hamilton understood it to mean, but about what the people
of my State understood, and what the people of the sther States
that I have mentioned understood it to mean.

Here the hammer fell.]

r. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. S er, I ask unanimous
consentthat the ient.lem&n be permited to proceed until he con-
cludes his remarks.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.
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Mr.GRADY. I am very much o to the gentleman., I
grant, Mr. 8 er, that the Government has been ulmngedt.i 1

ant that; but I deny that the fundamental principles of
Efmsﬁtnﬁnn have been destroyed, or that any State lost its
sovereignty, freedom, and in ndence unless they all have.
If they are all conquered provinces,and all stand now without
any sovereignty, freedom, or independence, then my State stands
g0, but not otherwise.

Mr. HATNER of Nebraska. Now, will the gentleman permit
me to ask him a guestion?

Mr. GRADY. Yes, sir. F

My, HATNER of Nebraska. Yon insist that, in the absence
of & reguest on the m{nﬂ.-u{ a State, the Federal Government has
no suthority o send its Army into a State?

Mr. GRADY. I do; except to repel foreign invasion, or fo
gend the Army through te some fort or station.

Mr. HAINERof Nebraska. Then, if aStateshould undertake
to withdraw from this Union,the Government would have no

ht to send its Army there?
. GRADY, (ﬁt,nyonm asking another guestion now, I
i

am not discussing

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. What do yon sy on that point?

Mr. GRADY. You are asking me whether I think a State
has the right to leave the Union, are you not?

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. No; I ask you whether, in case a
Stabe should sesk to withdraw from the Union, the Federal Gov-
ernment wonld then have the right to plage its Army there?

Mr, GRADY. That is simply asking me whether a State has
the right to secede, and I am not disc that question.

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. You decline to discuss that?

Mr. ALDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention
of the gentleman from North Carolina to the fact that his yield-

to these interruptions causes him to trench upon fhe time of
er tlemen who desire to address the Housa.

Mr. HATNER of Nebraska. I am quite satisfied with the an-
swer of the tﬁ:ﬂm from North Carolina, that he does notcare
to discuss : question.

Mr. GRADY. We are not discussing that point at all now.
I am discussing the meaning of the Constitution asit wasunder-
stood by my State when it went into the Union. Some oI the
States voluntarily,and others under compulsion, have delegated
some of the powers they possessed bafore, but their sovereignty,
freedom. independence remain as they were.

Now, Mr. Speaker, having given a brief résumé of some of the
decisive facts in our history,and given what I believe and what
my people believe to be the true principles on which the Union
ofy tﬁgse States was founded, it seems unnecessary to tell this
House what I think of som» of the provisions of the Federal elec-
tion laws. I deny, of course, that there is any such thing in this
Union as anational eleetion or a Federal election.

The States conferred upon the Congress the power to make
laws or alter State laws g:scrihmg the times, ,and manner
of holding elections for resentatives, and the timesand man-
ner of choosing Senators. Igrant all this. Butthereisanother
provision af the Constitution, Mr. Speaker, which must be per-
mitted to have its full force when these elecfion laws are under
consideration. It was taken for'granted thatit would be an in-
sult to the di%nity of a sovereign State for the United States to
send their soldiers into its borders, even for the purpose of
guaranteeing the State “‘aguinstdomestie violence,” unless ade-
mand for assistance were made by the State Legislature orbﬁﬂne
executive when the Legislature could not be convened, in which
case the Federal Government was to be obedient to a State.
I remind gentlemen that that is the meaning of that provision,
that when the Stato makesthatdemand the Federal Government
is to obey.

The srfifrii of this provision—indeed the well-known temper of
the States at that time, when they declared that the Congress
should never raise an army for a longer period than two years—
ean not be misunderstood; and if Federal troops can not, unless
invited by the State, go into its borders fo quell **domestic vio-
lence,” w do we fﬁld an excuse for sending them, of ourown
motion, to anticipate ** domestic violence,” and ** to keep peace
atthe pells?” Mr, Speaker, words have no meaning if Congress

possesses this power.
And how ca.np(ojnngmsa interfere with the registration of voters

when their %ualiﬁoa.tiﬂns are absolutely subject fo State deter- | Obl

minution? should doubt fhe sincerity of any sane man who
will assert that it can.

But. Mr. Speaker, the advocates of these laws fortify their
contention by citing decisionsof the Supreme Court; and Iwon-
der how a political party which hasscouted and trampled on de-
cisions of that courtcan stand here, )

our s as law-makers to the opinions of that court.

It is true, Mr. Speaker, that the Su%reme Court.is against us
as to some of the sactionsof these laws, but whatisits argument?

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

ask us to | Kent

Here it is in a nutshell, as delivered by Justice Miller in Ex parte.
Yarborough (110 U. 8. R., 651):

‘That a government whose essential character is republican, whose exec-
utive and legislative body are both elected, whose most numerous and
powerful branch of the ture is elected by the le directly, has no
Violence, of COTTApHiON, 4nd Of (ra0d, 18 & PrOPOSIION 96 SIALING 58 10 A
mtnttn‘ntion and demand the mmﬁt consideration. .

This reasoning looks sound, Mr. 8 er, but it is drawn from
the necessity of the case—not from the Constitution. And when
we remember that the Presidentof the United States—our “ ki
in dress coat™—has more power than any other elected officer
in the world, the mecessity for supervising his election and
g'u.ardi'ng it against frand and corruption overshadows any such
supposed necessity for supervision of elections for Representa-
tives. But the States dele no power whatever to the Con-

ss over the Presidential elections, while they did make the
ouse of Representatives tha_juﬂge of the elections, returns, and
ualifications of its own members! Theargumentfrom necessity,
refore, proves too much, and reaches, in my judgment, a lame
?éxﬂ ii,npmntconclusim. Indeed, it is founded on tho *“ national
oa.” -

I dissent from it, and I shall vote o repeal the election laws.

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that the only sure
road to the blessings of civil liberty and ividual happiness
and contentment is, in my judgment, the road clearly marked
out in the Constitution. And one of the first things for this
Congress to do is to set about satisfying the States that it ceases
to assume the role of master or censor morum over its creators.
Unless this is done—unless this Government is confined within
the strict limits of the Constitution—we shall ultimately ** fill up
the measure” of our fathers, and furnish another illustration of
the folly of fyranny and greed for some future Gibbon. [Pro-
longed applause on the Democratic side.]

APPENDIX.
Population of (wenly-three Stales, which have forty-siz Senators.

---- 1,280, 660

1,088,010
South Carelina.__._.____.__. 1,151,140

Total 12, 483, 228
A majority equalto. ....... 7,&900

Population and Representalives of ten States.

State. Population.
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Thirty-three States, with their population and Presidential dlactors,
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Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I apprehend that what I may sa
upon the very importantsubjectnow pending before this body wi
333 but little, if anything, to what has already been advanced by
the gentlemen who have spoken infavor of the billre ing the
various acts generally known as the Federal electionlaws. 1am
not prepared to believe that there is any well-ordered mind upon
this floor, nor indeed in this country, a mind not animated with
selfishness or the greed of power, a mind at all acquainted with
human history, that is not patriotic and a lover of our country
and its institutions, if he can understand and appreciate them,
and who has not also a patriotic desire to see those institutions

rpetuated and advanced, upward and onward, higher and
K‘iagher, and more and more deeply engraved from day to day

until that love of our cou.nf{ty
and its institutions becomes as immortal as the principle of life
in man.

1 must assume, for the purpose of this argument, that every
member of this House, who has taken upon himself the high and
I may say sacred dutiesof le%ilsla.ting for this great country and
its institutions, has thatend inview. I mustassume, in order to
fit himself for this high position, before aspiring to fill it, that
each member has e himself familiar with the past of human
life, with human history, because history repeats itsell in hu-
man life and human actions, and it is therefore from the lessons
of the past, studied with careand diligence, that we mustact in
the present in all our public duties in order t::fuida with intel-
ligence the ship of state, and guard its future safety so that every
lover of his country can have an object worth loving and cher-
ishing through all the coming ages.

If any man has neglected to so prepare and equip himself,
then, indeed, do I sympathize with deceived and misrepre-
sented constituents, as well as with the country itself, for being
unfortunate enough to afford a place of such great public trust
for such a man to occupy. To my mind the best evidence that
a man has not prepared himself for his high position is furnished

himself, when he apgroachea debate upon grave constifu
tional or economic questions in a spirit of rancor and bitterness,
and interlards snd ends his argument with abuse and indecency
The positions filled, by the genius of Jefferson and the other %'reat
fathers of the Republic, should never be degraded to the level
of the political brawl, too often witnessed on the local hustings.

When the gentleman from Indiana,and some others on the
same side assailed, the Democrats and the Democratic party, in
language pecuiiarly and particularly their own. and charged
their colleagues upon this floor, who affiliate with that party,
with being capableof repealing the Federal laws, against forgery
and other erimes; they proved to me their absolute unfitness to
comprehend the deceney and patriotism with which grave ques-
tions of national policies, upon economic and counstitutional is-
sues, should be approached and discussed. And what is true in
this instance is true in all other instunces where n, prej-
udice, and sectionalism, appear to be the moving forces thatim-
pel the argument and control the discussion.

upon the hearts of our people

I am weary,and I believe the intelligenceand patriotism of this
country is weary, of contentions, the burdenof which is sevtional
strife, rancor, and bitterness. Some of those engaged in such
contentions, notably the gentleman from Pennsylvania who has
just preceded me, seem to have forgotten that the intelligence
and patriotism of this country has buried the bloody shirt;
that there is nota fiber of its fetid fabric that is not rotten in
the grave of the past. But there are some men in this world
who, after they have attained a certain stage of life, never learn
anything and never forget anything—like the man riding back-
wards in a railroad car, never see anythingon the roadway until
they have passed if. I ask you, gentlemen of thiscloth, can you
not see that the people of this country have set the seal of their
condemnation upon force bills, and upon all kindred measures
which tend to create sectional antagonisms? In the words of
the immortal soldier they said emphatically, at the last elections
‘Let us have peace.” Thereis no earthly reason why we should
not have it, except that the stock in trade, as well as the occupa-
tions of certion demafogues in certain localities where they are
still voting for Hamilton, Federalism and centralization, would
have departed. =

It certainly is not a mark of either statesmanship or good
breeding for members to make use of this floor as a vantage point
from which to fling abuse and indecency ateach other because of
the sections of our country that we represent. Do you think,
Mr. Speaker, that it was meant by our great forefathers, that
this sectional hate, or sectionalism in any form,should ever exist
amongst us? Let us see. It seems to me that the Virginians
were safe enough in their own locality, when the people of Mas-
sachusetts were bleeding at Lexington and Bunker Hill, in the
early days of the Revolution. But, nevertheless, the immortal
Patrick Henry, upon the foor of the halls of the Virginia As-
sembly, uttered those memorable words: * Every breeze that
blows from the east brings to our ears the crash of resounding
arms,” and spoke of the people of Massachusetts as his brothers,
and the heart of the South took fire in itsdesire to aid suffering
Massachusetts. Itseems, too,that history recalls tome the sons
of Massachusetis, of Connecticut—in fact, the men of all New
England, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and New York—standing
side Biuside with the men of the South upon the historic fields
of Guilford, Cowpens, Eutaw Springs, Yorktown, Monmouth,
Trenton, Brandywine, and Valley Forge.

There was no thought of sectionalism amongst them, nor was
there ﬂ.?)f;hlng of the kind uttered in their days; and I believe
that, could they come again upon the earth, they would condemn
as vigorously as they lought the fell spiritof sectionalism—of
whatever kind or nature: and I believe as vigorously as they
would have condemned the man who would draw sectional lines
for selfish or partisan reasons—indeed, for any reason whatever.
If it were possible, such a man would stretch his vile hand down
through the past of our country, and separate and divide the
wild flowers growing over the graves of the patriot dead of the
Revolution. 1 have no use for suich men. The country has no
use for them, as they will learn in the near future, if the lessons
of the immediate past have not been sufficient for them.

The stirring records of a proud history, the splendid inherit-
ance of truth, principle, virtue, intelligence, and independence,
which is the birthright of our country; and its people in all its
sections, should make every man, who represents any portion of
our country or any portion of its people, a gentleman, self-re-
specting and respec his fellow-members in their conscien-
tious diferences with himself, in matters of politics as well as
policies, remembering always that each one has the same right
as another, and that the man, who charges moral turpitude, in-
capacity, or a desire to do evil rather than good, against his as-
sociates, is a dangerous man fo invest with power or its repre-
sentation, because that which he charges against others he is
more than likely fo practice himself, whenever and wherever
his own interest demands such work at his hands.

History repeats iteelf, and the man who clothed the magnifi-
cent thought—

The grandest study of mankind is man —

in the language of poetry, told a truth that will liveforever, and
ought to render his name immortal

History reveals to us countless millions of human be and
unnumbered generations of the ages of human life, each age
pressing its predecessor over the dark precipice of death, disin-
tegration, and decay, like the waves of the ocean which chase
each other, only to be broken on the shore, disintegrated, and re-
turned back to their original element.

It reveals to us peoples, tribes, races, and nations, each
molded and influenced, more or less, by aphic situation
or climatic conditions, and while there is a vast difference in
theh'ma and religions, in physical development, their food,
their , their dwellings, their manners and enstoms, their
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morals, physical and industrial expansion, in their laws, their
habits and modes of life, there is yet, on a close examination of
the structural formation of man, nothing to be found that would
ive us a reasonable cause to doubt for & moment that mankind
a common origin. That as the animal man, he is the same
to-day that he was three thousand years ago, no matter what
subdivision of the human race he may be classed with.

He worships, he loves, he fears, he hates; he has desires, pas-
sions and prejudice,ambition, pride, greed, self-assertion, and
the desire for power to-day. IHe had the same three thousand
yearsago, and therefore the causes operating upon him to-day will
produce the effect that like causes produced three thousand years
ago, modified, to be sure, in its action to-day because perhaps
slower in operation than such causes would have been then, by
reason of a more general diffusion of the science of government
amongst the masses of mankind to-day than at that time, and
because of present moral and intellectual expansion, as well
as the advanced system of education which we now enjoy.
And above and beyond all, by reason of the teachings of the reli-

ion of Jesus Christ, which, apart from any divinity claimed for
%.lm, is in its operation the grandest Ehilosophy that was ever
given for the guidance of man; and the man, as an individual;
or the nation; or the race; that lives closest to that philosof)hy
is all the wiser, happier,and better for it. Nevertheless, like
causes, will in their operationsupon mankind, produce the same
effect now as then, except modified by the influences referred to.

We know, from the history of the past, that there can be no
civilization without order; that natural laws are positive and
absolute; indeed, order itself; that there are few natural de-
formities in man, as you will not find, on anaverage, one cripple-
in athousand people, and more than 50 per cent of that deform-
ity can be easily traced to the action of man himself. Thatthere
are still fewer national incongruities—that nations, and races,
and les, have suffered contortion, mutilation, and paralysis,
mos\‘l.{go rough the work of man, as man himself has suffered
from the same cause, by means ol wars, immigrations, revolu-
tions, and moral debasement, forced upon the ples and na-
tions; too often because of their own want of intelligence, which
has been made to serve the ambitious aims of tyrants, anxious
to grasp, or to hold power on one pretense or another.

rants have always found an excuse for harsh and repressive
rules, mostly on the pretense of preserving order. Of this char-
acter—the pretense of the necessity of preserving order—are the
election laws which we desire to repeal. They were enacted, in a
tyrannical spirit, under the pretense of preserving order in one
portion of our country, but they were really intended to preserve
the tyrannical power of asectional and undemocratic usurpation,
and had there been less int:lligence amongst the American peo-
ple, and move docility in submitting to them in the localities in
which they were intended to operate, their effect would have
been to fasten an incongruous elementupon our system. An ele-
ment that would have repeated many of the fearful lessons of
history, in perpetuating the rule of a tyrant oligarchy: which,
whenr{t deemed itself powerful enough, could and would from
its very nature, as human history and humun exparience teaches
us, have subverted the ballof, or turned itinto afarce, by the use
of bayonets at the polls; und would thus repeat history wher-
ever man has mutilated prineciples of ri.ﬁht and justice to sub-
serve ambition, or the lust for power, whether partisan or indi-
vidual.

Experience has taught us, that instead of those repressive laws
being the conservators of order, they have been the source of
the greatest disorder and the greatest danger. Ifis notby such
laws that we can maintain a republic, else the history of man-
kind and the experience of ages must be reversed. There must
be trust and confidence between the government and the gov-
erned, else the best effects of our systems are lost.

Under the operation of those so-called Federal election laws,
there can be no such confidence,and no such trust. They reverse
iaihe very principles upon which our system is founded, and must

ve.

In the words of the immortal Lincoln ours is ‘A government
of the people, by the people, and for the people,” in which the
powers properly to be exercised by the General Government
must rise up from the people, through the ward, township
county, and the State organization, until it reaches the central
or Federal power, there to be limited and controlled as much by
the spirit as by the letter of the Constifution. In no case can

wer go outfrom the central head, to the States, or to the people,
ggyond that granted to it, because the Federal Government is
the creature of the States and the people, and the creature can
never be greater than the creator, and whenever Federal pow-
ars interpose in the internal regulation of the State, especially
upon matters of guestionable constitutional right, it naturally

ms all right-minded, right-thinking citizens, not only of the
State =o affected, but of all patriots elsewhere, who regard the

liberties of the people, beyond any orall partisan advantages that
mﬁ:ﬁ. be gained by the exercise of such questionable power.

sides, to admit for a moment that a State is unable or unfit
to select its own proper Representatives to this body, in a lawful
and proper manner, by means of its own laws, without espionage,
direction, and control at the hands of the General Government,
through marshals, or any of the other means which under those
laws gives aninferior offcer of the Army or Navy power toplace
an armed guard at the polls, is to n.d.,;:uit. that we are untit to
govern ourselves, that the citizens of any given State are unfit
to select the men who are to represent them in this great body.
The choice of Representatives, is the highest, and I might sa;
the only act of real value in self-government, and if interfer
with or cramped and dwarfed by any power whatever, we must
relinquish our boasted claim to self-government. The theory of
our institutions, which Presumea that we are capable of govern-
ing ourselves and regulating our own affairs, makes even the
thought of the operation of such laws amongst us most abhor-
rent to the intelligent mind.

No sane man will raise the question that the selection of the
State's Representativein the General Government is nota purely
local or State affair, nor will anyone question that it is 1&3 de-
sire of each State to have the best representation itcan get: and
if a State does not always succeed in getting the best representa-
tion, the General Government can not mend it. It is not in its
nature o do so, and it otht not to attempt to interfere for that
purpose. First, beeause it is a dangerous power in the hands of
apartisan, central government. Itwasnevermeantby thefound-
ersof the Constitution that it should be exercised or attempted;
and second, because we know from the lessons of history thatthe
majority of mankind loves order, and will have it and that
without the interference of arbitrary or tyrannical rule. Where
communities are left to themselves, order will in due time over-
come disorder and establish security for the sake of society.
Had this not been the case we would not have had human gov-
ernment to-day.

If outside power is allowed to interfere foreibly, or, indeed, in
any manner, whether under the color of law or otherwise, in the
affairs of a State or of a community (except to quell a sudden
riot when the State authorities ca IF upon the Federal Govern-
ment) it is both unwise and dangerous and should not be allowed
upon any pretense whatever. It debases public spirit, and. en-
nervates the orderly part of society, whose highest duty it is to
preserve order, to rule the State, and punish wrongdoers. The
existence of governments—strong, capable, able to rule,and pun-
ish wrongdoers at all stages of human history, is proof posﬂiva
that order will be restored and preserved inevery civilized com-
munity, if the community is allowed sufficient time to purify and
strengthen itself inits moral, orderly, and conservative elements.

It is true that order may be interrupted bgesudden assion, or
temporarily unchecked violence. It may true t at one
time within the Southern States there was disorder, but the
problem of restoring order must be left to the Southern States
themselves. They have a great and difficult problem to solve,
Their history shows me conclusively that they are brave enough,
moral enough, wise enough, and intelligent enough to solve it;
in due time, in their own way, and eventually for the best in-
terests of themselves and the entire country. Itiswiser,there-
fore, to let them alone, nay, even to let a State, or even half a
dozen States suffer from misgovernment for a time, until the
orderly part of the community have learned the necessity of
forming and maintaining good government, than to interfere in
its local affairs either by repressive laws or armed force.

It is a cardinal principle underlying our system of government
that the people of every community should beleft to do for them-
selves whatever they can do, without the interference of Govern-
ment; and it is one of the greatest truths in the history of gov-
elt:'lnment, that the people thatare governed the leastare governed
the best.

The theory in our Government is that the delegates, in this
body, represent constituencies in their various States, and not
the General Government, as the principle of those election laws
would compel us to do if we were to be elected by the power or
interferenceof the General Government, whether by force of law
or by force of arms, We would, under the Republican theory
embodied in these election laws if carried out to their legitimate
end, beobliged torepresent the General Government, the power
thatmadeus: for what would memberscare lor the people, if they -
owed theirelection to the General Government? It is the ruleof
all agencies that the power that creates an agent, expects its al-
legiance, and almost 1nva.rlnbl{§etsit. Where, tilan, would the
people be. The power would be centralized in the General Gov-
ernment, and we would only have a republicin name. We would
have to obey our creator.

Theideais that the Senate, that smaljr body, is more conserva-
tive, being in a measure the direct representatives of the State,
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butthe members of thisbody, while forming a partof the Govern-
ment, are purely the representatives of the people of the various
districts, and every interference with the manner of the election
of such representatives, whether by law or force, outside of the
regulations made by the State or the district, is a direct attack
upon the principles, if not upon the letter of the Constitution.

1t is the greatest desire of the State, indeed it ought to be its
geateat ambition, to send its best and most capable men to this

dy. ‘It goes,of course, without saying, that constituencies
gainor lose in the respect of mankind as they send their best men,
or the contrary, to represent them here, and they ought to be
absolutely free to make their own choice, as they gain or lose by
their own selection. If constituencies send foolish,unwise, orin-
competent men to this House, they have a right to be heard
through their agents. Their follies are likely to be the sooner
exploded if displayed in Congress, and here subjected to the fire
of eriticism.” But it is for them to say who they want, and not
for the General Government.

As I said before, the Southorn people have a great and diffi-
cult problem to solye, because of the existence of a weak, im-
provident, and perhaps somewhat defenseless race amongst
them. Suddenly, by the force of law or the arbitrament of war,
taken from a condition of ignorance and servitude, as well as
implieit reliance upon their masters for care, food, houainl%, and
clothing, and compelled, with no more experience than children,
to depend upon their own resources, and none but the South-
ern people can tell how utterly unfit they were for such a condi-
tion. I know the Southern people well, because I have been a
good deal amongst them, especially immediately after the close
of the war, and have spent most of my winters, or portions of
them, in the South since 1886; and I know that the hearts of the
Southern men and women were often sorrowful when, imme-
diately after the war, they saw the condition of their former
slaves, whom they were powerless to help, indeed scarcely able
to help themselves.

I know also that the interests of those black people can be bet-
ter cared for and better developed by the intelligent spirit of
Christianity, and justice of the Southern men and women, than it
can or ever will be by the interference of outsiders, because
they understand the question better than outsiders can, and be-
cause they are responsible for the preservation of order, and are
bound for their own interest to see that it is preserved,as well as
bound in honor—and who has ever appealed to that trait in the
Southern character and been deceived—and bound, as aChristian
geopla. to protectand defend thisuncultured race. They mustas

hristianssee that those black bodies are each, after all that may
be said against them, the temple of a human soul, upon which,
like our own, the great Creator has written, in letters of fire the
word ‘‘immortal,” and that to save that soul, as well as our own,
Christ died. For that reason the Christian spirit of the South
must, will, and does look after the best interest of the black man.

I know the Southern people so well, that I have been pained
and angered at the insult and abuse that have been heaped upon
them during the course of this discussion. I say tothose people
whopursue thiscourse, that the Southern people are our brothers;
that when the war was over they manfully, and with true chiv-
alry laid down their arms; manfully, chivalrously, nobly submit-
ted to the decrees of the arbitrament of war, only to find their
homes and their firesides in ruins; and they, so far as they were
concerned, became our brothers in spirit and in justice, or the
word * republic” amongst us is & misnomer and a snare to those
who laid down their arms, and commenced to build up anew.

They, in their great struggle for rehabilitation, deserve our
friendship; and, from the success they have already developed,
deserve, and should have, our hearty assistance and support, in
solving the difficult problems which they are compelled tosettle,
and in building up their waste placesand meeting the race prob-
};enit. They alone can do it, and I believe they are equal to the
task.

But, for argument's sake, let us admit that they can not settle
the problem involved in the existence of the black race amongst
them. I ask you, who can if they can not? Can we, and how?
Can this Government settle it by the force of arms, backing up re-
pressive laws? The answer, coming from the tomes of the ages
of past human history and human experience, is an emphaticno.
Theworld has never seen and never will see a purely republican
form of government welded together or held together by the
force of arms, or of repressive laws, however vigorously they
may be executed. Thevery thoughtof repression and force upon
this or kindred matters compels us to abandon the idea or the
thought of a republic, and to lapse back into the rule of arbitrary
power, however broad or limited that power may be.

For five hundred years the great Roman Republic lived, and
branded, as it were, the language, the religion, and the morals
of Latium upon the minds and the hearts of the surrounding na-
tions and races, binding each race and tribe that it conquered to

Rome, as it were, with hooks of steel. The character of the
Roman citizen did it. His individuality, his self-reliance, his
bravery, his frugal methods of life, and his high moral charac-
ter in the pagan world, held the Republic to its moorings, and
for five hundred years compelled the governing power to respect
his rights as an individual; so that neither vaulting ambition
nor corrupting pride during all that period could drive him
away from that love of liberty—liberty not only for himself, but
also for those he conquered—and bound to himself by the rule
of justice when it was his proud boast to say, ‘‘I am a Roman
citizen.” We should be even prouder to say, ‘‘I am an Ameri-
can citizen,” for we have, in my judgment, a high and holy
mission to perform in the Christian world, because the world
looks tous to-day as the beacon light of religious freedom and
as the home of individual character, proudly American in its
boast of justice and its proud personali individual liberty.

Let us, then, remove those statutes which are & menace to that
personal liberty—to that individuality in the exercise of sover-
eign right at the ballot box. Remove it from ourselves, from
our brothers of the South. Let us remove that threat of or-
ganized central power, lest it may, in the exercise of partisan
interest, with partisan power, rob us of that individuality, so
that we may be all proud, from the St. Lawrence to the Rio
Grande, and from the Atlantic to the Pacific, to exclaim:

“We are American citizéns in brofherhood, in patriotism, in
love, and in justice.”

‘We have seen the Romans, by little and by little, lose this in-
dividuality, and pride of country in the lust of power and greed
for wealth; so that ambitious tyrants of their country at last
ruled the minds of & once indomitable people, and like the Assy-
rians of old at the beck of the masters who stole their liberties
through their own want of vigilance, took from them the power
to rule themselves, under the pretense, too, like those Federal
laws, of keeping order, and compelled even to forget their once
highstanding of individuality and morals, and in the orgies of the
Pantheon made them at once idolaters and slaves, though that
individuality and spirit of liberty was so firmly ground into the
Roman mind and character that it took nearly five hundred
years of debasing and enarvat.in%atllesé)otism to disintegrate and
destroy the splendid structure laid down bi\;]bhe individuality,
self-reliance, and love of liberty embedded
acter.

The Romans were human. So are we. They lost their indi-
viduality and their liberty at the same time by the encroaich-
ments of the central power and repressing rules. Now, if history
repeats itself, and like causes produce like effects, propositions
which I think no man will deny, is it not otir duty to take from
rather than to add to the power of the central Government where
it has any pretense of a right of interference with the clearly
reserved ri?hts of the States. Those centralizing laws, which,
to say the least, are questionable from a constitutional stand-
point, are from their very nature subversive of the high duty
which each citizen owes to himself and to his country—that duty
to preserve order, and above all places at the pofls, the very
place of all others where the American citizen assertshis sover-
eign will in the choice of his own Representative. Those laws
are subversive of that high dignity and individuality of charac-
ter, and personal independence, and liberty, which should make
us all proud fo be brothers, protected by the segis of American
citizenship, and should be repealed. [Applause on the Demo-
cratic side.i

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, before begin-
ning my remarks I ask unanimous consent to extend certain illus-
trations without reading them. This will expedite mattersand
save the time of the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minnesota
asks unanimous consent to print in his remarks certain illustra-
tions bearing on the discussion in hand. Is there objection?
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, if Macaulay’s
New Zealander should come into the gallery of this House for
the purpose of listening to this debate he would, I fancy, upon
discovering the trend of the bill under consideration, be filled
withastonishment. Turning to hisneighbor he would say, ‘‘Have
the gentlemen of the majority no respect for or pride in the
Government of the United States?” Hisneighbor would answer,
‘“Oh, yes; in their esteem, at least, they are the special guard-
ians of its institutions.” ‘‘Then these laws which they seek to
repeal mustbe unpatriotic in purpose and pernicious in practice.”
*No; their purpose is topreserve the purity of the ballotand the
integrity of the nation; and in practice they are mild and benef-
icent.” **Then they must trench upon and interfere with
proper State laws.” *‘No; they refer only to the choosing of
members of the House of Representatives of the United States.”
Then I fancy him asking in amazement, ** In the name of Amer-
ican liberty, upon what ground do these people object to them?"

the Roman char-
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And the answer would be, *“ They are objected to as unconstitu-
tional and inexpedient.”

Mr, Speaker, I propose to show that they are both constitu-
tional and expedient. In order that the real nature of these
laws may be understood, I give the principal provisions. The
other sections simply provide for putting these into operation.

S0 2011, Whenever, in any city or town having upward of twenty thou-
sand inhabitants, there are two citizens thereof, or whenever, in any county
or parish, in any Co onal t, are ten citizens th , of

standing, who, prior to any registration of voters for an election f
ntative or Delegate in of the United States, or
any ¢lection at which a Representative or Delegate in Co 8 1s to be
voted for, may make known, in writing, to the ju of the cirenit court of
the United States for the circuit wherein such city or town, county, or par-
ish, is situated, their desire to hive such re tion, or such election. or
both, guarded and scrutinized, the j noylessthan ten days prior
to the registration, if one there be, or, if no registration ba required, within
not less than ten days prior to the election, shall open the circuit court at
the mostconvenient point in the circuit.

SEC. 2012, The court, when so opened by the judge, shall proceed to apgolm
and commission, from day to day, and from time totime, and under the hand
of the jndge. and under the seal of the conrt, for each election district or vot-
ing precinect in such city or town. or for such election district or vol pre-
cinet in the district, as may have applied in the manner here-

or

rict or vo in the county or parish, who shall be of different
political parties, and able to read and write the English ge, and who
shall be known and designated as supervisors of election. paragraphs

b521, 5522.)

& - - L3 L3 - L)
Suc. 2017, The supervisors of election are authorized and required to at-
tend at all times and places for holding elections of Representatives or Del-
egates in Congress, and for counting the votes cast at suchelections; to chal-
lenge any vote offered by any person whose legal qualifications the super-
visors, or either of them, may doubt; to be and remain where the ballot

lls are o until ev votecast at

orreturns mads, wh

State, Territorial, ”’m’?‘a“"pm“m‘é“ﬁa“afgmm AAIIY IRADSct wod Sory:

T Or m s scru-

tint from time to time and at all times on the day of election the man-

ner in which the voting is done and the way and method in which the poll

1ists, and tallys or check books, whether the same are re-

w of the United States or any State, Territorial, or munie-
ipal law, are

L] L - £ ] - ® L]
SEc. 2019. The better to enable the supervisors of election to discharge
distri pmcinn ‘t:g a f 'egnilst.rlﬂ th 7?1 hm
tricts or voting on of r on, on the day when
registered voters may bacg}rkad to ‘b?syt.:ha.nanged, and on the day of elec-
tion, to take, , and remain in'such position, from time to time, whether
before or behind the ballot boxes, aswill, in their judgment. best enable them
to seeeach person offering himself for registration or offer to vote, and
as will best conduce to their scrytinizing the manner in which the registra-
tion or voting is being conducted; and at the closing of the polls for the re-
of votes, they are required to place themselves in such position, in
tion to the ballot boxes, for the of engagingin the work ot can-
the ballots, as will enable them to fully perform the duties in respect
to such canvass provided herein, and ghall there remain until every duty in
pect tosuch canvass, certificates, returns, and statements has been wholly
completed. (See paragraph 5521,)
L] ] * * -

SEC. 2038, l\;[&‘?emnn shall be appointed a rvisor of election or n.d:g;

uty marshal er the preceding pr who is not, at the time of
tment, a qualified voter of the city, town, county, parish, election
trict, or voting precinet in which his duties are to be performed.

These laws are based upon the following three clauses in the
TUnited States Constitution:

Acrticle I, section 4, clause 1:

The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and
resentatives shall be prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof;

may at any time by law make or alter such regulations,
except as to the places of choosing Senators.

Artiele I, section 5, clause 1:

Each House shall be the judge of the election, retwrns, and qualifications
of its own members.

Article I, section 8, clause 18:

The Congress shall have power * *# # tomalke all laws which shall be
necessary and proper for carrying into execution the foregoing powers, and
g?aﬁ“ Ppowers vested by this Constitutionin the Governmentof the United

Listening 0 the reading of these provisions, our visitor in
the gallery would say, ‘‘Surely these words are easy of compre-
hension.

“The times, and mammerof holdingelections 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.”

“The Congress may do what? Make regulations covering the
times, the places, and the manner of holding elections of Sena-
tors and Representatives. May do what else? Alter such reg-
ulationsas the States mayhavemadeon thesamesubject. When?
At any time when Congress may deem it . How? By
law; thatis, by actof Congress, not by requiring any amendment
to the Constitution. Surely anyone can understand that.”

Now, the *‘times and places” of holding these elections are
hardly points in controversy. The power of Congressover these
twoitemsisnotquestioned. The presentcontroversy arisesfrom
a difference of oPinion as to the meaning of the expression ‘‘man-
ner of holding.” We contend that it covers the supervision of
the election, the count of ihe ballot, and the making of the re-

i

i

turns; in fact, whatever is necessary to *‘a free ballot and a fair
count.” We hold that an election is not ““held ” unless every-
one entitled to vote has had opportunity to east his ballot without
fear or hindrance, and has that ot counted as cast.

The extent of the power of Congress in this matter may be
seen in the fact that it may alter any regulations that the States
can make; and if it chooses it may make such regulations de novo.
But some gentlemen on the other side say that Congress can ach
only if the State fails to do so. This is one of the corner stones
of their argument, and I shall show its fallacy later on.

Having indicated the interpretation that a plain man of sense
would put upon these provisionsofl the Constitution, I shall show
now, Mr. Speaker, that this interpretationis in accord with the
intention of those who iramed and those who ratified the Con-
stitution. In order that their intention may be understood, it
is necessary that we review the circumstances under which tho
Constitution was * ordained and established.”

On the 11th of June, 1776, a committee was appointed to draft
the Declaration of Independence, and on the same day another
committee was appointed to-drafta form of government. The
form of government agreed upon was comprised in whatis known
as the Articles of Confederation,

The people had comeout from under a centralized government.
Such a government was a thing to be feared; States were things
to be loved. And it is no wonder, Mr. Speaker, that in forming
these Articles of Conlederation they magnified the power of the
States, and minified that of the confederation. And as a historic
fact we find that the conlederation had scarcely any power.

Resistance to taxation by any power outside of the State had
been the purpose of beginning the war. What wonder that
in framing their new government all power of taxation was
vested in the States and not in the General Government? The
military forces of England were now being used against them;
so,as would naturally appear to them,they felt it necessary to
refuse to the new General Government any power to raise an
army. In brief, the Government of the United States during
the Confederation period was ‘‘a name without abody; ashadow
without a substance.”

An eminent statesman of the time thus aptly characterized it:

By this ’?ouucm compact the Continental Congress has exclusive power
for the follo purposes, without being able to execute one of them:
They may make and conciude treaties, but they can only recommend the

observance of them. They may apml:t ambassadors, but they can notde-
{ray even the expenses of their ta They may borrow money on the
faith of the Unlon, but they can not a dollar. They may coin money,

but they can not buy an ounce of bullion. They may make war and deter-
mine what troops are necessary, but they can not a single soldier. In
short, they may declare e , but they can do nothing.

The central idea in the formation of the Articles of Confed-
eration was that the power of the United States should rest
upon and be dependent upon the unthari!&eof the States. The
acts of Congress were not dignified with title *f laws;” they
were simple *f ordinances.” ere was no judicial branch and
no executive branch of government: the Statesproposed to inter-
pret these ordinancesfor themselvés, and toexecute them if they
saw fit. How that plan worked is well stated by Dr. J. H Mec-
Ilvaine in the Princeton Review for October, 1861:

The history of the Confederation during the twelve years beyond which it
wasnot able lomamtainitself, is the history of the utter prostration. thr -
out the whole country, of every public and private interest—of that which
was be{]ond all comparison the most trylng od of ournational and social
life. For it was the extrems weakness of the Confederate Government, it
gcvemment. it could be called, which caused the warof independence todrag

ts slow length along through seven dreary years, and which, but for a prov-
idential concurrence ol circumstances in Europs, must have prevented it
from reaching any other than a disastrous conclusion.

When at last peace was , the Federal Congress had dwindled
down to a feebls junto of t twenly persons, and was so degraded and
demoralized that its declsions were ha more regpected thanthose of any

d ble association. The treaties which the Confedera-

orced to see violated and treated

bers, which brought upon {t distrust from
its friends and scorn from its enemies.

It had no standing among the nations of the world, because it had no power
to secure the faith of its national obligations. For want of a uniform sys-
tem of duties and imposts—

Each State then “‘ regulated " its own commerce—
and by conflicting commerclal regulations in the different States, the com=-
merce of the whole country was prostrated and well-nigh ruined. *
Bankruptey and distress were the rule rather than the exception. *
The currency of the country had hardly a nominal value, * *= ¢
States themselves were the objects of jealons hostility to each other. *
1n some of the States rebeilion was nfraaﬂy raiadng ts horrid front, threat-
ening the overthrow of all regular government and the ]Mﬂg‘l.lmli(m of
yersal anarchy.

Having thus experienced the wretched results, Mr. Speaker,
of a government founded upon State authority, our fathers re-
solved to form a new government, with new purposes and on a
new plan. In 1787 they met and formed the &)nst.inuion under
which we now live. 1t:nsreamble they declared what the
pu was in fmmim.ng it the preamble is therefore a val-
uable aid in de themea.n}::_ of the rest of the instru-
ment. Every word and phrase is freighted with signifi

cance.

e —————— e =~
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Let me quote it:

We, t.hereo'ple of the United States, in order toform a moreperfect
establish justice, insure domestic tranuammt.y. provide for the common de-
fense, promote the general welfare, secure the blossjngg of liberty to
ourselves and our posterity, do ordain and establish this tution for
the United States of Amm{’:n.

The opening words, Mr. Speaker, are noteworthy:

We. the people of the United States * # # do ordain and establish this
Constitution.

These words, Mr. Speaker, mark a new era in the history of
this country.

The Articles of Confederation, as my friend from North Caro-
lina [Mr. GRADY] has shown, began, ‘* We, the States.” It was
now resolved that the Federal Governmentshould no longer rest
upon State authority; but it should be endowed with the power
OF the whole people of the United States. At that moment the
United States ceised to be a mere confederacy and became ana-
tion, endowed with all power necessary to perpetuateits ownex-
istence.

‘We, the people of the United States—

This phrase was carefully considered. Theobjection was raised
that it might be misunderstood. Some of the members of the
Convention still clung to the confederation idea; but after dis-
cussion it was put into the Constitution as the expression of the
deliberate intention of the framers thereof—
in order to form a more perfect Union—

More perfect than what? More perfect than that which ex-
isted unggr the Articles of Confederation. This was the prime
purpose, as shown by it being mentioned first—
establish justice—

For justice had not been established under the Articles of Con-
federation. Debts, both public and private, were often repudi-
ated. It was almost impossible for a creditor to collect a debt
owed by a resident of a different State—
insure domestic tranguillity—

How the hearts of those men went into these words: for be it
remembered, Mr. Speaker, that under the Articles of Confedera-
tion the States were at swords points—
provide for the common defense—

The weakness of the Confederation made it a Jaughingstock
among the nations of the world—
promote the general welfarse—

‘Which had clearly not been promoted under the old system.
And last and best,
secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and posterity.

Liberty, which had illumined the pathway of the Pilgrims
crossing unknown seas, which had glowed in the Declaration of
Independeunce, which had warmed the hearts of the half-clad
aoldicﬁ‘a at Valley Forge—liberty was in danger of being lost in
anarchy.

These purposes expressed in the preamble were consistently
carried out in the body of the instrument. There the General
Government was given control of the sword and of the purse.
Before then it to depend upon the States to sustain it; now
it could levy support for itself, The result of the former system
is with us as a proverb. We all know the meaning of the expres-
sion “ not worth a Continental.” Such was the character of the
credit of the United States under the old system.

Judieial and executive branches of government were provided
for. It isevident that the acts of Congress, unlike the ordinan-
ces under the confederation, were to be laiws, and that they were
to be interpreted and executed by national officers. And then
(passing overother provisions illustrating the same idea) we come
to this, Article VI, section 2:

This Constitution and the laws of the United States which shall be made
in pursuance thereof; and all treaties made, or which shall be made, under
the authority of the United States, shall be the supreme law of the land; and
the jndges in every State shall be bound thereby—

And, lest there should be any misunderstanding, Mr. Speaker,
there were added in the same clause these words:

anything in the constitution or laws of any State to the contrary notwith-
standing.

It is evident, Mr. Speaker, that it was the intention of the
{framers of the Constitution to endow the General Government
with all the powers necessary to preserve its existence, without
Egall;d to any action that the several States might take or fail

take.

And now, Mr. Speaker, having shown the motive that domi-
nated in the forming of the Constitution, I direct attention to the

ticular section now under consideration. As it came from
tke Committee of Detail it read thus:

The times, glnaas. and manner of hold the elections for the members of
eash House shall be prescribed by the Legislature of each State, but thelr
Ermu t'é:iona atany time may be altered by the Leglslature of the United

“‘Their provisions at any time may be altered"—a great

power, Mr. Speaker, but the convention was not satisfied that
this power was great enough;so w they came finally to em-
body that Provision in the Constitution they added the signifi-
cant word ‘*make,” so that it stands ** make or alter,” thus giv-
ing Congress absolute power to *“ alter” ani regulations that the
States may make on this subject, or to * e” such regulations
as Congress may deem wise.

In further substantiation of my position that it was intended to
give the United States power toregulate the election of its Rep-
resentatives in Congress, I quote the statements of a few of the
leading men of those days. Addressing the Virginia conven- -
tion, Mr. Madison said:

It was found necessary to leave the regulation of these [times, places, and
manner] in the first lee to the State governments as bei.nghbest. acguainted
with the sitnation of the ple, subject to the control of the General Gov-
ernment, in order to enable it to produce uniformity and prevent its own
lution. * * * Were they exclusively under the control of the State

easily be dissol

governments, the General Government t ved. But if
they be regulated properly by the State tures, the Co .onal con-
irol will very probably never be exercised. (The Madison Fapers, volume

3, page 1280.)

In another place (page 1282) he says:

This 18 meant to give the National Leglslature the
the provisions of the States, but to make regnlations
fail or refuse altogether.

Mr. Speaker, that last phrase was commented upon strongly
by the leader upon the other side [Mr. TUCKER], and he under-
took to show thereby the only condition, as he thought, upon
which the people authorized such action as we are speaking of.
I wish to remind him that when a person desires to teach by il-
lustration he uses one that will illustrate; that is, he appeals to
the experience of those whom he is addressing. The members
of the Virginia convention knew very well that under the Ar-
ticles of Confederation so little respect was paid to the General
Government that State after State had refused or neglected to
send toits Congress any representatives whatever, believing that
to do so would be a mere waste of time and money. That was

er not only to alter
case the States shall

the fact which Mr. Madison had in mind when he used this illus- °

tration. But, mark you, in that same connection he said:

These were words of great latitude. It was impossible to foresee all the
abuses that might be made of the discretionary power—

That is, as vested in the States. Ihave taken this much time,
Mr, Speaker, to explain the situation, in order that the sting
which our friends on the other side have wished to put into that
statement of Mr. Madison may be rendered h ess. It was
simply an illustration.
It was one Eartlculm- illustration which he knew the people could
understand.

Mr. Gouverneur Morris observed that the States might make false returns,
and then make no provisions for new elections. (The Madison Papers, vol-
ume 3, pages 1280, 1281.)

He evidently thought of other possible occasions for the exer-
cise of this power.

Mr. Rufus King, of Massachusetts, said:

If this power be not given to the National Legisiature their right of judg-
ing of the returns of their members may be frustrated.

Evidently there were other reasons than those which our
friends of the opposition depend upon in their citationsfrom Mr.
Madison, which governed in this matter.

But the most cant fact of all, as expressing the intention
and purpose of the people of the United States in regard to this,
clause, is well brought out by our opponents themsealves.

In the endeavor to establish their position they, very un-
wisely for the suceess of their cause, cite instances to show that
in State conventions called to ratify the Constitution this power
of Congress to regulate the election of Senatorsand Representa-
tives was spoken of and uniformly recognized as full and com-
plete. They say that for this reason there was in many in-
stances a desire expressed that by amendment this recognized
power of Congress might be limited. For example, here are
two of their citations: §

Virginia, on the 20th of June, 1788, ratified with a recommendation in the
following words:

“That Congress shall not alter, modify, or interfere in the times, places,
and manner of holding elections for Senators and He ontatives, or either
of them, except when the Legislature ol any State shall neglect, refuse, or
be disabled by invasion or repbollion to prescribe the same.”

August 1, 1788, North Carclina ratified, having held out a. ratifiea-

tion on a.cccunthot this and other objectionable clauses. The convention
recommended ah amendment in the same language as did the State of Vir-

But, Mr. Speaker, no amendment limiting this power hasever
been inserted in the Constitution. More than a score of amend-
ments besides this one were suggested by the State conventions.
Seventeen of these met the approval of the House of Represent-
atives, and we e formally proposed in the manner provided by
the Constitution. Five of those seventesn were cut out by the
Senate, and when finally the several States had acted upon the
subject we find that they had cut out all but ten, and one of
those cut out was the proposal to amend the section which we

It was not meant to be comprehensive. .
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have under consideration! The question of amending it by lim-

iting the powers of Congress was fully discussed, and the voice

tl)l' the people was: ‘On the whole it would better remain justas
t is.”

As will be seen by reference to the sections of the laws read
near the opening of these remarks, the laws that it is proposed
to repeal provide for Federal supervision of the election of Rep-
resentatives and Delegates in Congress. I have shown thatthey
are constitutional as the Constitution would naturally be inter-

reted by a plain man of sense. I have shown by reference to

istory that it was the undoubted infentionof the framers of the
Constitution to give Congress this power. And now, lest the
ability of our visitor from New Zealand and myself to interpret
correctly either the Constitution or the facts of history might
be questioned, I will cite in proof of my position the decisions
of that great tribunal, which so fully commands not 0116)' our
respzct, but that of the world—the Supreme Court of the United
States.

Inusmuch as the position of this court in our Federal system
seems not to be understood by some of our friends on the other
side, as is evidenced by contemptuous remarks not becoming to
any American citizen, let alone a member of this august assem-
bly, I will quote from one of the most eminent of the expound-
ers of our Constitution, the great Chief Justice whose statue
adorns the grounds of this Capitol—John Marshall.

And it seems to me that his argument is positively unanswer-

able. He thus discusses the power of the Supreme Court to in-
terpret the Constitution in the case of Marbury vs. Madison {1
Cranch, 176-178):

The gquestion—

Said the Chief Justice—

whether an act repugnant to the Constitution can become the law of the
land is a question deeply interesting to the United States; but happily not
of an intricacy proportioned to its interest. It seems only necessarg to rec-
ogx&ize h;:e'f:a.l.n principles, supposed to have been long and well establisned,
to decide it.

That the people have an oréﬁinal right to establish for their future govern-
mentsuch principles as in their opinion shall most conduce to their ownha
?mass is the basis on which the whole American fabric has been erected.

* *

Th!aoriflml and supreme will mt'gamzes the Government and assigns to
different departments their res veEowera. # * * The powers of the

are defilned and ted, and that those limits may not be mis-
taken or forgotten, the Constitution is written. To what purpose are pow-
ers limited, and to what purpose is that limitation commitfted to writing, if
those limits may, at any time, be passed by those intended to be restrained?
* *+ ¢ The Constitution is either a suFer&or, paramount law, unchangea-
ble by ordinary means, or it is on a level with ordinary legislative acts, and,
like any other acts, 1s alterable when the Legislature s please to alter it.
If the former part of the alternative be true, then a legislative act contrary
to the Constitution 18 not law; if the latter part be true, then written con-
stitutions are absurd attempts on the part of the people to limit a power in
its own nature illimitable. * * *

If an act of the Legislature repugnant to the Constitution is vold, does it,
notwithstan its invalidity, bind the courts and oblige them to give it
effect? Or, in other words, thouﬂh it be not law, does it constitute a rule as
operative as if it was a law? This would be to overthrow in fact what was
established in theory, and would seem at first view an absurdity too gross
to be insisted upon. It shall, however, receive a more attentive considera-

o1,

1t is emphatically the province and duty of the judicial department fo say
what the law is. Those Who a.r;g? the rule to particular cases must of ne-
cessity expound and interpret that rule. If two laws conflict with each other
the courts must decide onthe operation ofeach. * #* # This isof the very
essence of judicial duty. If, then, thecourts are toregardthe Constitution,
and the Constitution is superior to any ordinary act of the legislature, the
ggnlfdtml.!on. and not such ordinary act, must govern the case to which they

th apply.

Thosg{ then, who controvert the principle that the Constitution is to be
considered in court as a paramount law. are reduced to the necessity. of
mn?mt.gmilng that courts must close their eyes on the Constitution see

the law.

5 This doctrine would subvert the very foundation of all written constitu-
tions. It would declare that an act which, accamm%nw the principles and
theory of our Government, is entirely void, is yet practice completely
obligatory. It would declare that if the Legislature shall do what is ex-

forbidden, such act, notwithstanding the express prohibition, is in
reality effectual. * * * It is prescribing its and deciaring that those
limits may be passed at pleasure.

That it thus reduces to nothing what we have deemed the greatest im-

vement on political institutions, a written constitution, would of itself
sufilcient in America, where written constitutions have been viewed with
so much reverence, for rejecting the construction.

1t being established, then, that while it is the function of Con-
gress to legislate, it belongs to the courts to interpret the laws
thus made, I shall cite decisions of our Supreme Court upon
the very laws under consideration, in which the court expressly
deeclarss them to be constitutional. I approach this part of my
argument with some diffidence, because of the large number of
eminent lawyers who are members of this House. I have not
the honor of belonging to that distinguished profession. Asalay-
man, then, hoping that if I make any misstatement it will imme-
diately be corrected, I venture to define reputable practice
among lawyers in matters pertaining to decisions of the Supreme
Court

As 1 understand it, it is good practice if a decision has been
rendered by only a small majorig of the court, and that in a
single instance only, to bring another action before the court to

test its adherence to its first decision. But, if a question has
been decided twice, and by decided majorities, it would ordi-
narily be considered‘ as pet.tifoggi.ng to put a client to the ex-
pense of again carrying to the Supreme Court a case involving
the same point. A case thus decided is regarded as settled; it is
res adjudicata,

Now, Mr. Speaker, the qluestion of the constitutionality of the
Federal election laws, the laws whose constitutionality is now
being argued, has been decided in the affirmative, not once only,
but twice, the last time unanimously.

In the case of Siebold {Ea:tﬂarte Siebold, 100 U. 8. R., 371) Mr.
Justice Bradley delivered the opinion. of the court, to which
Justices Clifford and Field dissented. The following passages
give the views of the court on this power of Congress:

It seems to us that the natural sense of these wordsis the contrary of that
assumed by the counsel of the petitioners.

After first authorizing the States to prescribe the regulations, it is added,
the Congress may at an{aume. b}f hm', make or alter such regulations.
“Make oralter !" What is the plain meaning of these words? If not under
the %'epossess:on of some abstract theory of the relations between the State
and National Governments. we shonid nothave any difculty in understand-
ing them. There is nodeclaration that the regulations shall be made eitoer
wholly by the State Legislatures or wholly by Gougress If Congress does
not interfere, of course hhersm.u be made wholly by the State; but If it
chooges to interfere, there 1s nothing in the words to prevent its doing so,
either wholly or partially. * * #

On the contrary, their necessary implication is that it may do either. It
may either make theregulations or it may alter them. If it only alters, leay-
ing, as manifest convenience requires, the general organization of the polls
to the State, there results a necessary codperation of the two governments
in regulating the subject. But no repugnance in the system of regulations
can arise thence, for the power of Congress over the subject is paramount.
1t may be exercised as and when Congress sees fit to exercise it. When ex-
ercised, the action of Congress, so far as it extends and confilets with the
regulations of the State, necessarily supersedes them. Thisis impiied in
the power to “make or alter.” (Pages 3&'?384.]

This same clause of the Constitution was afterwards discussed
even more [ull; in the Yarborough case ( Ex parte Yarborough
110 U. 8. R., 651). Mr, Justice Miller delivered the opinion of
the Court, to which nodissent wasnoted. The following excerpts
from the decision show its nature, and the ground upon which
it is based:

That a government whose esserftial character is republican, whose execu-
tive head and legislative body are both elected, whose most numerous and
powerful branch of the legislature Is elected by the people directly, has no
Power by appropriate 1aws to secure this election from the influence of vio-

ence, of corruption, and of fraud, is a proposition so startling as to arrest
attention and demand the greatest consideration.

If this Government is anything mors than a mere sgh%regs.t.ionot delegated
&em.s of other States and governments, each of which is superior to the

neral Government, it must have the power to protect the elections on
which its existence depends from violence and corruption.

If it has not this power it is left helpless before the two great natural and
historical enemies of all republics, open violence and insidions corruption.

And now, Mr. Speaker, if anything were wanting to establish
the constitutionality of these laws it would be furnished by the
action of the majority in this House. If these laws are uncon-
stitutional, why take the trouble to repeal them? Being uncon-
stitutional they would be void without further action.

Oh no, gentlemen, they are constitutional, and you know it.
This ery of unconstitutionality is simply a subterfuge, a mask
behind which you hope to hide your renf' purpose.

And this brings me, Mr. Speaker, to the second division of
my argument. ving demonstrated the constitutionality of
these laws, I proceed now to show theirexpedicncy.

I shall divide thispartof my argument into twochief branches:
First, the general necessity and propriety of such laws: and,
second, the special necessity and wisdom of these particular

WS,

On the question of general expediency I quote the following
from the Federalist, from the pen of that great statesman
Alexander Hamilton. He says, speaking in defense of section
4—the section to which I have referred so often—after speakin,
of the opposition that it was encountering (the Federalist, it
will be remembered, was written to secure the adoption of the
constitution; its purpose was to explain to the people every
clause in the instrument):

I am greatly mistaken, notwithstanding, if there be any article in the
whole plan more completely defensible than this. Its propriety rests upon
the evidence of this plain proposition, that every government ought to con-
tain in itself the means of its own preservation.

* * - » - - #®

Nothing can be more evident than that an exclusive power of regulating
elections for the National Government, in the hands of the State Legisla-
tures, would leave the existence of the Unionentirelyat their mercy. ey
could at auy moment annihilate it by neglecting to provide for the choice of
persons to administer its affairs.

- L L L3 - t ] -

The people of America may be warmly attached to the Government of the
Union, at times when the particular rulers of particular States, stimu-
lated by the natural rivalship of power, and by the hopes of personal ag-
grandizement, and supported by a strong faction in each of those States,
may be in a very opposite temper. This diversity of sentiment between a

oriiy of the people and the individuals who have the greatest credit in
their councils, i8 exemplified in some of the States at the present moment,

on the present question.
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He was here striking at some of the leaders whose zeal for
“‘State rights’ was greater than their foresight or their pa-
triotism. -

I cite also previous acts of Congress under this same provis-
ion. On June 25, 1842, the Congress of the United States, under
this section and by its authority, enacted that Representatives
in Congress should be elected by districts. Before then this
whole question had been left with the States. Our Democratic
friends could hardly raise theirold cry of unconstitutionality on
that; for if I remember aright that was their own act, yet it
was clearly an act prescribing the manner of the Congressional
elections. On July 25, 1866, the time and manner of choosilll::ﬁ
Senators were prescribed in detail, under thissame Constitutio
provision. On the 28th of July, 1871, it was enacted by Congress
that Representatives should be chosen by ballot. They had pre-
viously beenchosen insuch a manner as the State saw fit to adopt:
but from that time to this the only constitutional method of
choosing them has been by ballot. On February 2, 1872, Con-
gress prescribed a uniform election day (the first Tuesday after
the first Monday in November) for choosing Representatives in
Congress throughout the United States. And so far as I know,
Mr. Speaker, the constitutionality of none of these laws has ever
been questioned, though they are based on the same principle
as those now under consideration.

I wish to direct attention now to an argument which I think
will meet the approval of the majority of this House. I wish
to cite in evidence an instrument (and I say this not unkindly)
for which a majority of them have a great deal of respect—
the constitution of the late Confederate States. This instru-
ment, it will be remembered, was modeled after that of the United
States, and contained such changes only as to them appeared
necessary and wise. In it Ifind the following words (Art. I, sec-
tion 2, clause 1):

No person of foreign birth, not a citizen of the Confederate States, shall
be allowed to vote for any officer, State or federal. i

T{w gPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has
expired.

r. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I would like about ten minutes
more.

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I ask unanimous consent that the
gentleman be allowed ten minutes fo conclude his remarks.

There was no objection.

Mr.McCLEARY of Minnesota. Ithank the House foritscour-
tesy. Thesignificance of the quotation I huve read isseen in this,
Mr. Speaker, that,although there was in the minds of many good
and wise people at the time of the formation of our Constitution
some zuestiou as to the wisdom of delegating or granting to the
United States this great power, the ‘** sober second thought" of
the people left it in the Constitution. After having lived under
this provision for three-quarters of a century, so thoroughly had
its wisdom been established in the mindsof the pesple, that even
these strictest of the strict constructionists,these champions of
the '* States right” theory, when they came to frame their
organic instrument, not only retained the old provision, the one
that we have been éiscussing', but added another, in which they
went two steps further than we ever dreamed of going—pre-
seribing qualifications of electors, not only of Federal officers, but
for State oflicers also.

Toshow the necessity for the Federal election laws, at the time
of their ;ﬁassage and the continued necessity for them now, as
well as the manner of their operation, I submit the following
testimony (I quote from the report of the minority of the pres-
ent Committee on Election of President and Viee-President and
Representatives in Congress, to whom the thanks of the mem-
bers on this side are due for their masterly presentation):

In udgment as to the effect of any law a few
mmpmft% e:;galbling us to reach a just con):ﬂ:sicnrfha;ﬂ é”v‘;%‘r‘f‘af‘é'itm
tiful illustration. If we had a faithful picture of the condition of affairs in
any glven locality immediately before the enactment of these laws, and of
the same locality after the machinery had been in operation afew years, the

contrasts would be ogfreat service, Iortunately twosuch

comparisons a

pletures have been left upon the records of this House in the shape of re-
ports of speclal committess, including the testimony by which the conelun-
eions are supported. Both relate to elections in the city of New York. One
by Hon. Wilﬁmn Lawrence, of Ohio. February 23,1869, and the other by Hon.
8. 8. Cox, of New York, March 8, 1877.

‘We make a few extracts from each of these reports, first from that of Mr.
Lawrence, whose bill was made the essential gronudwork of the Federal
election laws enacted in 1870:

“In every country where nlar suffrage has existed it has been found
necess: to legislate against election frauds. (Citing statutes from Rich-
rolific in election frauds. (Citing offi-

ard Ilto Victoria.)

“The State of New York had been
cial reports for 1828, 1845, 1857, und 1858,)

“But, appalling and startling as these have been in our past history, they
are all surpassed in some respects by those perpetrated in the general elec-
tion in the State, and especially in the city of New York, on til.e 3d of No-
vember, 1808, These frands were theresult of a systematiec plan of gﬂi%anuc
gmponion. steathily arranged and boldly executed, not merely by ds of

egraded desperadoss, but with the direct sanction, approval, oraid of many
prominent officials ¢r eitizens of New York, withthe Bgmwdly concealed con-
nivance of others, and almost without aneffort to discourage or prevent
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them by any of those in whose interests and political party assocations they

Were success executed, who could not fail to have cognizance of them,
and whose duty it was to ex , defeat, and punish them.

“These frauds were so v in character thatthey comprehended every
knowncrime t the elective franchise. They corrupted the administra-

tion of justice, degraded the judiciary, defeated the executionof thelaws, sub-
verted for the time being in New York State the essential principles of pop-
ular government; robbed the people of that great State of tbelr rightful
choiee of electors of President and Vice-President, of a governor, and o
officers; disgraced the most prosperous city of the Union; encouraged
enemies of republican government here and elsewhere to deride our insti-
tutions as afailure, and endangered the peace of the Re];lmbuc by an attempt
to defeat the will of the people in the cholce of their rulers.

Numerous examples of fraud and violence are then given, and
the report contains this summary:

In view of all the facts it is safe to estimate that the total fraudulent and
illegal votes cast in the State of New York at the election in November, 1868,
were not less than and probably exceeded 50,000 votes. (Page 04.)

L] L L] - ] »

®

Such was the last Presidential election conducted in New York City ex-
clusively under State supervision.

Following close upon these events the law now in question was
by Congress authorizing the appointment of Federal supervisors to o
and report upon naturalization, registration, and voting.

Eight years pass.

A committee of which the Hon. S.S.Cox is chairman is charged
with the duty of investigating a hotly contested Presidential election in the
cities of New York, Brooklyn, Jersey City, and Philadelphia.

His report, and the evidence supporting the same, was filed March 8, 1877,
We submit the following extracts therefrom:

“The committee take pleasure in commending the action of the United
States officers, especially the supervisors of election in those cities, and the
more especially because the Federal election law has not heretofore been
administered with much satisfaction in those cities (Jersey City and Brook-

rve

""I"ha Federal officers seem, however, this year to have worked harmoni-
ously, not only with the local organizations, but with each other.

* OREDIT TO OFFICIALS.

* Whatever may be said about the United States laws as to electionsor their
superviaion by United States authority; whatever may be sald as to the
right of a State to regulate in all ways such elections, this must be said,
that the administration of the law by Commissioners Davenport, Muirhead,
and Allen, the United States functionaries and their subo ates, was emi-
nently just and wise, and conduclve to a fair public expression in a Presi-
dential year of unusual excitement and great temptation. The testimony
of Mr. Davenport, the United States Commissioner for the southern district
of New York, is a remarkable statement, which the committee would adopt
as the basis of their report as to the three citles,

*The name, the number of the house, the number of rooms or floors, and
other descripiions as to nativity, color, length of residence in the assembly
district, county, and State of the voter were Promml made. Naturaliza-
tion was inquired into, and other qualifications, and if disqualified, why
disqualified. Instructions were then issued and printed in the books dellv-
ered to the supervisors. They are found in the testimony of Mr. Davenport.

“The same care was pursued in the cities adjacent to New York. ‘lmro
never was an election where such thorough preliminary pre tion was
reqiuired or had as to the registration, or as to the ballots, or the poll lists
tallies, check books, certificates, statements, and returns by the é?aw nm‘l
other officers.

*No interference was allowed 80 as to defraud the honest voter of his right
except in a few instances, and nofraudulent votes were given except on very
rare ons.

* * - . - » -

“The committes would commend to other portions of the country and to
other cities this remarkable system, developed through the agency of both
local and Federal authorities Mun"fnm harmony for an honest purpose.

*In no portion of the world, ana in no era of time, where thare%oaa been
an expression of the popular will through the forms of law, has there ever
been a more complete and thorough illustration of republican institutions.

“Whatever may have been the previous habit or conduct of elections in
those cities, or howsoever they may conduct themselves in the future, this
election of 1876 will stand as a monument of what good faith, honest en-
deavor, le forms, and just authority may do for the protection of the
electoral chise.

“From the moment the supervisors were appointed, from the moment
that the lists are purged, from the moment that the applications are exam-
ined, to the very last return of the popular expreszsion, this election shows
the calm mastery of prudence.

“For this due cred{tshonld be given to men of both parties, and ially
to the corporation counsel, Mr. Whitney, and United States super T
*‘Mr, Commissioner Davenport had maps of every house and bullding in

the city. These mPs were corrected regularly every thirty days.

“You can not d a wing to your house, or change its number, or add to
its stories or rooms, or change the character orqnalfty of the dwe with-
out its being registered by the supervisor. * * =

“Of conrse, takeshere and there have occurred. Errors weremade in
consequence of mistakes of voters themselves, as to registering their resi-
ggm:e, but t.;klfml‘ﬁ xizésta.kee were, a‘slég‘rhaascogd be, Ft:emed:leﬁ: and it would

Wron, 0, @ 5 m purs ¥ State and Federal officers responsi-
Dla e R fos flacks R Spocke”

Mr. Cox was for a whole generation a leader of Democracy in this Cham-
ber, the friend of the letter-carriers, of the Territories, and of all the defense-
less who had a just cause to plead before the bar of the Amerlecan Co:
orpeople. His name has shed an endu luster on literature and Ingplo-
macy aswell as on his party and his country.

‘We are content to place his estimate of these laws and these men over
against whatever evil may be s;l)ol{en of them by those upon whom fortune
has placed the task of endeavoring to stand in his shoes, though they ara
incapable of following in his footsteps. * * =

Inasmuch as the repeal of the Federal election laws must have the effect
of relegating to State authorlties the entire supervision of the election of
President, Vice- dent, and Members of Congress, excluding even the
very mild form of observation—for that is about all it has amounted to—
which has prevailed since 1570, a vote for this bill is equivalent to a vote in
favor of the several State laws, to which it commits in toto the election of
these officers.

It therefore becomes the duty of Congress befors passing jud
bill to examine not only the sections of the Fed statutes w
a;:sud to repeal, but also the State laws which are claimed b

be not only sufficient but wise, jus
sought to be repealed. The purpose

nton this

ch it is pro-
the majority
aud a patriotic substitute for those
ould be to secure fair and free elec-
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tions. Unless these are had and the coun
Government merited

knows them to be such, the
whole is broughs into

To save time and s »1 cite the practice in only a few States,
beginning with Mississippi.

thamnmwlmmamMEmwnvou&ga%mw numbered

. Of this vote rrison re-

, 'The actual vote cast in 1892 was 62, y
ceived 1,408, This amazing result may be attributed to the force laws of
Mississippl. The perfection of this plan consists in the registration, or
rather nonregistration of voters. commissioners of election are ap-
ted by the llentenant-governor and secre’ of state. The

of the election districts are appointed by the election commissioners,

are not to be all of the same political party, if suitable persons of different
es are to be had in the tion district.

In 1890, in November, a new constitution was adopted in Mississippl. Sec-
tion 244 of Article XII has become famous. Itsprovisions are that on and
atter the 18t day of January, 1882, avery elector shall be able to read any
section of the constitution of the State; or he shall be able to understand
the same when read to him, or give a reasonable interpretation thereof. A
ie%a%&plan shall be made before the next ensuing election after January 1,

The new registration was effectual, as we have seen. Under the old shot-

ayanﬁ!which pre 1888, ublican total vote was 30,000,
gllimit fallen off to 1,408, a loss in four years of 29,690 votes to the Re-
publican pang Of course the Republican vote of 1888, as returned, was ab-
surdly small, but in 1882 it was much smaller,

The convention ted an election ordinance on the 1st.of November, 1880;

the ture of 1802 pas=ed an act concerning registration and elec-
tions. 8 13 is in these words: “A person shall not be registered iinless
he be able to read any section of the constitution; or, in case he can not read,
unless he be able to understand any section thereof whenread to him, orgive
a resonable interpretationthereof.” The law is based upon section 244 of the
Constitution already quoted. The elector who cannot read is put toahigher
test than the one who can. It is easy to aceount for the Republican loss, as
hereinbefore mentioned. The registrars are very consclentous (¥) men, and
they sea to it thatno man, not a constitutional lawyer, If o Republican, shall
be admitted to the registration lists.

As a Mississippi friend of mine once told me, ** When a good
Democrat comes to register we ask him to read some easy sec-
tion, as for example, Article I, section 4, clause 1, of the United
States Constitution: ** The Congress shall assemble atleastonce
in every year,”etc. But when 2 Republican coméstoregister we

uire himto read and explain some such cluuse as this: **No

of attainder or ex post facto law shall be passed.” And then
headded, **And it works beautifully!” Beitremembered that in
all of the ordinary relations of life this man is o model of integ-
rity and scrupulous honesty.

Other States besides Mississippl have enacted recent election statutes;
among them Arkansas, Tennessee, and Alabama. The purpose of them sll
is the same. The methods are all alike; but in these recent enacuments
more particular attention has been to registration than in the older
laws. This part of the statutes has been reduced to a fine art. The latest
act is that of Alabama, passed this year. It is called the Sayre law. In Ar-
kansas, Tennessee, and Alabama all Rowar of appointment of election of-
fleers comes from central authority. There is nosuch thingashome rulein
any of these States. The most significant feature of the new statutes, how-
ever, is the dependence of thelr framers upon each other's wisdom. They
comsult ther aud act in coneert.
has yet been held under the Sayre law of Alabama. Much is
said abount it In that State, and it has beenseverely criticised. Thecriticisms
induced its author to defend his statute, and in so doing he gave to the world
some curious information. He said in his article that *‘at the time of the

of the bill, and in the discussion attendant upon it, the Tegistration
ture was the feature selected for invective by the malcontents.”

The registration officers, by the Sayre law, are appointed by the governor.
Mr. Sayre sald further:

] applied to the secretary of state of Arkansas for Information as to how
the law worked there where it had been tried. The deputy secret.nrty an-
swered and sald, among other things, *The law works smoothly, guietly,
satistactorlly, beantl ,and I pray God every Southern State may soon
have one likeit. It neutralizes toa great extent the curse of the fifteenth
amendment, the blackest crime of the nineteenth century."

So Alabama adopted the Arkansas plan. Thelawmakers of one Southern
State help those of another. Ilorida and North Carolina borrow from
South Carol ,and Alabama from Arkansas and esser. - But ne State
geems yet to have approached Mississippi in ingenuity. Inall of the States
mentioned, and some othe however, the a.pﬂomrment. of election officers
is as far removed as possible from the people, and the entire control of
eve connected with elections Is in partisan hands,

In these States a highly complicated system has been evolved vy which a
rtisan victory may be re whenever desired without any reference
the intent or action of the voters at the polls. In this way the opponents

of Federal on of electlons ob conirol and perpetuate their
wer. That these are facts is well known, as everyone knows who cares to
%crrm himself. It is nowhere seriously denied.

No elec

Surely, Mr. Speaker, after this testimony, which eould be am-
plified almost indefinitely, I am justified in claiming that the
expediency, the propriety, yea, the necessity of these laws, has
been established to the satisfaction of all fair-minded men.

At this point I feel impelled to digress from my main argu-
ment for a few minutes, Mr, Speaker, to notice a certain air of
superior virtue, almost of mproachiuﬁneas, with which gentle-
men on the other side of the main aisle speak to us about what
they call home rule.

In rhythmic senténces they have eulogized local self-govern-
ment, and have portrayed in glowing terms its beauty and de-
sirnbility. I trust they will not misunderstand me or think that
I mean it unkindly when I say that as a social and historie fact
most of them do not know, and never did know from experience

what local seli-government means. I feel like quoting from a
book with which all Republicans and some good ocrats are
mptmdtobefamﬂiar. And I meanno to the source
of words, Mr, Speaker, when I quote here. They

are so pertinent that I can not forbear using them. Referring
them now to local self-government, the praises of whichfall from
Democraticlips with such unction, I would say to my Democratic
friends, ** You draw nigh unto it with your mouth and you
honor it with your&ga, but your heart is far from it.” Come
with met.o:gﬂ Northwestern State, say Minnesota, and I will
show you I self-government as you never saw it anywhere
south of Mason and Dixon’s line and east of the Mississippi.

One of the dearest interests of any man’s heart is the educa-
tion of his children. How is that provided for in the far North
Star State? The people of the neighborhood assemble in annual
meseting and defermine (each one having a voice in the matter)
how much school they need, when they wantit, how much they
can afford to pay, and all the other items needed in carryin
on that part of local government. Then they vote the requ
money and select from among themselves the necessary officers
to earry these determinations into. execufion. This is one ex-
ample of local sell-government, one which is so familiar to us in
the Norfhwest as to seem almost as much a matter of coiirse as
the passage of the sun through the heavens. Thousands of our
citizens would ke surprised if they were told that so dear an in-
terest as thisis, in many of the Siatesof even this * free ¥ country,
wholly outside of the control of thoss who are most interested.

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia., Will the gentleman
allow me to interrupt him merely to suggest that we do that
now in West Virginia.

Mr, McCLEARY of Minnesota. Well, you have been some-
what reformed, I know, and I am glad fto be thus corrected.
Are there any other States to reportcorrections? [After apause.]
I hear no response.

A man can not leave the threshold of his own home to go to
his neighbor’s without using the publicroad. Mayhap crossing
his way is a river too deep to ford, so across the river must be
built & bridge. How do we construct roads and build bridges
in Minnesota? The people meet in annual assembly; and, after
hearing the report of supervisors as to what has been done in the
year just ended, and recommending what should be done the
coming year, they deliberate and determine on the improve-
ments to be made and then vote the moneg to pay for them.
They make the plan of action for the yearand then elect men to
carry the provisions into practice.

And thus I might go on, gl'ivi.ng a picture of a state of affairs
in which each household rules its own h tone; where no
man is hindered or intimidated at the ‘?0115; where on elec-
tion day, literally **equal before the law,” the journe, in
his jeans and the banker in his broadeloth wait with equal pride
an opportunitfto da!poait his ballot, each standing pmndlg;mt.
in the regal glory of American citizenship, and neither having
any doubt that the ballot he deposits will be counted as cast.

And now, by way of contrast, . Speaker, let me quote from
the practice of one of the most liberal and enlightened of the
Southern States. I refer to Maryland:

Do we want a road supervisor? We must send toa Bourbon County board
and have some *‘heeler " appointed. Dowe want a constable or a school trus-
tee? The same board will provideforus. Do wewanst a justice of the peace®
The governor appoints him. The people can not be trusted to elect. Is it
any wonder our roads are , Our government slack, our schools ineffi-
cient, our people discouraged, and our lands almost valueless?

I snid, Mr. Speaker, that the peoiﬂa within the limits I indi-
cated do not know in practice what local self-government means.
That it may not be pleaded that the present situation is one of
the results of the war, I will now quote from De Toqueville’s
famous work, Democracy in America, published many years be-
fore the war. This great French observer and student of politi-
cal systems says, after n careful personal study of our State and
national institutions:

The more we descend toward the South the less active does the business
of the township or parish become; the number of magistrates, of funotions,
and of rights decreases; the poPulauon exercises a less immediate infinence
on affairs; town mee are less frequent, and the subjects of debate less
numeroiis. The power of the elected magistrate is a ted, and that of
the etector diminished, whilst the public spirit of the local communities is
less awakened and less influential.

Now, Mr. Speaker, in view ol these facts, does it not seem
rather presumptuous in the gentlemen on the other side to ac-
cuse us of trying to *‘centralize the powers of the Government? "
Or is this simply the old ery of ** stop thief?”

In drawing my remarks to a close, I can not forbear asking the
Eﬂuem&n on the other side, Why do you propose to re these

ws? As shown conclusively yesterday by my distinguished
friend and colleague [Mr. TAWNEY], you are not under any ob-
ligation to do so. Your platform does not demand it. Indeed,
as I see it, it would'be a breach of faith in you to do it. Your

never could have trinmphed on that issue.

I wish to show you further that it is not to your material in-
terest to dp this t . It will not pay you of the sunny South-
land ina %

Away beyond the ippi, far from the great markets of
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the world, out on the prairies of Iowa and southern Minnesota,
and even fa.rther west, land commands from $40 te $150 an acre,
and this is for legitimate farm purposes, not for speculation in
© town lots.” By contrast consider the following:

A newspaper in a town in Maryland states that a landowner near Wash-
ington offers 500 acres of land 7 miles from the national capital for 815
an acre, and that there is timber enough on it which in cordwood and oth-
erwise would for it. The party wanta the editor to hnnt up some
Northern man who will buy it, and the editor males an object lesson of itin
favor ol a from Democratic bourbonism, such as is cursed
with, to blican management. FHere are some of the points he makes:
“Why should such land be offered at such low fi, ¥ do not North-
ern men jump at such offers? Simply becanse bourbonism has kept Mary-
land fully fifty years behind the times. Because there is no progress, no
improvements, no toleration of methods, that make communities wealthy

osperous, no chance for the people, no publie spirit, no home rule, no
elections of minor officers by the 8.
# i . * s * .

Can men be expected to leave a home where the people govern, where the
township system gives home rule, good roads, good schools, toleration of

opinion, to locate where they will be ruled by a eonclave of political bosses

more imperial, more despotic, less solicitons for domestic prosperity or pub-
He welfare than a Russian despot—a set of bosses that would rather harp on
the last chords of Calhounism than devote a thought to the mending of a
bridge or highway two centuries old.

The repeal of these equitable laws will show to the world that
you Democrats propose to continue in your old errors. The re-
proach has been cast upon you that, like a man riding backward
in the cars, you see nothing until itis E:ﬂk. If yourepeal these
laws this reproach will be more than deserved, for your action
will show that you do notf see a thing even after it has passed;
or, that if you do, it teaches you nothing.

Bourbonism, gentlemen of the South, bourbonism, that spirit
which is behind your action in this matter, is beyond all doubt
seriously interfering with your material prosperity. But I pro-

to appeal to you in behalf of an interest even dearer to you
than that. Chivalry toward woman and affectionate regard for
children are two characteristics for which you aredistinguished
among men. In behalf, then, of your children I conjure younot
to take the action indicated by your bill.

You are struggling with a mighty problem. In some of its
phases you have the sympathy of all men who understand the situa-
tion. But, gentlemen, you cannotaflord fo do evil that good may
come of it. The experiment hss been tried thousands of times,
and always with the sameultimate result. The difficulties which
you now encounter are not pri.m&ri!&of your making; they are
in large part an inheritance. More than two centuries ago your
fathers made a mistake the consequences of which they could
not forsee. Beware lest by lyour action on the pending matter

ou hand down to your children’s childrena heritage of wce.
E‘or it is among the decrees of Him who changeth not, that
every wrong act contains wrapped up within itself the seed of
its own punishment.

To the small but courageous band of Populists on this floor I
put the question, Why should you support this bill? Do you
not know that it is hurried in upon us at this time in order to
heal t.heia?reaeh ix_xﬁthe ﬁetg:oc;qtdg Imnkh s? There aﬂ; Ieu; of

our soc ropositions whic ave an thy; but

¥ u hold thepm lrl)t?:sst.l . You believe that theg :génugg pg:wail.

ave you forgotten that a campaign is now in progress in the
State across the Potomac? Do you realize how near your friends
there are to victory? And have you stopped to consider how
much such a victory would mean to your cause? This ia a
shrewd move on the Imrt of your Democratic opponents to divert
the attention of their Virginia voters from the silver question,
upon which they are so seriously divided, and o heal the breach
that it has caused. Will you aid them to defeat your friends?

And you Nerthern Democrats, how can you support shis bill?
Have you noted the arguments used? Doyounot thatcar-
ried to their logical coneclusion they justify disruption of the
Union? Can you not hear in them the echoes of bygone da;
days which I supposed that every patriotic citizen wished might
beforgotten? Can younotalmostfeel the presence of the sheeted
specters of secession? You were sent here by the votes of men
whos? lives were offered a willing sacrifice in defense of the
Union. Think you they have forgotten those years of horror?
Trusted by them to make certain economic changes, whieh some-
how they had allowed themselves to be convinced would be ben-
efieial to the country, think you they will tolerate interference
with that which they hold sacred?

And you gentlemen who pride yourselves on your political pur-
ity, you who were so ﬁﬂy characterized some weeks ago by my
friend from Montana [Mr. HARTMAN], you who bear the eupho-
nious name of Mugwump& ow do you like the position that you
have got yourselves into? Youseem to be between his satanie
majesty and the briny deep, and I advise you to take to the water.
And ly you who spoke this afternoon, who bear a name
hon wherever the English language is apo':(en, a name which
will be venerated as long ss great acecomplishments and lofty
purposes are honored among men—a name which youn bear, sir,

notunworthily-—how ean you support this bill? If, as soms peo-
ple believe, the spirits of the departed look down upon us, what
think youn would be the feelings of yourdistinguished sire, whose
classic words at Gettysburg and elsewhere in behalf of this
Union are an undying part of American literature—how think
you he would feel to see you votfe for this bill?

The pressure of a seeming political necessity is so strong, Mr.
Speaker, that I fear that men who do not in their hearts ap-
prove this bill may feel impelled to vote for it. It is within the

wer of the majority to pass it.

But I would be false to my own best instinets, Mr. 8 er, if
I did not here publicly protest against it. This feeling is so
strong as to have overcome my natural disinclination as a new
member to address this House thus early in my career.

I protest in the name of those who suffered the direful conse-
guences of the application of a similar principle in the Articles
of Confederation.

I protest in the name of the unnumbered heroes who offered
their lives in defense of this Union; the heroes dead, who lie in
their last resting place on the hillsides and in the valleys of the
sunny South, over whose ashes the sad pines are algli%f a re-
quiem; the heroes living, many of them broken in y and
racked with pain, who are passing down the western slope toward
the setting sun upheld in their weakness by the consciousness of
patriotic service faithfully performed in the hour of the nation’s
peril, who ﬂory in a ‘* nation saved, a race delivered.”

I protest in the name of the people of our own counfry; of the
people of other lands, whose eyes are turned to this in hope and
whose life is brightened by our national sunlight of liberty un-
der law; and of the millions yet to be, in whose interest our in-
stitutions must be preserved.

‘Withall the vigor of nature, Mr. Speaker, I protest against
the passage of bill. In thename of all that men esteem good
and great, I protest, I protest. [Long continued applause.

Mr. ALDERSON. Mr. Speaker, as the result of a political
victory without parallel in the history of the Republie, the
Democratic party finds itself in control of the legislative and
executive departments of our Government, and in a position to
redeem its pledges made to the people.

By admittiugl into the Union States deficient in population
and in mantio er elements desirable in statehood, and by keep-
mﬁout of the Union Territories with much larger populations-

better equipped in all respects tosustain home government,
the Republicans secured and maintained control of the Senate,
and no doubt congratulated themselves that they were too
?fong]y li).ﬂ'.r(-.mehed in that body to be dislodged by the votes of

e people.

Foli-etvpventy ears, with rare exceptions, the popular branch of
Congress, fo which the people elected directly their Represent-
atives, had been in control of the Democracy. When, in the
midst of last year's exeiting conflict, we believed we would elect
our candidate for President and & majority of members of the
House of Representatives, we little hoped to overturn the Re-
publican majority in the Senate. The political revolution ecame,
and when the verdict of the voters had been registered it was
found that the party of high taxes, monopoly, centralization,
and force bills had been relegated to the rear and thatthe party
of the geople would have opportunity to make good its pledges.

Mr. er, unless the freemen of America shall againso far
forget their duty as citizens as to reverse the verdict rendered -
last November, and again give opportunity to the Republican
party to steal away the liberties of the people by means of Fed-
eral supervision and control of elections, the danger confrontin,
the American peeple last year will never be estimated or real-
ized. AsIsaw it then and see it now, the future of 65,000,000
of people was trembling in the balance, and the weal or woe of
a republie was to be determined by the result. It was the calm,
sober, and delibzrate judgmentof many of the most conservative
minds in the country thatif the Republicans were successful the
Lodge force bill would become the law of the land, to be fol-
lowed by anarchy, race war, revolution, and in the end the de-
struction of republican institutions. Subsequent oceurrences
have demonstrated beyond question that these fears were well
founded. With stern, unyielding, and relentless determination,
we have seen a Republican House of Representatives, encour-
aged and abetted by a Republican President, pass a most inigui-
tous and liberty-destroying measure, under which the elections
of the gie would be controlled absolutely and entirely by irre-
sponsible Federal agencies.

The voters of the country have but recently decided over-
whelmingly against such methods and such measures; and yet
we have seen the Republieans in this Congress refuse to vote;
we have seen them break a quorum in order to prevent consider-
ation of a bill having for its object the repeal of the Federal
election laws now in force. If proof were needed of their blind
devotion to the doetrine of Federal supervision of elections, of
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their utter disregard and contempt for the expressed wishes of
a vast majority of our Pﬂeople, we had that evidence when we saw
the Republicans in this House refuse to vote in order to prevent
consideration of the bill under discussion.

I repeatit, unless the people shall again place the Republican

ty in power and thus give them opportunity to take away
E:m the States the control of their own elections, an opportu-
nity which the past history and conduct of the Republican party
shows it would seize upon promptly and actupon unserupulously,
if presented, the country will never realize or appreciate the dan-
gers to free institutions avoided by the defeat of the Republican
party at the polls last November.

Those of us who lived in close and doubtful States know with
what fierceness the political battle raged, with what determina-
tion our political adversaries contested every inch of ground, and
with what relief we contemplated the great victory won by the
champions of free institutions.

Sir, the Republican party is not closer or more strongly wed-
ded to the doctrine of protecticn than it is to the prineciple of
TPederal control of elections. By the one processthey would rob
the masses of their substance, and by the other they would steal
away the liberties of the people. The Democratic party in Con-
gress has been solemnly commissioned by the American people
to tear down the walls of protection and o wipe from the statute
books the last vestige of every law which stands as a menace
against home rule, and we can not too speedily enter upon the
good work assigned us.

Mr. Speaker, the masses of our Republic have suffered long
and grievously from unequal and onerous burdens imposed upon
them by unfair class legislation: they have been patient under
most exasperating and trying circumstances, and the revolt of
last year was arebellion of the oppressed against the demands of
most exacting taskmasters. Sir, the people of this countr{‘ are
terribly in earnest and will not brook trifling or delay. They
have trusted and confided in the Democratic party, and we, as
their agents, but perform the trust confided tous and keep faith
with the people when we by legislation destroy the twin evils
of high-tariff and force-bill legislation.

Sir, the existence of any law that authorizes the interference
on the part of Federal officials with the elections in the States
is an impeachment of the honesty, integrity, intelligence, and
patriotism of the ple, and a standing mensace to free govern-
ment and republican institutions. To pass a Federal election
law is to commit a crime against civilization. For us to permit
alaw of this character to remain on the statute books would be a
breach of trust and a violation of the promises solemnly made to
those who have elected us. The popular verdict has been ren-
dered in favor of the bill now being considered,and it is our duty
to carry into effect the desires of the voters of the Republic.

Many issues and numerous questions were discussed during
the last campaign. Many influencesoperated to place the Dem-
ocracy in Eower, but it is absolutely certain that the well-based
fear on the part of the people that the Republican party, if
longer kept in ascendency, would enact laws tending further
towards centralization and would place the control of the elec-
tions in the hands of the Federal authority, had more to do with
influencing the E)epular verdict than all other causes combined.
The people realized that it was a serious and unfortunate condi-
tion existing, in which the hard-earned substance of the great
masses of the people was legislated away from them and into
the pockets of a privileged class, but above and beyond every
other consideration, above and beyond every other right to
be jealously guarded and protected was the right of the peo-
ple to control their own affairs; the right of franchise to be
exercised untrammeled and withoutinterference. The verdict
of the people was a protest against any infringement upon the
doctrine o? home rule, without which government is a mockery
and freedom an idle dream. -

Mr. Speaker, the laws which this bill proposes to repeal are the
relies of the fratricidal strife which separated our people thirty
years and the heri of the reconstruction period during
which States of this Union were by the rule of the bayonet re-
duced to mere dependencies. To wipe these laws from the stat-
ute books is a duty we owe to the best interests and prosperity
of our country and to ourselves, as well as to those who may come
after us, If the condition ever existed when such laws were

roper or necessary, twenty-seven years of profound peace in the
Eia ublic have removed the circumstances and surroundings
which could give excuse for the longer existence of any such
" measures; and it is to be profoundly regretted that the Repre-
sentatives of the people, regardless of party, can not unite in a
patriotic purpose to repeal these laws, which are a blot upon our
civilization and a disgrace to the Republie. Itistoberegretted
that a great political party is found arrayed against the repeal
of the Federal election laws.

Mr. Speaker, it is clear that the patriots who framed the Con-

“Through Kuklux violence in nearl

stitution of the country never contemplated that the language of
the Constitution relating to the subjeect and providing tﬁat—

The times, places, and manner of holding eiections for Seaators anl Repre-
sentatives shall be prescribed in each State by the Legisiature thereof; %rlft
the Co 23 MAY &t any time by law make or alter such regulations, except
as to the places of choosing Senators—
should ever be construed to vest in Congress the right pri-
marily and originally to enact laws prescribing “‘the times,
places, and manner for holding elections for Senators and Repre-
sentatives:” and the history of the period, the discussions in and
actions of the conventions of the original thirteen States which
adopted the Constitution, demonstrate clearly and prove beyond
controversy that it was never intended that Congress should
fna,as laws prescribing ** the times, places, and manner ” of hold-

g such elections except in the event the Stites had refused to
provide the necessary machinery for such elections or where the
States were unable to do so because of revolution, ete. Every
State has provided such regulations. But whether such right
existed primarily in Congress or not, reasonable and thinking
men, regardless of party, must now conclude that there isno ne-
cessity for the existence of such laws, and that a policy which
would naturally bring Federal laws and Federal authority in
conflict with State laws and State authority: apolicy which must
breed unrest and uneasiness among the people, and produce fric-
tion, contusion, and controversy, should no longer be pursued,
and can not be too st.rongly condemned.

It is to be very much deplored that the minority of the com-
mittee reporting this bill have found it necessary to rehash the
false statements and unpatriotic utterances concerning the South
and her I:Fel:bple, 80 long the stock in trade of Republican politi-
cians. The minority in their report have said:

Whatever may have been the necessity for the enactment of Federal
statutes supervising the elections in the I Northern cities, an added ne-
cessity has arisen in the South, because of State laws and their operation.
all of the Southern communities the
Democratic parq; gradually gained control of every branch of the State

overnments. The murders and assassinations committed have passed into

s%0ry. Through these the State governments were seized; then came the
enactment of the Southern force laws, by which usurped power is retained
in all of the late Confederate States. Although there are still occasional
instances of violence, this is no longer necessary, because the laws are so
framed that the Democrats can keep themselves ossessionof the govern-
ments in every Southern State. e details of e laws of the various
States differ, but the purpose of all is the same. The predominant design
everywhere is, however, to keep from the people the choice of their Inspect-
orsor judges of elections.

Mr. SFea.ker, the State of which I am a native and in part rep-
resent is one of the Southern States. The gentleman from
Maine [Mr. REED], in the debate of some days since saw proper
to refer to West Virginia asa State ‘‘ made outside the Consti-
tution.” Iwill be ugardoned,lt.mat, if I digresssufficiently now to
state what I intended to say then in answer to the distinguished
g;ntlema.n, but was prevented from so doin%’by the demand for
the previous question. It may bethatWest Virginia was*‘ made
outside the Constitution,” but the explanation of the fact that
‘West Virginia came into the Union in an unconstitutional way
is found when we remember that that State was admitted into
the Union by a Republican Congress during a period of war and
for partisan purposes. But whether ‘* made outside the Consti-
tution” or not, West Virginia is in the Union, and her Repre-
sentatives are here, the peers of any other gentleman upon this
floor, and are not to be browbeaten or cajoled intosilence by any

entleman from any State. I fake it that the chief ohjection

ublican é»ol{ticians have to my State lies in the fact that she
is Democratic and is m:fj‘ﬁ toremainso, and vituperation, abuse,
and misrepresentation not persuade our people to vote the
Republican ticket. Republican success means a force bill, and
80 long as this Republican party exists the danger to free insti-
tutions confrontsus. We may notagree upon financial questions;
we may differ as to policies to be pursued, but so long as Re-
publican success and bayonet rule stare us in the face we must
and will vote the Democratic tickef.

The minority say: y

Although there are still occasional instances of violence, this is no longer
necessary, because the laws are so framed that the Democrats can kecp
themselves in possession of the government in e Southern State. The
details of the laws of the varions States differ, but the purpose of all is tho
same, etc.

Speaking for West Virginia and for West Virginians, I assert
with all the force and power which language can express, that
so far as West Virginia is concerned this declaration is not jus-
tified, and T denounce it as a slander upon my State and her I;-)go-
ple. Theelectionlaws of that State, enacted by Democratic Leg-
islatures, are conservative, broad, passed in a spirit of fairness,
and intended to guarantes to every qualified voter the inalien-
able right to cast his ballot for the candidates of his choice.

The criticism is made againstour election laws, and with some
degree of reason, that they are too liberal and do not guard suf-
ficiently the elective franchise; and I desire to say that the his-
tory of the elections in that State, and more especially in the
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recent past, shows the danger to our people is that our laws may
not be sufficiently rigid to prevent, in many cases, the casting of
illegal votes, and that the election frauds committed have been
committed by the Republicans. I charge it against the Repub-
lican politicians of that State that they have time and again en-
deavored, by means of illegal votes, to place that State in the Re-
publican column. In 1888, by a preconcerted system of illegal
voting; the Republicans attempted to defeat the will of our peo-

le. Resort was had to these methods in 1892 to carry our State

or the Republicans,and it was only by means of most diligent,
active, and determined efforts that it was prevented.

The State was colonized with thousands of illegal negro voters,
and it was with much difficulty and exertion that our State was
prevented from being turned over again to the tender mercies
of radicalism.

Gentlemen have stated that the Federal election laws are
dead letters upon the statute books. Sir, only last za&r, in
our State, Republican Federal officials demonstrated by their
action the danger to the people of permitting to remain in force
the laws which we now seek to repeal. The district attorne
and marshal of our State saw proper fo leave their homes an
travel hundreds of miles into a Republican county and away
from the Congressional district in which they resided, and to lose
their votes, in order, by their presence and action and the acts
of theirminions, to encourage, if not to induce, illegal voters to
cast their ballots for the Republican candidates, and thereby
to carry a Congressional district and a State for the Repub-
licans. The actions of these Federal officials are best explained
in the following telegrams and letters and affidavits from gen-
tlemen of unimpeachable integrity. These papers are copies of
documents on file at the Department of Justice.

Isend to the desk and ask to have read the letters and some
documents in this connection.

The Clerk read as follows:

- CHARLESTON,YW. VA., April 3, 1893,

My DEAR Sir: Iinclose herewith correspondence with Dr. W. R. Iaeger,a
rominent citizen of McDowell County, who is known to yourself, and whom
kn?r to be a good citizen and whose statement is entitled to the highest

It is due to you that I should state, as chairman of the Democratic State
committee, I had a good deal of correspondence with Mr. L. E. Tierney,
chairman of the Democratic executive committee of McDowell Count
regard to the action of Mr. Sturgiss, the district attorney, and Mr. W{it.e.
United States marshal, at the election in 1892,

The day before the election I received a telegram from Mr. Tierney, stat-
ing in substance that Mr. White, his deputies, and Mr. Sturgiss were hjpres-
ent at the polls.. I thereupon sent a telegram to Mr. Tierney, m to
do all in his power to maintain order, and to see that only the legal vote of
that nountg was cast. I inclose you anewspaper accountof that correspond-
ence, which, of course, was by telegram.

The known fact in our State that the Republican party intended at the
election of 1802 to lﬂ)eat. the outrages upon the ballot box so successfully
exposed by us in 1888, caused me to pay close and careful attention to that
county. e not only had the entire vote listed, but we caused to be madea
list of theillegal voters in that county whom we suspected the Republicans
would attempt to vote at the election, and placed these lists in the hands of
the county and local committees and of the challengers at each one of the
voting places. Before placing these lists in th hands we had carefully

epared, by nced men, a short history of these illoﬁ:l voters, show-

‘when they came into this State, how long th%y had been in the State, and
the reasons why they were not under the laws of West Virginia legal voters.

1 desire to say, further, that after the election I had a conversation with
District Attorney Sturgiss, in which he told me that he had been present in
McDowell County at the election in 1892,

Yours, very truly,

Hon. JOHN D. ALDERSON,
Washington, D. C.
Mr. ALDERSON. Mr, Speaker, the residue of fhis corre-
spondence and wmmpangmg papers, which are somewhat volu-
minous, I will not ask to have read at this time if consent is given

W. E. CHILTON.

a
that I may insert the contents in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the gentle-
man from West Virginia inserting in the RECORD the corre-
spondence and papers, a part of which has been read.

There was no objection.

The documents are as follows:

CHARLESTON, W. VA., April 8, 1593,

DEAR SIR: Seeing that you are in Charleston, and knowing that you
are a citizen of McDowell County, and that you were a candidate in your
county for the office of sheriff at the election of 1892, and knowing that you
have knowledge in regard to the action taken by the United States district-
attorney for West Virginia, and the marshal at the election, you will confer
a great favor upon me by giving me a statement in writing, as to what yon
know of that matter.

Yours, very truly,

W. E. CHILTON, Chairman,
Dr. W. R. IAEGER, City.

= 3 CHARLESTON, W. VA., April 8, 1593.
BAR SIR: I was present at the polls at the election of 1892, at Elkhorn
Station, in McDowelFCounay. one oﬁ-he voting places for El%om district
Browns Oreek district, and remained all day of election. X

United States Marshal White, of West Vir and District Attorney
Sturﬁjaa were there present all day, and by their presence gave a strong
moral sup; to the opposition, and what we thought, and suﬁ believe, was
& Ftrong attempt to vote a large number of illegal votes at those precinets.

During the day Gen. Sturgiss was in frequent communication with the mar-
shal and his deputiea.

It had been publicly stated that the Republican party intended to vote
hundreds of negroes in McDowell County whom the State committee and our
Democratic county committee knew were illegal voters and not entitled to
vote in that county. The State and local committees had made lists of these
illegal voters, and as Elkhorn district and Browns Creek district, which ad-

oin each other, contained alarge negro voting population, infact the largest

the county, at interest was centered at that point, and the attention
of both politic arties was centered at that place. There is no doubt in
the world that a large number of illegal votes were cast at the precincts
above referred to, and but for the intimidating effect of the United States
marshal and his deputies at the polls and the moral support given them by
the United States district atto ney we would have been able to have pre-
vented a lar§e number of illegal votes from being cast.

By the public prints and the public and private utterances of all the Demo-
craiic committees 1t was known that we intended to protect the rights of
avery leﬁa.l voter in that county, and the only purpose which we intended to
accomplish was to prevent a mat-ltlan of the outrages u}nan the balliot per-
petrated in the election of 1 We feel that the district attorney had a
prominent part, as above set forth, in having a large illegal vote cast in our
county contrary to law. His presence there was a menace to our eivil an-
Umritg and we consider it an outrage upon our people.

: tu.'r%-lsss and Marshal White came to that precinct the day beforeelec-
tion and left on the first train going West the morning after election, show-
ing that their presence there was solely for the se of taking partin the
election, neither of them being residents of that county.

Yours, truly,

Hon. W, E. CHILTOR,

Chairman Democratic State Committse, Charleston.
STATE OF WEST VIRGINLA,
County of McDowell, 8s:

This day personally appeared before me, J. R. Greenawalt, & notary public
in and for said county and State, L. E. Tlerney, chairman of the Democratic
county committee of the said county and State, deposes as follows:

On the 8th day of November, 1892, George C. Snu.r%ss. United States dis-
trict attorney for West Virginia, and H S. White, United States marshal
for West Virginia, were in this county aidi the Republicans to defeat
Grover Cleveland and carry that State for the ublicans. Sald Stur
and White held forth at the Houston Coal and Coke Comp: 's store;
store was one of the voting precincts in Browns Creek district, and avoting
place where a large number of negroes voted.

The sald Sturgiss and White came from distant part of the State to prob-
ably carry out the modus operandi of the Republican managers. From the
factthey were vested in United States power, their official standing had a ten-
dency to overawe the Democratic workers from working as hard as they
should for the election of Grover Cleveland for President. Thesald Sturgiss
and White lost their vote; their presence also had a tendency to give backbone
to the illegal negro voter. The saild Sturgiss was off and on in this count;
for two or three weeks before the election, instructing the negroes in re,
to voting the Republican ticket.

I myself was told by one of their ﬁ?uty marshals, who was at the Pow-
hatan voting precinet, that the sald Sturgiss instructed the megroes they
could vote West V. ia, even if they had their families in Virginia.
One of our election officers at the Kyle voting place told me Dan Cunningham,
a deputy marshal. told the negroes if they were not allowed to vote at this

ecinct they should goto Elkhorn. This was the place at which Sturgiss and

hite held forth, asthe Houston C. and C. Com y's storeisat Elkhorn. I
saw myself a at many negroes leave the vot precinet, where our men
watched carefully for illegal voting, and go to Elkhorn and vote. Judging
from the action of the deputy marshals on that day, they were instructed to
send all thenegroesto Elkhorn. Ihad a competentcorps of men list fully 1,200
illegal voters, the majority of which were negroes. Our chall were
all a?mv!.ﬂed with this llst.uv_'ret. numbers of these illegal votes were cast. Our
challenger at Elkhorn, . L. D. Colomon, reported to me that he re-

&eawfduaruhﬂ ‘White to arrest some of those illegal voters. This White

not do.

As county chairman of the McDowell Democratic county commit I
hold the presence of Sturgiss and White had a tendency to overawe tl
Democratic workers, and also had a tendency to give kbone to a great
deal of the illegal vo! %

I wired the following telegram to W. E. Chilton, Democratic State com-

mittee:
“ELEHORN, MCDOWELL COUNTY, W. VA., November 7, 1892,
W, B, CHILTON, Charleston, W. Va.:

i Wire following to all State papers, to appear in morning issue:
“'THE FORCE BILL INAUGURATED PREVIOUS TO PASSAGE.

“The Federal court of West Virginia, with the e::cegdon of Judge Jackson,
has been in session allday in this county, swearing in United States marshals
to take possession of our polling stations, with the intention of control
our election, as it is known the people of this section have resolved to cas
their vote in the interest of the Democratic party. With bold effrontery thi
assert that they are thus empowered to act by the provisions of some Fede:
law which 18 known only to themselves.

“Will the intelligent voters of the United States indorse such an nunwar-
ranted and opmseiw act by thelr votes cast on to-morrow’s election?

“L. E. TIERNEY.”

Above telegram proves thatIinstructed our State chairman that Sturgiss
and White were in this county.
I submit also a copy of another telegram I had:

“SWITCHBACE, W. VA., November 9, 1599,

W. R.IAEGER.

“To MARSHAL WHIT!
" Wheeling, W. Va.:

“We thank you for your timely and efficient aid‘.‘

. HUTCHISON,
“ Chairman Republican County Commities.,”
I feel this goes to show White's presence in this county gave a great deal
of help to the Republican leaders of this connty.

L. E. TIERNEY,
Chairman McDowell Demoeratic Commitlee.
Subscribed and sworn to before me, in my said county, this 5th day of

Ag'ﬂ. 1893.
iven under my hand and notarial seal.
J. R GREENAWALT, Notary Publie.
STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA, s
County of McDowell, ss: 3
1, J. R. Greenawalt, a no publie, in and for the county and State afore-
said, dohereby certify that James Wetherman personally appeared belore
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me, inmy sald county, and made oath that on the8th day of November, 1802,
that being the election day, H. 8. White, United States marshall, and George
O, Bturgiss, United States district attorney, were both in this county. Stur-
si.uwu at the Honston Coal and Coke Company precinet in Brown’s Creek

{strict, also at the Elkhorn grocmct. White was at the Houston precinct,
in Brown's Creek district, The CE;A’W of these men, oecupym&:.ha
tions they had their ofMeial , tended to overawe and ate
Democratic workers and voters and sanctioned the casting of a number of
illegal votes.. The deputy marshals were extremely active and aggressive

er instructions from their superiors, and even went into the polls and

volunteered instructions to the commissioners and clerks, and also insisted
on the colored voters to go to Elkhorn to vote, where the sald White and
Sturgiss were stationed.

Given under my hand and notarial seal this 5th ﬁn{vgiﬁﬁru', 1893, .

J. B. GREENA , Notary Public,

The following is the newspaper account of the correspondence
to which Mvr. Chilton in his letter refers, and was
the Charleston (W. Va.) Gazette of November 8, 1892:

The following telegram was received last night by the chairman of the

Democratic State committes:
‘* ELEHORN, W. VA., November 7, 1892.

“W. E. CHIuroR, Charleston, W, Va.:

hod = and whole Federal court here to appoint marshals for all our
voting precinets purﬁoml%to control our election here. Confer with Jud
Jackson as to the right of United States marshalsas our polls. Wireme
decision at once.

“L. E. TIERNEY.”

In respose, Chairman Chilton promply sent Mr. Tlerney the following:

“ CHARLESTON, W. VA,, November 7.

8-

% 1. E. TIERNEY, Elkhorn, W. Va.:

““Can not :uohanthm‘itﬂo!:}tmed in time. Do notgetnervous. Preserve
the law and your rights. atmy letter and former te. ; they con-
tain the per advice and I adhere to them. Itcannotbe le that Fed-
eral au ty will attempt to cmtmégour elections. Even if they-do ap-
g:mﬁ marshals, mm\xﬂ ba govern

ve no right to vio the law any more than has a private citizen. This
committee will prosecute any violations of the election lawcommitted by

cool and secure proper evidence of any violation of law and have
anyone voting illegally: No power on earth can prevent the
shaﬂ.}!:. ogn&nﬁliaa, Mé_d‘ va‘}lm:t. ‘{;n omcmi: of the Stin.w Srrog doing their duty.
This is a o, and West Virginia is a sovereign State.

¥ “W. E. CHILTON, Chairman."

any one.
- K
arres

TFrom the above 1t will be seen to what straits the Republican machine in
West Virginia is pushed in their vain attempt to capiure the State, The
State committee now have in at headquarters reports from every county.
They show the Democratic organization to bein better shape than they ever
were at this stage of the campaign, and feel absolutely sure that West Vir-
ginia will elect four Congressmen, will cast her electoral vote for Cleveland
and Stevenson, and will elect the entire State ticket,

Mr. ALDERSON. These lettersand affidavits, Mr. Speaker,
clearly show that the United States marsnal and thedistrict at-
torney of West Vir%.inia left their homes and went to MeDowell
County, in the Third distriet of that State, which is my district,
and were present on election day, and by their presence and ad-
vice and through their agents encouraged illegal negro voters
to vote the Republican ticket. Not only that, sir—

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Will the gentleman allow a ques-

2 [y

Mr. ALDERSON. My time isverylimited, and I would prefer
to get through as soon as practicable.

X ER of Nebrasks. I ask unanimousconsent thatthe
gentleman be allowed to extend hisremarks indefinitely.

Mr. ALDERSON. I do not want to talk indefinitely, What
is your question? .

. HAINER of Nebraska. I ask this, if the gentleman's
statement is correct, why there has been no prosecution of these
officers? Did you complain of them?

Mr. ALDERSON. Mr. Speaker, the answer is found in the
existence. of the. iniquitous statutes under which these offi-
cials pretended to be acting, and which we propose to repeal by
the passage of the bill now under consideration.

1 state the substance of these papers in order that the House

. may understand— :

r. HAINERof Nebraska. The gentleman has not answered
my question. The law provides for the punishment of any per-
son who by intimidation or fraud prevents a legal voter from
depositing his ballot.

r. ALDERSON. Yes; and it was never enforced, I believe,
against Republican officials. That hasbeen the history and ex-
perience of the ommtrﬁ.

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. If the facts are as the gentleman
claims, and as shown here in this supposed affidavit, he has a
gioiploge remedy in the courts. I think the facts do not bear

out.

Mr. ALDERSON. Mr. Speaker, these affidavits are not sup-

affidavits, but are real affidavits, stating actual facts which
ve never been controverted, so far as I know.

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Whydid younot prosecute, then?

Mr. ALDERSON. I have answered that question. They
would hardly prosecute themselves. If prosecutions were on
foot, Mr. S er, if prosecutions had been commenced and
ended, and punishment inflicted, I take it that thatwould be no
reason why members of this House might nof state the facts, in
order to show to this House and the country that:these whole-
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‘the very
by the laws of West Virginia, and.

‘sale charges of fraud and rascality and villainy, as apglied toa

whole. section and a whole people, are without foundation at
of West Virginia "is concerned.
The connty of McDowell, in the distriet which I represent, in
1890 cast 1,099 votes. It was demonstrated by an actual list of
illegal voters in that county that there were within its borders
1,5161llegal voters, the most of whom, the large majority of whom,
were negroes. They had come across the border from Virginia,
and were not entitled to vote under the laws of West Virginia.

Claim was made, broadeast and with emphasis, by Repub-
licans in my own State, and through the Republican press of the
country, that West Virginin would be carried by the Repub-
licans. And when the facts had been developed, when it wasseen
dafter the election, that the means were at d which the Re-
publicans had expected to use to debauch the ballotand to carry
West Virginia for the Republicans, it was then understood by
the world why it was that thaf were. so vehemently claiming
that they would take West Virginia out of the Democratic
column and enroll itamong the Republican States.

Mr., HAINER of Nebraska. IP the gentleman will permit
me—

Mr. ALDERSON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon,but my time
is very limited, and there is at least one other gant.i&man who is
expected to follow me this evening.

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I wish simply to remark that if

the gentleman’s statement is true, then there was. great neces-
sity for these laws. The gentleman has given an illustration of
reat necessity for these laws.
Mr. ERSON. thmre iven the facts in a case in which
Federal officials prostituted their offices, if these statements be
true, in the interest of the Republican party. TheStateauthor-
ities were entirely competent, and earnestly desirous, if per-
mitted to do so, to prevent illegal voting.

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Thatis madeacrime under these
laws, and the law should be enforced against Republicans as
well as Democrats, of course.

Mr. ALDERSON. Itshould have been done, buthas notbeen
done. I take it that if the gentleman had lived in the Southand
had been born and reared there, as I was, he would have less
prejudice than he now has. He would understand the people of
my section better than he now does, and he would lmow that all
of the purity, and all of the honesty, and all of the integrity, and
all of the manhood in existence in this Republic is not found on
the one side or the other of Mason and Dixon’s line.

The complaint I make against Republican politicians is that
they either misunderstand our people or willfully misrepresent
them. The charge Imakeagainst Igepublican politicians is that
they flaunt the bloody shirt and attempt to stir up old animosi-
ties, instead of endeavoring, like patriots and true Americans,
to heal over the old sores and bury deepin thegrave of oblivion
the é)ast differences which existed among our le.

I do notknow how much fighting the gentleman from Nebraska,
[Mr. HAINER] did during the war. My experience is, generally,
that the men who to-day abuse the South most vigorously were
either camp-followers during the war or gentlemen who ocon-
pied bombproof positions during that period, and who are under-
taking; by means of arra ‘one. section against the other, to
l;eeep themselves in power along with the party to which they

long.

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska, If the. gentleman will allow

me—

Mr. ALDERSON. A greatsoldier, speaking of the late war,
has said in reference to it——

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker——

Mr. ALDERSON. I will not be interrupted any further. I
decline. txfi.eld.

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The gentleman has referred to
me personally. I wish to make a remark——

r. ALDERSON. My friend's remarks can be made in his
own time. My fime has almost expired.

Mr. Speaker, a great Federal general, after the war ended, a
man who had received in his breast the shots of the enemy,; who
had gone out and stood up as a bulwark in defense of the Union,
in speaking upon this subject, said:
tom;?.l:'tg%{) ﬁ' lmoﬁ ése Eﬁ“fn‘““' to profit by its teachings is wisdom; but

Icommend these utterances to the consideration of the gentle-
man who has interrupted me.

1 am not here, sir, to talk about the North or the South. Iam
here to resent the insinuationsand charges made against my peo-
ple, my neighbors, a whole section, a whole community, as pa-~
triotic as the residents of any other section, as devoted to the
Union and to the cause of liberty as any men born and reared
and living north.of Mason and Dixon’'s line.

Mpr. Speaker, back to the thread of my discourse,
I desire to say that McDowell ty cast but 1,090 votes in 1890,

least so far as the Democruc{l
1
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and in 1892 we found 1,516 illegal voters in that county. Uponan
investigation it wasascertained that more than 2,600 illegal vo-
ters were in the counties of Fayette and McDowell alone.

These voters were actually listed in alphabetical order, and I
have at my room printed copiesof those lists, which we found it
necessary tohave printed and placed in the hands of our chal-
lengers on the day of election to prevent the Republican party
from stealing our State. The material was at hand, and the
Republicans vehemently claimed that they would carry our
State, and no doubt expected to do so by means of illegal votes.
So positive and apparently sincere were their claims that the;
were able to create the impression that West Virginia woul
give a Republican majority; and so strong was this impression
that the press of the country one week after the election placed
our State and the district which I represent in the doubtful
column, or stated that both had gone Republican, although the
Democraticmajority in the State was more than 4,000, and in the
distriet I represent exceeded 1,000.

Mr. Speaker, let us repeal these laws. Let us destroy the op-
portunity given to Federal officials to conduct themselves in the
manner set out in the foregoing letters and affidavits. Let there
be no oceasion in the future for the sending of a telegram by the
chairman of a political committee to a United States marshal
thanking him for his ‘‘timely and efficient aid,” rendered any
party in a political campaign on election day. In explanation of
that statement, 1 want to say to the House that among the papers
which I have askced to be inserted in the RECORD is found acopy
of a telegram from the chairman of the county Republican execu-
tive committee of McDowell County thanking the United States
marshal for the services he rendered the Republican party on
election day. Our information and belief is thatthey voted 600
of these illegal negro votes in MeDowell County in 1892.

Mr. Speaker, with the Democratic party in power, if advan-
fages are to be derived during the four ensuingeyem because of
the existence of Federal election laws, these benefits would ac-
crue to the Democratic party, and the good faith and earnest-
ness of the party of the people in carrying out the expressed
wish and will of the voters of the country and our opposition to
Federal control of elections and in favor of home rule will be
evidenced when every Democratic member of this body shall
cast his vote in favor of the bill under consideration, as will be
done on Tuesday next.

Mr. Speaker, the Democratic party will make good its promises
to the people. I desire to say, sir, with respect to the charges

referred against the district attorney and the marshal, which

‘"have asked to have inserted, thatI havenopersonal knowledge
upon the subject; but it is a fact which has never been denied or
explained, that those two gentlemen went away from the Con-
gressional district in which they resided into another Congres-
sional district, and were present there in the Republican countg
of MeDowell on the day of the election; and so important di
they deem their services to be to the Republican party thatthey
actually lost their votes at home.

These papers which I have sent to the desk to have inserted

ak for themselves, and I think they demonstrate most con-
ugively that there is one Southern State at least in which all
the Republicans are notsaints and all the Demcoerats scoundrels,
ballot-box stuffers, and negro bulldozers. I thankthe House for
its indulgence and attention.

Mr. TUCKER. I move that the House adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and aceordingly iat 10 o'clock and 32
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned.

BILLS, MEMORTALS, AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXIIT, bill and resolution of the fol-
lowing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. CAMINETTI: A bill (H. R. 3725) making an appro-

riation to carry out the provisions of ‘*Anact to create the Cali-

}Jornin Débris Commission and regulate hydraulic mining in the
State of California,” approved March 1, 1893—to the Committee
on A;Em%riaﬂons.

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 70) to appoint
a, joint committee to examine report upon the construction
of ‘the Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce. ;

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following fitles
were presented and referred as follows:

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 3726)for relief of Dr. John
B. Itead—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A bill (H.R.372T) o correct the mil-

it.gﬂr;g record of John H. Stearns—to the Committee on Military
airs,

By Mr. DAVEY: A bill (H. R. 3728) for the relief of the heirs
of Mrs. Gabriel Le Breton Deschapelles—to the Committee on
War Claims.

By Mr. SHELL: A bill (H. R. 3729) for the relief of Mount
Zion Society—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H.R.3730) granting arrears of pension to the
heirs or legal representatives of William Laval, deceased—to
the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 3731) conferring jurisdietion onthe Courtof
Claims to determine the lawand thefactsin regard tothe claim
of John O'Dell—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. WHITING: A bill (H. R.3132) for the relief of Henry
Gallinger—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 37:3) for the relief of J. Seymour Taylor—to
the Committse on Military Affairs. r

Also, a bill (H. R. 3734) for the relief of Newell A. Burrows—
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. WHEELER.of Alabama (by re%uast]: A bill (H. R.
3735) for the relief of the estate of John R. Bigelow—to the Com-
mittee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 3736) for the relief of Matthew B. Nail—to
the Committee on Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, thefollowing petitionsand TS
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred aa? follows: e

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: Petition of citizens of Anderson
County, Tex., protesting against unconditional repeal of the

urchasing clause of the Sherman law—to the Committee on
inage, Weights, and Measures.

ByMr.DINGLEY: Remonstrance of the National Temperance
Society against the extension of bonded whisky period—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: Petition of the Indiana yearly
meeting of the Society of Friends for enactment of a law pro-
hibiting use of United States mail for papers con accounts
oRf Dgt‘-iize fights—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-

)

By Mr. NORTHWAY (by request): Petition of the Ohio An-
nual Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, composed
of 230 ministers reprezenting 64,000 church members, praying
for the repeal of the Geary law—to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

SENATE.
MonNDAY, October 9, 1893.

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

Prayer by Rev. GEORGEELLIOTT, D. D., of Georgetown, D, C.

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and
approved. :

NEW YORK CUSTOM-HOUSE INVESTIGATION.

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 30, information in regard to
tgs personnel and compensation of the special commission to in-
vestigate the New York custom-house; which,on motion of Mr.
GALLINGER, was ordered to lie on thetable,and be printed.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr, QUAY presented a petition of Pomona Grange, Patrons
of Husbandry, of Center County, Pa., praying for the free coin-
age of silver; which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of Kensington Lodge, No. 217,
International Association of Machinists, praying for the free
coinage of silver and remonstrating against the preference of for-
eign labor by William Cramp & Sons; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of Mayflower Assembly,
No. 469, Knights of Labor, of Zanesville, Ohio, remonstrating
against the repeal of the silver-purchasing clause of the act of
July 14, 1890, without substituting the free coinage of silver;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. WASHBURN presented apetition of citizens of St. Louis
Park, Minn., and a petition of the Northern German Annual
Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church of St. Paul,
Minn., praying for the repeal of the so-called Chinese

ﬁw; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela~
ons;
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