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owners and occupants of Camp Tyler, in Cook County, 111.-to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 3974)for the relief of the 
trustees of Robert D. Salmons-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 3975) for the relief William 
P. Keadv-to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 3916 i for the relief 
of Charles Candy-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By .Mr. IKIRT (by request): A bill (H. R. 3977) to place the 
name of Jane Webster, wife of Joel Webster, on the p~nsion 
rolls-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: A bill (H. R. 3978) for the relief of John 
M. Rice-to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 3979) for the relief of R. 
G. Potter-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3980 ) for the relief of Mary F. Grider-to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa

pers were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of Martha A. Holt for relief-to 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, petition of James C. Dyer, of St. Mary County, Md.-to 

the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. CRISP (by request): Petition of the West Wisconsin 

Annual Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church asking 
the repeal of the Geary law-to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. -

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of citizens of Industry, Kans . , pray
ing for the free coinage of silver at the present ratio with gold 
of 16 to 1-to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas
ures. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Resolutions by the ~1edical 
Society of the Shte of New Jersey, urging the establishment of 
a n11tional health bureau to prevent cholera, etc.-to the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of employes of Union Iron Works, 
San Francisco, Cal., against the abandonment of the -protective 
system of our Government-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Two protests of S. A. Davis, and Smithson, 
and o ther citizens of Marion, Ind., against the reduction of the 
duty on glass-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of Hiatt&Campbell and ot.her citizens of Marion, 
Ind., against the reduction of duties on glassware-to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

SENATE. 
SATURDAY, October 14, 1893. 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a . m. 
Prayer by the Chaphin, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Mr. MORGAN. I rise , Mr. President, for the purpose of 

asking the attention of the Senate for a few moments to a ques
tion which affects me personally, as well as my colleague [Mr. 
PUGH]. lam not atallin the habitofreplyingtonewspapercriti
cisms or any fair statement upon my attitude in the Senate upon 
any question whatever. They are sometimes just, and I_ think 
it unnecessary, as a rule, and perhaps unwise to do so. 

A newspaper in Alabama has been calling us to account in a 
rather serious way for our conduct here, about which I wish to 
read an editorial in t4e Washington Post of this morning: 

ment; still that docs not ch11nge the rea-son why that paper 
ought to be gra.teful to the Administration, and places _it under 
no obliga tions to me or my colleague. 

I quote further from the Post: 
The Advertiser has constantly insisted that the Alabama Senators are act

ing in opposition to the sentim~~t of their constituency, and has freely 
warned them of the people ·s indignation and resentment. We find, however, 
that in referring to J\.ir. OATES, who represents an Alabama district in the 
House, the Advertiser takes a rather different view of the statesman's duty. 
It says: . 

·• It is amusing how some of the members show their fear of the people at 
home; they virtually confess themselvea automatons operated by strings 
pnlled in their districts. In strong contrast stands out the manly declara
tion of Col. OATES: 'I did not vote on the bill with any view to its political 
effect in Alabama.' 

"'l'hat is the proper spirit for a Representative to display in his exercise 
of delegateJ power, and it is the sort that always wins applause. The peo
ple like independence and decision in public men, and almost invariably 
this admiration for these qualities overwhelms any d.ifference of opinion on 
thequestions a tissue: Those who are most anxious to please the people fre
quently miss their goal by allowing their eagerness to make them disregard 
all other considerations." 

That closes the quotation from tlie _t\dvertiser. The Post 
adds: 

Can it be that the great leaders of opinion in Al~·oa.ma propose one code 
of morals for the Senate and another for the House? Does the Advertiser 
hold that the conscientious courage and independence of Senators MoRGAN 
and PUGH should be rebuked, while that of Mr. OATES is applauded and en· 
couraged? Now that this sil verrepeal bill has been permanently side-tracked 
it seems time to take up these equally important problems in morality and 
statesmanship. , 

The Advertiser also takes occasion to question me upon avery 
tender point, and that is, upon my knowledge of and my obedi
ence to the Scriptures. I do not render a mere lip service to 
the Scriptures, but try to follow them in accordance with what 
I consider. to be the real merit of the commands, though in a 
very unsatisfactory way. 

The Advertiser is delighted to have found what it supposes 
to be a serious mistake in quoting Scripture, that I amch.:trged 
with having made in a recent speech in reference to silver and 
gold. The Sun revealed the alleged mistake and the Ad ver
ttser blindly follows Mr. Dana. 

The article of Mr. Dana, in the New York Sun, is as follows, 
and upon this basis the Montgomery Advertiser proceeds tolec
ture me upon my knowledge of Scripture: 

NO SILVER IN SOLOMON'S TEMPLE. 
Senator MoRGAN of Alabama, in his speech agains t the repeal of the silver 

purchasing clause of the Sherman a-et, delivered in the United States Senat-e 
on Friday, September 29, veutm:ed upon this surprising argument: 

"\oThat did theAlmightym~ke gold and silver for? It is very true that the 
Almighty seems to have had very great delight in the ornamentation of 
Solomon's temple, and there was a great amount of silver used. It was bur
nished with silver. The vessels were of gold and so'TJUtimes of silver." 

How wide of the truth these assertions at·e, will be seen by reference to the 
sacred record. In the sixth chapter of t':J.e First Book of Kings, verses 21, 22, 
and 30, we read: 

•' So Solomon overlaid the house within With pure gold: and he made a 
partition by the chains of gold before the oracle: and he overlaid it with 
gold." 

'·And the whole house he overlaid with gold, until he had finished all the 
house: also the whole altar that was by the oracle he overlaid with gold." 

"And the floor of the bouse he overlaid with gold, Within and without." 
Not a word is said in the entire chapter about the use of silver in the con

struction or decoration of the temple. In the next chapter we read again, 
in verses 48, 49, and 50: 

"And Solomon made all the vessels that pertained unto the house of the 
Lord: the altar of gold, and the table of gold., whereupon the shewbread 
was. 

"And the candlesticks of pure gold, five on the right side and five on the 
left, before the oracle, With the flowers and the lamps and the tongs of gold. 

"And the bowls and the snuffers and the basins and the spoons and the 
censers of pure gold; and the hinges of gold, both for the doors of the inner 
house, the most holy place, and for the doors of the house, to wit, of the 
temple." 

No mention is ma-de anywhere tn this chapter of vessels of silver. The 
reason of it is given in chapter x, verses 21 and ZT: 

"And all King Solomon's drinking vessels were of gold, and all the vessels 
of the house of the forest of Lebanon were of pure gold. None were of silver: 
it was nothing accounted of in the days of Solomon. 

"And the king made silver to be in Jerusalem as stones." 
It is but a few days since there was exposed in the Senate an audacious 

interpolation in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, made to bolster Up the lie 
that the passage of the coinage act of 1813, dropping the sliver dollar, was 

CONUNDRUMS IN ALABAMA. procured by bribery, through the agency of Mr. Ernest Seyd. More recently 
Some of the Alabama papers which have reason to be grateful to the Ad- an out-and-out forgery was discovered of a pretended extract from the Bank

ministration, and notably the Montgomery Advertiser, have been criticising ers' Magazine, concocted to serve the same purpose. Now comes Senator 
S t MORGAN dPUGH ·t 1 b fth ir tt't d · MoRGAN,and,inbebalfofthemetalwealllove,layssacrilegioushandsupon ana ors an qm esavage Y ecauseo e a 1 u e agamst the Bible. The curious thing is that none of his fellow-Senators, not even 
the unconditional repeal of the Sherman act. those from pious New England, detected his perversion of the inspired text. 

I take occasion here to say, Mr. President, that I have never Nor has it been found out in the House of Representatives. Even the Rev. 
voted, or intimated that I would vote , against the unconditional Dr. WILLIAM EVERETT has let it pass without a single word of comment! 
repeal of the Sherman act. I have intim~ted here that I should 1'he Montgomery Advertiser of October12, edited by the post
vote, and expect when I get an opportunity to vote, against its master at Montgomery, says: 
conditional repeal by the substitution of one ridiculous all41 very s, nator MORGAN having resorted to Scripture to sustain him in his silver 
· · · d dl h · th 1 f th h' h po.silion, The New York Sun seems to have him on the hip. The Senator 
lnJurwus an very co war Y s ~m In e P ace. o ano e~ w IC ha.vin ~remarked that the Almighty had testified to His high appreciation of 
has been denounced by the nat~onal Democratic conventwn. J sil\e!' by admiring the ornamentation of Solomon's temple, the attention of 

The reference in the article in the Post to the reasons why the thr- ~ht.ba~aO' Sena~~· is c:alled to the sixth and seventh chacft.ers of the First 
.1\iontP"omery· Adv =- rtiser ouo-ht to be grateful to the Adminis- Boo:.-. of Km.os. wheLein 1t is related that Solomon overlai his temple with 
tratio~ is that 1VIr. Screws~ the leading editor of that paper ~~~:e~~i~ ~';;~~~~~f!~~~o~~d. ~~rg~~ t~dali:-i' ;;;go~~e ~~X1~h'!e~:n~~~~: 
and who has been for a great many years in charge of it, has It.is lik_ewlse r~Iate9- i~ a subsequent chapter of the Book or Kings that all 
recently been aJ)pointed postmaster at Monto-omery That was Kmg Solomons drmking vessels were of gold, and all the vessel!' of the 

. . . o • . house ot the forest of Lebanon were of pure gold. None were of silver, as 
done ent1rely With my consent and possibly upon my mdorse- that metal was nothing ru;:counted of in the days of Solomon. 
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" Search the Scriptures," is the Divine command, but the Ad
vertiser was not commanded to search theN ew York Sun for the 
Scr1ptures. In its desire to misrepresent a long-time fri..md , it 
allows itself to be deceived by an absurd mistake of the New 
York Sun. 

This little mew from the kitten of the office cat of Mr. Dana 
seems to be entirely innocent, but it is inappropriate and out of 
place .. Mr. D ms., in his article about my knowledge of the 
Scriptures, indulged in a good deal of facetious commentary, 
which the Montgomery Advertiser haB taken for granted was 
Scripture, because it came out of the New York Sun. But the 
other day a lovely young lady, who is one of the teachers in the 
Sabbath-school of th e First Presbyterian Church, the church in 
Washington at which the President is supposed to worship, 
moved , doubtless, by pity for my sufferings, came to me with a 
vindication, which she kindly presented to me, and without 
whioh I suppose I should have been utterly overwhelmed by the 
Sun, the moon, and the stars. She says: 

Senator MoRGAN, in hi.s speech on the silv~r 'bill, used the following lan· 
guage-referring to Solomon 's temple-" There was a great amount of sil· 
ver used. It was burnished with silver. The vessels were of gold and some· 
time:; of silver." The Sun 1D.akes a great ado over this, charging the Sen!l.tor 
with perverting the sacred text and sacrilege upon the.Bible. It cites First 
Kings, sixth, seventh, and tenth chap.ters to disprove the Senator's state· 
ments. 

Now, in the-se cha1>tersno less than three buildings are mentioned-the 
temple, the palace, and the house of the forest-of Lebanon." 

And that is where Mr. Dana made his mistake, as all the gold
bugs make the mistake, of searching the p:Uacesnf the rich, where 
the gold kings reside, to 'find the true altars of wor·ship, instead 
of the temple oi the ·Lord, where there is both gold and silver. 
[Laughter.] 

Quoting from the young lady again: 
The ·un 's cit ations from the tenth chapter have no r~ference to the temple. 

The Sun says t here is in the seventh chapterno·mention of vessels o! silver. 
But the last verse of that chapter reads-

! suppose that the editor and director of the Sun had gone to 
sleep before he reached the last verse of that chapter which 
reads as follows: 

• So was ended all the work that King Solomon m-ade for the house of the 
Lord. And tiolomon brought in the things which David, his ·rather, had ded· 
icated; even the silver, and the gold, and \he vessels, did·herput among the 
treasures of the house of the Lord." 

True, tbe phrase "silver vessels"-

Says this young Sabbath-school teacher-
does not occur, but silver as well as gold was brought in. , 

Now, let us turn to the trwenty-ninth chapter of FirstChronicles, where, 
in the second verse. the materials for building the temple are enumerated, 
and silver among the rest. 

I must read 'tltat from the sacred Scriptures: 
2. Now I have prepared with all my might for the house of my God the gold 

tor "things to bernadeof gold. and the-silver tor things of silver, and the brass 
tor things of brass. the iron tor things of iron, and wood tor -things of wood; 
onyx s tones, and stones to be set, glistering stones, and of divers colours, 
and all manner of precious stones .• o.nd marble -stones in abundance. 

3. Moreover. because I have set my affection .to the house of my God, I 
have of mine own proper good, of gold and -silver, which I have given to the 
house of my ·God, over and above all that I have prepared !or the holy 
house. 

4. Even three thousand talents of gold, of the gold of Ophir, .and seven 
thousand talents of refined silver, to overlay the walls-of the houses withal: 

6. The gold !or things of gold, and the silver for things of silver, and for all 
manner of work to be made by, the hands of artificers. And who then ls will
ing to consecrate his services this day unto the LoRD? 

Shall I answer the question? Not these men -who worship 
gold in Solomon's private palaces or public palaces, but the men 
·who honor both gold and silver as the treasure ·Which was 
brought by Solomon into the house of his Father. It was not 
brought there for the purpose of influencing commerce or dis
turbing 'the-relations between labor and capital, butfor the sake 
of the maintenance of the plan of salvation, temporal and spir-

-itual, which the Almighty God established there, and decreed 
:that it should be-sustained by ·the voluntary contL'ibutions of the 
-Jewish people, into which He accepted both gold and silver 
coin. 

This young lady says, further: 
-rn the third, -'fourth, and fl.1th ver. es we find "David's private contribution 

tor the building or the temple 3.000 talents of the gold of Ophir and 7,000 
talents of refined silver" to overlay the walls of the houses withal." In the 
seventh verse we have the contributions of the princes of the realm. of gold. 
·s,ooo talents an1 ro,c.oo drams; or silver, 10,000 talents; of brass, '18,000 tal· 
ents; of il'on; lOO,OOO talents. 

I will read the'text of the sixth, seventh, and eighth verses: 
G. Then the chief of the fathers and princes of the tribes of'Israel, and the 

captains of thousands and ot.hundreds, with the rulers or the king's work, 
ottered willin~ly. 

7. And gave t or tbe service of the house of God of gold five thousand talents 
;and ten thousand drams, and of silver ten thousand talents, and or brass 
eighteen thousand talents, and one·hundred thousand talents of iron. 

8. And they wich whom prec~ous s tones were found gave them to the treas· 
ure of the house of th e LORD, by the hand or Jehiel the Gershonite. 

I .have another reference here, and 'this is from the Book of 
'Kings. When Solomon was prep.1ring the decorations for the 
bouse of the Lord he went on to ,provide ·the <.following. After 

speaking of the pots, shovels, basins, etc., the places at which 
they were manuL ctured, a~d the ~terial out of which they 
were manuf ctured, the Scriptures continue: 

48. And ~olomon made all the vessels that pertained unto the hou se of the 
LORD: the altar of gold, and the table ot gold, whereupon the shewbread 
was, 

49. And the candlesticks of pur-e. gold, five on the1.'ight~lde. and five on t he 
left, before the oracle, with the flowers, and the lamps, nnd the tongs of 
gold, 

50. And t he bowls, and the snrurers, and the basons. and the spoons a.nd 
~he cen ·ers of pure gold: and t he hin~es vt gold, both for the doors o'r t he 
mner house, the mo.st holy place, and tor the doors of the house, to w it , of the 
temple. 

So that Mr. Di:ma, who is now approaching, I am afraid, the 
end of his mortal ca.reer and must be very close to a :final inter-
view with the great guardian of the gate, St . .Peter, seems to have 
forgotten too m uch of the Scriptures. He spea ka about silver be
ing a .mere commodity, that sil ver stones and silver bricks were in 
the streets of . Jer·us ..Llem, and, of course, he expvcts soon to find 
them in this shining abundance in the streets of the New Jerus -
lem. He forgot to mention anything about the hinges of the d t ors 
and the like, and the snu , ers and the trays of the holy house of 
the Lord being made also of pure .gold. Gold, in that use, was 
also a commodity. 

Gold and:silver in all the Jewish economy, both r eligious and 
secular, kept pace and preserved parity with e u.ch other. They 
were entirely rriendly. Thero .was no demonetization of silver 
there, when the Lord received from·the hands of Solomon these 
princely gifts into the treasur-e ·house of the temple. He never 
thought fit to reject the gift becaUBe Solomon had put upon Him 
a ·dishones.t dollar, or any thing l.ik .3 that. He ·Was entirely satis
fied to receive th ~ whole of the gift fo r these sacr~d pul"poses, 
without any question as to any margin between. gold and silver. 
The question of parity did not seem to concern ·the Almighty 
when He was receiving from Solomon t ese great gifts for the 
purpose of carrying on the worship in His great temple andl&y
ing the foundations of Christianity. 

The value of the princely contribution, says this young lady, 
is to be found in these facts: 

As nearly as we can reckon it, ·in those •days a taleut of gold was 10,000 
shekels. and a talent of silver 3.000 shekels; a. gold shekel was 129 grains, a. 
silver shekel was t 50 grains. From those data the value of the con tributions 
of silver for the Temple can easily be-estimated; a silver shekel being equal 
to about 60 cents of our· money. Senator MoRGAN wa.s not so tar out of the 
way after all, and it is no wonder that none of the solons of Congress took 
exception to his statements. 

I rather resent that last remark of the )'Oung lady, because she 
does not seem to appreciate the fac t that all the solons of Congress 
are thoroughly familiar with the Scdptures. There shoula not 
be any .doubt about it. :whatever they may not .know about 
gold or silver or any other little matter of that sort, they all 
are supposed to know the Scriptures: and whenever they fail to 
vindicate the Scriptures against misquohtion it is only an act 
of forgetfulness. She should not impute to us, the solons of the 
Senate, that we do not understand the Sicred Scriptures. That 
is the only criticism I find it necessary to make upon the stat3-
ment of this excellent young lady. 

But, Mr. President, out of the mouths even of babes we are 
sometimes confounded in respect of matters which are very seri
ous; and when a Senator rises on this floor and ,undertakes to 
show that through the whole Divine economy, as it h a.s been 
exhibited in the reveh.tions-1 speak of them in the sense of his
torical-statements, which I receive as revelations from on high
when it has been stated in these revelations time and again that 
there is no discrepancy between gold and silver as money metals, 
or"in arry other respect, as totheir •precious qualities, it se3IU.s a 
little absurd that the newspapers of the c >Untry should haul a 
Sen!l.tor up and question him abQut matters of this 'kind when 
the evidence is so p!l.lpable before their eyes, and entirely avail
able if they had only seen proper to ·have devoted the slightest 
attention to the sub ect. 

Speaking ·of wo :ship in tbe palaces of the kings inst ead of 
the house of the Lord, and of the glo -ies with which they sur
rounded themselves to daze the worshipers, in which instances 
they always reso1·ted, I believe, to the use of gold., we see how 
that sort of idolatry was condemned by the Almighty"jn a very 
decisive mann ~r. Theonly specific object of idolatry I believe, 
that the Isrdelites ever bowed down to and worshiped after tb~y 
left Egyptian bondage was a calf made of gold. Their progeny 
up to this d ay, so far as I c m ascertain, are still worshiping at 
the same shrine-calvzsmade of gold. T.hey are usually calves; 
they \re usually men who have but one idea in the world, and 
that is the idea of accumulation by nursing a t the udders of oth..Jr 
.people. Th~y always find thd geeatest concentration of money 
power that they possib ty can, that which yields the most, whether 
it is in diamonds or whether it i -3 in gold , or wh 1.tever it may be 
for the time being. If silver to-day was 3 per cent higher in the 
market th an gold, as it was in 1870 wll.en the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN] thou~ht it had got too high and must be de-
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monetized, these sam'3 worshipers would he found worshiping 
•silvee calves instead ofgold c:1lves. 

But this is a gold caJf, the worship of which is now invoked. 
All the gold idolators of the present generation seem to have g'Ot 
that idea from the remaining members of the Hebraic family, 
and we are all unconsciously, I dare say~ falling into the habit 
of worshiping the golden calf. Even Mr. Dana, with all his in
de.pe.ndence of thought, and certainly he is to be greatly admired 
for his m •nhood in dealing with all questions, p:Lrticularly -polit
ical questions, seems to have fallen in the common methDd in 
New York City of bowing down to thesa calves, who are set up 
there in the p~tiaces of the money kings as household gods, and 
he goes so far that with all his arduous studies of divinity he mis
takes entirdly the Scriptures on this question, and insists that 
bec.1usekingshad golden palaces in Solomon's time those palaces 
were the temples of the livin,!! God; and as the gold kings of to
day have their p .1l aces, we must favor gold monometillism, gold 
and nothing else; and he imugines that this spirit pervades all 
the sanctutries o.f New York City. He is mist:Lken about the 
orthodox churches of New York City. I think all of them still 
admit th<.Lt there is enough of vBlue in silver and enough scrip
ture for it to be willing- to receive it as a donation on a Sunday 
morniHg when they send around the bat. I have not heard of 
their re.,ecting at any t .ime any dOJ?-ottion that call!-e in th~ form 
of silver, or to dem l.lld gold only, m token of their devotion to 
monometallism. Monometallism,~ must in ~orm thee-ditor of 
the Sun , has not yet advanced so far into the creed of the Chris
tian churche~ whether it has in the synagogue 1 do not know. 
I h J.ve not inquired about that. 

But, Mr. President, there is a great deal more in these sug
gestions than mere humo1·. There .are dome very s3.d facts at the 
bottom of these assaults which are made upon men who desire 
to conform their conduct here to the .experience of ag-es, as re
corded in the divine as well as in the secular history of the 
human family. We .find our justification tor holding on to the 
old landmarks in the s::tcred Scriptures as well as in the ~xperi
ence of mankind, and we do not choo;;e to abandon them at a 
moment's notice and upen the comm<.Lnd of '-' st~d and deliver," 
uttered by men who have in the Senate several particula.r m <tt
ters on which they desire to form coalitions with the other side 
of this Chamber. I think our friends who have trusted u:sso 
long witq_out having been deceived by us oug-htnotto bei:nhast.e 
to condemn us when we are thus fortified on all sides, because we 
can not abandon all the lessons of expe1ience and contradict ali 
histo y that we m ·\y follow them in a blind confidence that they 
are wiser than the S:lCred Scriptures, better than their fathers, 
and more honest than we believe we are. 

PETITIONS AND MEMOIUALS. 
q'he VICE-PRESIDENT presented a .petition of the Ameri

can Board of Commissioners for Foreign Missions of Worcester, 
Mass., praying for the repeal of the so-c3.Ued Geary Chinese 
law., so as to eliminate all features imperiling the interests of 
Americans in China; which w.as referred to the Committee <>n 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition uf· the Board "Of Trade of 
Jacksonville, Fla., prd.ying for the repeal of the silver-purchas
ing clause of the so-.oalled Sherman J.aw, and that imm~diate .ac
tion be taken on the repea.l bill now pending in the Senate; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TUBPIE. I present the petition of the Indiana Y-early 
Meeting of the Religious Society of Friends, .assembled at its 
annual gathering at Richmond, Ind~, having a membership of 
over 18,000, including congreg:1tions in Ohio, Michiga.n, Arkan
sas, and Florida, in which they state: 

That. believing that justice between nations and toward individuals is 
based upon the highest standard of revealed truth, and believing that such 
.a standard is contra.venej toward China and the Chinese resident in the 
United States by the law known as the Geary law, and that our position as 
a. nation demands such action; therefore we request tbe repeal of said law, 
and that such laws be enac~ed as will relieve all those who, under it, may 
have become subject to th~ penalties <>f any of its provisions. 

These petitioners have a number of missionaries at work in 
China. Th!y h:1ve built schools, homes, and hospitals in that 
empire, and they therefore pray for legislation in their behalf. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on For
eign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. TITRPIE presented a petition of the Foreign Christian 

Missionary Society, representing l.OOO,OOOcommunicants in the 
United States, of IndLmapolis_, Ind~, praying for the repeal of 
the so-called Geary Chinese law; which was referred to the Com
mittee on Forei~n Relations. 

Mr. MITCH~LL of Wisconsin presented a petition of the 
'Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., signed by the presi
dent, F. H. Magdeburg. and the sec:·etary, W. J~ Langson,pray
ing for the repeal of the silver-purchasing clause of the so-called 
Sherman law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Bo:1rd of Trade of 
Gallipolis, Ohio, praying f-or the 'Speedy p3.ss:1ge of the bill tore
pe·-tl the silver-purchasing clause of th.e act of July 14, 1890 ; 
which was ordered to lie on the t..tble. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE pre -entedapetir,ionofthe Bo:trd ofTr1.de 
of Detroit, Mleh., praying for therepes.lofthesilver-purchasing 
clause of the so-called Sherm::in law; which WdS ordered to lie on 
the table. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 10S3) for the relief 
of the estate of JohnEriccson; which was read twice by its title, 
and ref~rred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 1084) to expunge from the 
records the charge of desertion ag;otinst Jeremi.th Sullivan, Com
pany F, lt'ourth New Hampshire Vollmteers, and to grant him 
an honorable discharge~ which was re.:td twice by its title, and, 
with the accomp:mying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. P ASG"'O intro«iuced a bill (S. 1085) granting a pension to 
John W. M:1tchett; whic)l was read twi-ce by its title, and, with th~ 
accompanying p .i.pers, referred to th~ Committee onPen.,ions. 

Mr. HU .NTON intro:iuce1 a bill (S. 108 i) to close alleys in 
square No. 751, in the city of Washington, D. C.; whkh Wd.S read 
twice by its title, and referre-d to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 
Mr~ FAULKNER introduced a bill (8.1087) to amend the act 

of June 2, l&JO; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Distr ict of Columbia. 

Mr. CAREY (by request I introduced a bill (S. 1088) to valid
iate all outstanding soldiees' additional homeste'ld certificates, 
and for other purposes; wh ch was read twice by its title. and.re
ferred to the Committee on Public L ·w.ds. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin introdu-ced a bill (S. 108.9) to 
resto.re Capt. Francis M. Gibson, United States Army, retired, 
to activ-e service; whieh W .l S read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee.on Mi itary Affairs. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 1090) for the relief of the 
heirs of William Wesley Turner, dece:tsed,late of Sumter County, 
G 1..~ for the use and occupation of the house and fd.rm of said 
William Wesley Turner. in said county and St1.te, th ~ same b.a.v
ing been taken charge of by the Union soldiers under proper 
authority and used as a stockade from about the year 18o2 until 
the close of the _ye1.r 1872. in which use and occup..Ltion the house 
and farm were practi.c lily destroyed; which was re.1d twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BUTLERint.oduced a bill (R 1091) to empower Rober 
Adger and others to bring suit in the Court of Clctims for rent 
alleged to be due them; whieh was read twi{}S by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, refer1.·ed to th3 Committee on 
Claims. • 

Mr. HARRIS. I introduce a ~ill - at the request of the Com
missioners oi the Distr:ctDfColumbia, which I ask may be twice 
read, .and, with the accompanying lette.1· from the Commission
ers, be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The bill ( S.10~2) for the .relief of John W. D.i.niel was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying p.i.per, was re
ferred to the Committee on the District oi Columbia. 

BULLION PURCHASES. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communicar 

tion from the Secretary of the Treasut·y, transmitting, in re
sponse to a resolution of Oetober 2, 1893, a statament of the ag'
gregate amount of silver bullion purchased und.er the act of July 
H, 1890, during the monthof September1 1893, together with the 
cost 'thereof. the amount, date, and price of each purchase, and 
the name of the vendor, etc.; which, ·with the accompanying 
paper, was ordered to lie on the table and be printed . 

AMENDMENTS TO THE RULES. 
Mr. LODGE. I desire to ·give notice that on Mond~y I shaH 

offer the amendment to the rules which I send to the de3k. 
The VICE-PRESiDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The Secretary read as follows: 

Toa.mend Rule XIV, clause 1. by-addinog: 
''And it shall not be in order a.t any time for any sen~ator tore.a.d aspooch, 

·either written or printed." 
And also to ame.nd Rule XII by adding at the end of clause 2 the following 

words: 
".And when the Senate has refused to excuse a Senator from voting as 

herein provided. and such Senator still declines to vote the Oler .>. shall en te1' 
the name o: -such Senator on the J om'D.al, and he shall be counted as pres• 
ent for the purpose or a quorum." 

-<rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The pro-posed amendment will lie 
on the table and be printed. 

Mr. BUTLER. That resolution ought to go to the Committee 
on Rules. I think. 1 m .., ke th 1.t motion. 

Mr. LODGE. I understood, under the rules, wbich I con• 
sul ted, that l could give nDtice of my purpose to offer an amend· 
ment to the ru1es, and tbat it was necessary to give such notice. 
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I simply give notice that on Monday I shall offer those amend
ments. 

Mr. BUTLER. Orr! 
Mr. PLATT. That is right. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will lie 

on the table and be printed. · 
Mr. STEWART. I send to the desk a notice which I ask to 

have read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The notice referred to will be read. 
The Secretary read a.s follows: 

I give notice that on the next legislative day I will move for the adoption 
of an additional standing rule of the Senate. The proposed rule is con
tained in the following resolution wb ich is a part of this notice: 

... Resolved, That the followin!r rule be added to and be a standing rule of the 
Senate: 

•·Rule XLI. NoSenatorwhoisdirectly or indirectly interested in any na
tional bank or in the stock of any national banl{ &hall vote upon any bill or 
question atrecting the coinage or issue of cm·rency by the Government or 
through the instrumentality of national banks." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will lie 
on the table and be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to give notice that, under the 
rules, I intend to submit an amendment to the rules of the Sen
ate, which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The Secretary read as follows: 

. / RULE-. When any bill or resolution reported from a standing or select 
V committee is under consideration if a majority of the entire membership of 

the Sena.te submit a request in writing, through tbe Chair, that debate close, 
such paper shall be referred to the Committee on Rules, and it shall be the 
duty of said committee, within a. period not exceeding five days from the 
date of said reference, to report an order naming a day and hour when a vote 
shall be taken, and action upon said report shall be had without amendment 
or debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment to the 
rules will lie on the table and ba printed. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, sometime since I gave notice of a 
simple amendment to the rules, which I desire to call up at the 
present time and submit a few remarks upon it. I will read the 
proposed amendment, and ask the attention of the Senate to it: 

Upon any roll call (other than oue to expressly determine the presence of 
a quorum) any Senator present who is paired with an absent Senator may 
announce such pair, and the fact of such presence and announcement shall 
be entered in the Journal, and the Senator so present and paired, but not 
voting, shall be counted as present, for the purpose of making a quorum on 
such roll call. 

The object of this amendment is very plain; it is for the pur
pose of simplifying and exp ~diting the business of this body. It 
does not involve any question of p :trliamenhry practice hereto
fore disputed; it does not involve the counting as present a Sen
ator who sits in his seat and remains si.lent. That is another and 
altogether different question, which I hope may be brought to 
the attention of the Senate later. 

This question involves this simple point: A bill, a joint reso
lution, or other resolution, is under discussion, a vote is desired 
to be had upon it; the roll is called, Senators answer to their 
names. A Senator's name is called; he rises and announces a 
pail· with an absent Senator, and what he says upon the ques
tion is entered in the r ecord of this body, the record of the de
bates, the record of the proceedings, but it is not entered in 
the J ournal. Therefore we have this spectacle presented: A 
Sen:Ltor is here, he rises and addresses the President, the Pres
ident recognizes him, he does not make a statement that he is 
not here, but he simply presents the question that he is here; 
that he has a pair with an absent Senator: and for that reason 
he prefers not to vote or declines to vote. What I desire is, that 
the fact of his presence, the fact of his making the application, 
should be entered in the J ournal, so that his presence shall be 
counted for what it is actually worth. It facilitates the business 
of the Senate. 

Sen:1tors, it is utterly absurd to have a Senator present and 
make a motion pertaining to the very vote on the roll call in 
question, and then that Senator is deemed in law and parlia
mentary procedure to be absent. 

This question bas been brought to the attention of the Senate 
heretofore; but last evening particularly was the question pre
sented. A roll call was h ad for the purpose of determining the 
presence of a quorum. Forty-eight Senators answered to their 
names. They were here ready to transact the business of this 
body. Then in a moment afterwards a roll call was had upon 
the then -pending question. What did it disclose? 

Mr. STEWART. If the Senator will allow me, I desire to 
say that those who were paired were not here to transact busi
ness. 

Mr. IDLL. I decline to yield to the Senator at present. 
Mr. STEWART. I would sa,y that--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sen:ttor from New York de

clines to yield. 
Mr. STEWART. No matter how long the session continued 

those Senators could not be counted. 
Mr. HILL. I said they were ~ere to transact the business of 

the Senate. For what purpose did they answer to their names, 
unless it was to transact the business of the Senate'? 'l'here may 
have been some Senators who were here not for the purpose of 
transacting the business of the Senate, but for the avowed and 
open purpose of obstructing the business of the Senate. Per
h aps the Senator from Nevada is entitled to that amendment of 
my remarks, but I prefer to s :1y that 48 Senators were here for 
the purpose of transacting the business of the Sena-te, and for 
that purpose they loyally responded to their names and dis
charged their oath of office. 

In a moment, as I was saying, the roll call was made on the 
pending question; 39 Senators answered to theirnamesand voted 
''yea" or ''nay." The rema.inder were paired. '.rhey were 
present and they announced their pairs. The record of the de
bates of this body shows that they were paired. The Journal, 
which I hold in my hand, of course does not disclose the fact, 
because it has not been the custom to enter the fact of pairing 
in theJournalitself. Therefore, we proceeded to do what? We 
proceeded to instruct the Serge an t-at-Arms to notify absent Sena
tors, for the purpose of bringing in a quorum when, in truth and 
in fa-ct, at that very moment there was a quorum in the body, 
and the record showed the fact. 

My amendment involves nothing which has been disputed here
tofore; it involves no technical questions about which there has 
been much discussion. It simply presents this matter for amend
ment and reform much needed in our rules. 

I have been unable to see any possible objection to this simple 
amendment. Other Senators may desire to gofurther; l am not 
disposed to do so now. I can see no reason why, when a Senator 
prefers not to vote on account of the custom or courtesy of pairs, 
which has existed in this body, the fact that he makes the re
quest, the fact that the Senate out of courtesy excuses him in 
deference to this custom of pairs-which I am not disposed to 
abrogate, but disposed to continue-shall be entered i.n the Jour
nal, and that part of the record of the proceedings of this body 
shall correctly state the truth. That is all. 

Mr. MANDERSON. May I interrupt the Senator? . 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 

yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from 

New York a question. I ask it, being in sympathy with what 
he seems to desire, and yet having in my own mind very much 
difficulty in finding a way of reaching the result he suggests. 
Do 1 understand the Senator, where a vote by yeas and nays en
tered upon the journals shall disclose the lack of a quorum, that 
those who are present and paired may be counted to make the 
quorum of the yea-and-nay vote? 

Mr. fiLL. The Senator has hit the nail upon the head ex
actly. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Letmeask the Senator-one further ques
tion. Therearecertain provisionsof theConstitutlen which re
quire that a two-thirds vote of this body shall be needed for 
action. For instance, after the President has vetoed a bill origi
nating in the Senate and it is returned to the Senate, the ques
tion is, "Shall the bill pass, the objections of the Pres: dent to 
the contrary notwithstanding?" The Constitution requiras that 
on a yea-and-nay vote two-thirds of those voting shall be re
quired to pass the bill. Does the Senator think that in a case of 
that sort, or in the case of a treaty, where by yea-and-nay vote 
two-thirds is always required to ratify a treat:y, that those present 
paired, but not voting yea or nay, could be counted to make the 
two-thirds? 

Mr. HILL. The Senator misapprehends my position. My 
amendment does not contemplate that a Senator shall ba com
pelled to vote if he does not see fit to vote; it does not contem
plate that a Senator shall be placed upon the Journal as voting 
at all unless he sees fit. Of course, if a majority vote is r equired 
to pass a bill by yeas and nays, we can not enter the fact that a 
Senator voted yea or voted nay if he does not vote at all. That 
is a different question. In the very case supposed by the Senator, 
of course the yeas and nays must show whether a majority 
voted--

M r. MANDERSON. Two-thirds. 
Mr. HILL. The yea.sand nays must show whether two-thirds 

voted; but the Constitution requires that for the purpose of over
riding a veto there shall be a majority of all the Senators elected 
to vote for the bill or resolution, but two-thirds of those present, 
then I say that for the purpose of showing that the two-thirds 
were present this rule would apply. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The contitutional provision is not that 
two-thirds of the Senate shall be present, but that a majority 
constituting a quorum shall be present, and then that two- thirds of 
those present, constituting a quorum, shall vote. My question 
is, c.tn you count a Senator who is present but not voting, being 
paired? 

Mr. HILL. For what purpose? 



1893. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. 2505 
Mr. MANDERSON. For the purpose of increasing the num

ber that is required to vote-two-thirds-and yet not entered as 
voting. · 

Mr. HILL. Not enter them as voting·. of course. 
Mr. BUTLER. By permission of the Senator from New 

York--
Mr. HILL. Very well. 
Mr. BUTLER. I will ask the Senatoe from Nebraska if he 

thinks the changes in the rules suggested by the Senat-or from 
New York would be fair to absent Senators? The object of a 
pair, as I have always understood, is to preserve the status in 
the Senate as it would exist if the abeent Senator were present. 
Being absent, it would seem to meve1·y unfair to the absent Sen
ator to count his pair for any purpose. 

.M.r. MANDERSON. So it seems to me; and there are the3e 
practical difficulties in the way of the adoption of the proposed 
rule. 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 
Mr. HILL. I think I have made myself understood to the 

Senator from Nebraska that I am not here contending that, for 
any purpose or in any contingency, a Senatol' under this propos ad 
amendment to the rules is to be counted as voting. That is clear. 
I disclaim any such idea or any such intention. I sa.y, wherever 
a quorum is required, wherever the presence of a certain number 
of Senators is required, whether a majority or two-thirds , where 
the simple point is, not how many voteR are polled, and not how 
many Senators answer to their names, but how m any are present, 
've have a right, under our rules, and it is perfectly proper to be 
determined by our own rules, in what manner their presence 
shall be ascertained. 

Mr. HOAR. May I have the attention of the Senator, as this 
is a very interesting subj~ct, and most of the Senate ara busying 
themselves, I believe and hope, with the solution o! the problem 
with which the Senator from New York is de1ling? 

Mr. HILL. I yield to the Sen a tor. 
Mr~ HOAR. I put my question not in the way of cavil or ob

jection, but simply in the way of getting light. 
The Constitution says, not that a quorum shall be present, but 

that a majority of each House shall constitute a quorum to do 
business. Therefore, my question is whether the Senator thinks 
that the Senate can do business when, under another constitu
tional provision, the vote is recorded and it appears by that rec
ord of the yeas and nays that it is not a quorum which is doing 
that bmliness? Suppose the whole Senate were in its seat for 
twelve hours consecutively and should direct the fact to be en
tered on the Journal that from morning till night for twelve 
hours we were every one here, could a bill, under the Constitu
tion, pass the Senate with any validity on which it was recorded 
that less than a quorum took part in doing that business? If I 
make rp.y question clea"l' I shoul9- like to have the Senator an
.swer it. 

Mr. HILL. I understand the Senator perfectly; and he will 
allow me to make this suggestion in answer thereto: The Con
stitution does not specify any particular method of keeping the 
Journal, but simply that a journal of the proceedings shall be 
kept. That is all. There is nothing in the Constitution, noth
ing in the law which states that the only method of determining 
the presence or absence of a quorum is the calling of the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator let me, if I can, put this into 
the form of a vote being taken? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 
Mr. HALE. It requires 43 Senators to make a quorum and do 

business. If I understand the Senator's proposed rule-and he 
is seeking something which nearly all of us wish to see accom
plished, I take it-this might be the result: Upon any ques
tion, say there are 20 yeas and 19 nays; 39 in all. Five pairs are 
announced by 5 Senators. Under the Senator's proposed rule, 
the 5 Senators announcing pairs would ba added. to the 39 who 
appear upon the yeas and nays, making 44, or one more than a 
quorum. -

Then the Senator would have the result, that upon any ques
tion, g-rave, important, or otherwise, the record would show that 
39 Senators had voted one way or the other, 20 upon one side and 
19 upon the other, and that the measure or the amendment was 
passed by it bein2' recorded that 5 Senators who had not voted 
were added to the 39 present, making 44, and those 5 Senators 
being paired by agreement with Senators who were absent, un
der long settled and undisputed practice, did not vote and an
nounced to the Senate that- they did not vote, but that they 
would have voted were it not for the pairs, that one would 
have voted a.gainst and one would have voted for-it makes no 
difference, I take it, whichever way the Senator announced his 
vote, for or against-if he is present he is added to the number. 

Now, is the Senator, who I know is conservative in his in
stincts, prepared to go as far as that and to have the record show 

a quorum made up in that way of a cerhin number of Sen3.tors 
who not only do not vote, but announce tt.at they do not vote, 
and ~ret shall be counted and it shall appear that less than a rna- ... 
jority of half the Senate h!l.ve carried a question? If the Sena
tor is prepared to go to that extent, tken we understand just 
what he wants. 

.M.r. ALDRICH. Mr. President-
Mr. HILL. Let me answer. 
Mr. HALE. Does the Senator go that extent? 
:Mr. HILL. While disclaiming any particular desire to be con

servative upon this question, I am prepared to ~o just exactly to 
that length, and the Senator has stated it better than I could 
shte it myself. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me a word? 
Mr. HILL. Yes . 
Mr. ALDRICH. I was about to suggest to. the Senator from 

New York that the preciEe condition of affairs which has been. 
so eloquently st::tted by my friend from Maine [Mr. HALE], and 
also by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR], occurred in 
the House of Representatives in the Fifty-first Congress con
stantly. Many bills were passed by that body where a certain 
number of members voted "yea" and a certain number of mem
bers voted "nay," and the number of members voting was less 
than a majority of the whole House, it appe':l.ring upon theJour
nal th':l.t certain other mem bars were present and not voting, and 
that rule of the House of Representatives of the Fifty-first Con
gress has been declared to be constitutional and valid by the Su
preme Court of the United States. 

Mr. HILL. I was coming to that directly when I submitted 
to be interrupted. I do not .know that the Senator from Maine 
assumes any surprise that I should be willing to go so far. I 
should not go that far even for the purpose of expediting the busi
ness of the Senate, if any Senator here could pointmetoasingle 
clause of the Constitution which says expressly or impliedly that 
the only method by which we can determine the presence of a. 
quorum is by the calling of t,he yeas and nays. 

Mr. HALE. May I ask the Senator a question right there? 
Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HALE. As a matter of course, the reaching of a quorum 

is the desidera.tum in all these troubles; but does the Senator 
think the better method of reaching a quorum would be to count 
the Senators who are present and announce a pair and state that. 
they cau not vote by reason of that pair and are offset by absent. 
Senators, or to count Senators who are actually presept in per
son and not voting at all? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I am not without a record upon 
that last question, but I prefer not to discuss it now. I think I 
see it coming in the very near future. .It will be an important 
question to be presented to this body. I never have doubted the 
power of this body or of any other parliamentary body, in the 
absence of an expre£s rule upon the subject, for the purpose of 
making a quorum t.o count a member as present who absolutely 
remains in his seat and declines to vote; but I have avoided 
bringing that question here now. That is one of the questions 
sought to be presented by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
VILAS] for the last two days. Let us take up one thing at a. 
time. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator thinks that those Senators,whoare 
present and announce their pairs make a class that shQuld be 
ta.ken first and dealt with before Senators who are present and 
have no paira. I do not know but the Senator is right. 

Mr. HILL. I will tell the Senator the reason for it. It is be
cause in one instance the Senator sits in his seat and remains 
absolutely quiet. That involves another question as to the 
power of the Senate over that particular Senator, as to what it. 
C3.n do in regard to him; whether he has or has not a right to 
remain here and refuse to take part in the business of this body, 
and at the same time for other purposes be considered present. 
If he remains in his seat the Sergeant-at-Arms can not be sent 
for him. 

Suppose a Senator were absent; you send the Sergeant-at-Arms 
for him; that officer brings him in and reports that he has brought 
in the absent Senator. When the absent 'Senator, according to 
the return filed here, is shown in law to be present, then he is 
called upon to vote, but he remains silent. I regard that as a 
different question from this, because here there is no effort upon 
the part of the Senator to be absent; he does not desire to be con· 
sidered as absent; he expresses a desire to vote, and usually an
nounces which way he would vote; but simply out of courtesyto 
an absent Senator he announces the fact that he is present, and 
that the other Senator is absent, and that fact is entered upon 
the Journal. 

J bring up this question because it is so clear, it seems to me, 
so reasonable, and so proper, that I do not think there ought to 
be any sort of objection to it. 

Upon the other question, as the Senator from Maine well 
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knuws, there has been considerable dispute. U there is any
thing in the constitutional question I have not heard it invoked 
by anyone here, but simply hint~d at by the Senator from Mas
sachusett.3 (Mr. HOAR]. If there is anything in the constitu
tional question, if there is a lawyer in this body who hJS any 
confidence in that question, it could h 9.ve been considered in 
connection with the bills, to which the Senator from Rhorl.e 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH] b as referred, pas~d by the Fifty-first 
Congress, unuer a rule which allowed th9 question to be pre
sented more clen.rly than it has presented itself now, so far as 
the constitutional quebtion is concer ned. 

Here there is no question of constitutionality involved. You 
might !iaY that it is a simple question of bookkeep~ng,-a simple 
question of keeping the reco<ds. 

Mr. HALE. Let me sa.yto the Senator there-
Mr. HILL. Yes. 
Mr. HALE. I think what he has just said discloses to my 

mind the best re"son for h is amendment. He is seeking, first, 
the class of Sen:1.tors who h:.tve not baen resisting to help make 
a quorum~ he is seeking to relieve Senators of the burden of 
their pnrs. He finds, as in the figures which I have gi ven, 'five 
Senators who are not resisting, who do not d ecline to vote, who, 
by 1·eason of their ag reements, are dis .1blad from voting, and be 
is seeking. not to force them. but to relieve them and give them, 
so tar as he can, n.n opportunity of helping to do business. I 
think ther-e is great force in that. 

On-e reason which gives it force is th-at the pra-etice of pairs
if the Senator will allow me; I do nQt want to interrupt him
has b~ome by usage very burdensome and h3S gone far beyond 
wha t was originally contempbted. The old way was to p :.tir 
upon great questions and to t'egard the pairs so that the balance 
woul-d be praserved in th-e maln-up of the Sen tte. After a time 
the practice of pairing generally obt!tined, and it has become the 
practice for a Senu.tor h3ving a general pair to announce t hat 
pail· upon every questiQn, to the great ob:Struction of business, 
when the 1'!-b.:;ent Sen::ttor, even on an unimportant question of a 
recess or .adjournment, would not 1·egard the que.:.tion as having 
anything to do with his pair. 

I long h.ad a pair with the la.te Sen tor from Kentucky, Mr. 
Beck, who used to SJ.Y to me, "If a.ny question comes up on 
which I am opposed to you, vote as you ha.vea mind to; I leave 
it to yoU't· own judgment, discretion, and good sense about vot
ing .or annollD.cing our pair." But th:1.t is not the way things 
are usually done now. The Senate has found m:tny a time tha.t 
its whole business has b 3en obstructed because this practice of 
pa.iring has thwarted everything. The S .matorfrom New York 
iB trying to re .ieve it, and I think he is right in that reg..11rd. 

Mr. BUTLER. ls not thn.t the genera.! pro:ctice now in regard 
to pairs? A certain amount of dh;cretion is !eft with a Senator 
who :remains in the Chamber, so that the absent Senator can be 
protected. It seems to me that is the practice now. 

Mr. HALE. I donotthink thatisthepractioe. Ithinkevery 
day here we are found lacking a quorum bec<LUSe Senators feel 
that they do not dare to vote on any question whatever on ac
count of ha\l'ing an absolute pair. 

Mr. EUTLE.d.. It se ~ms to me that if the Pule of the Senator 
from New York were adopted it would bre.1k up pairs. 

Mr. HILL. It would t end largely to th~-tt. 
Mr. BUTLER. The practice of pairing tends la,rgely to the 

convenience of absent Senators. T ake, fQr inst:1nce, my friend 
from Georgia., who sits <>n my left {Mr. COLQUITTJ, who is phys
ically disabled from spending much time in the SenJ.te. It 
might be very unjust to him a t some time to h tve his pair vote. 
I submit that usually the question is le ft to tbe discretion of the 
Senator who remains in the Senate whether he will protect the 
rights of the absent Senator. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose the Senator from New York has in 
this matter contemplated, and perhaps with sati~faction, that 
the old practice o.f pairing would b e broken up. 

Mr. HILL. I have not contemplated that. It is not neces
sary to go so far. I d-o not regard th!tt any Sen tor has a right 
to rem 'tin away from this body, and by some private understand
lug with a Senator who is hereto preventaquorumof this body. 
I do not underst md that, as a m .1tter of right, he should insist 
upon any such privilege. It is the duty of all Sen ators to b3 
present and p .rticip_ te in our proceedings. Of course we rec
ognize the r.iCt th· t occ.l.Sionally Senators must be absent; it is 
inevitable. Necessary absences on account of sickness, busi
nes~1 eY.~, must occur. All th t an absent Senator h ·"I.B a right 
to do, it se .:ms to me, in justice to those who remain here aur
ing the heat and the burden of t.he day. is that his p air -shall 
not vote up.on ~ p ·trticular :proposition. That is comi-ng. The 
simple mot1 ve 1s to offset h1s v-ote by the vote of ltnother Sena
tor. That is all. 

What is the practical effect? I know that there has grown up 
here a custom, left to the discreti-on and honor ·of Senator-s, that 

occasionally they break a p::~ ir for the purpose of constituting a 
quorum. Th i.t :J.eads to t eouble: tha.t le ~.ds to the exercise of a 
discretion which it is often h 'lrd to exe rcise upon proper lines .. 
I have seen measm--es carried here upon a-close vote when Sena
tors are tempted to break their p lirs for the purpose of consti
tuting a quorum. For instance. suppose th t a question should 
be so close that the vote of a ;::;ena:wr '-V ~a is paired woald deter
mine the whole question, how unjust that wo~.:1 d be to the absent 
Senator. I think the best way is simply to adopt the rule l have 
proposed. Then every Sen tor when be sU1tes bie pair goes 
upon the record as being present; th9 absent Sen ·1tor understands 
it: and it is p Jrfec tly fair all round. It prev-onts the disputes 
which occur, which are· unfortun .. te and unpleas ··mt. I11 my 
opinion there can be no reasonable objection to the rule as I hu. ve 
offered it. 

As I h<tvesaid, there is nothing on the question of pairing in the 
rules. The practice is simply t l lerated; it is simply r ecognized; 
it is simply an e xcuse why a Senatordozs not vote in acco: dJJlce 
with the rules-of this body. v~t us m ake our rules as. little bur- 
densome to us as possible. 

Therefore, to res ume what I was saying, there is no constitu
tional qu~stion he t-e in volved. Our bills must be perfectly legal 
which we pass herd by-a. majority vote ii the presence of a quo
rum is ascertained by counting both tn3 Senators who vote and 
those who are present and state their pairs or those who .ask to 
be excus~d from voting. 

Then there is no constitutional que.,tion involved. I t becomes 
simply a question of them wner in which. we sh:.W.l keep our own 
.Tournal as a ma.ttet• of proprie ty for the purpose of prot:.cting 
pairs in emergencies and sometimes upon a clos3 question abso
lutely determining a vote. It seems t me the propo ed rule 
avoids all complicated qu~stions involving other matters about 
which disputes are suggested. It seems to me that this body in 
justice tO itself, for the purpose of e xpediting its business, ought 
to adopt this ami'Olndment to its r n1es. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President--
Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to utter one sentence 

in explanation? 
Mr. VOORHEES. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HOAR. I () ly wish to say tha.t I merely put the ques

t ion to the S-enator from New York. I do not wish to be under
stood as expressing an opinion in opposition to his upon the ques
tion. I put thequest~on for the sake of elicitingtheview of the 
Senator from New York upon it. 

Mr. HILL. I so uni erstood. 
Mr. HOAR. I think if his rule shall turn out, in the opinion 

of the Senate, to be pra.ctical and oonstitationa.l, it will h ave a 
very gre.:1.t effect in breaking up wh~-tt is an -obstruction to our 
busin ss; that is, making pairs at a night session or during some 
exciting business merely for the very slight temporary conven
ience of the members o f this body. 

'rhe practice -of the Senate in regard to night sessions is very 
well described in Cowper's celebrated fable of the birds, where 
he says~ 

All paired, 
And each pair ma.de a nest. 

Senators make their p.:rirs, and then go to the sofas in their 
aommitliee rooms. 

Mr. HILL. The absurdity of thisrulewa~witnessedlastnight 
between 1l and 12o'clook, upon the ai:mouncement th~tt upon or
dinary politic:tl questions the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SMITH] is p aired with the Senator from ld ho [Mr. DOBOIS]. 
The record of your pl'O~edings showed that both Senators were 
present. We were proceeding on a question of e xc using the 
Sen tor from Idaho. The record showed he was present; the 
recoro showed the S-en tor from New J ersey was pre ent; and 
when the name of the Senator from I daho was called h-e rem 'tined 
silent, although he was here, and the rery question was being 
dete t·mined as to what should be done abo :1t his remaining silent. 
While that was pending, the n ·tme of the Senator from New Jer
sey was called, and oulof courtesy to the Senator from Idaho he 
preferred not to vote. There we have a spectacle presented of 
two Senators present in this body, the reco rd showing that they 
were here, and n eithe. of t hem voting out of deference to a cus
tom which it is .s-lid has existed h ere for a. long time. 

Mr. VOORHEES. l move tbat theSenaoo do nowproceed to 
the consideration of House bill No. 1. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Indiana. allow me to 
say a word to the Senato ::- from New York? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I yie .d to the Senator from Tennessee. 
Mr. HARRIS. I want to ask the Senator from. New York a 

question. If the r nle he recommends should be adopted! this 
· .state of ease would be po sible: Suppose that the ·e are 45 Sena
tors upon this floor, which would be two more than a quorum as 
the Senate is at pr-esen & constituted, and suppose 30 of those 45 
Senators are paired with 30 absent Senators. W-e call the roll 
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upon a -pending bill, 10 Senators vote "yea" and 5 Senators vote 
"nay "and 30 Senators announce their pairs with 30 absent Sena
tors. ' Would the Senator from New York think that it was 
proper that a bill under .such .circumstances should be regarded 
as h;wing passed the Senate .and become a law~ 

Mr. HILL. Upon the question as to the number of votes that 
the bill ought to receive I c.tn see no reason why it should not. 
Is there anything in the Constitution which provides the exact 
number of votes a bill shall receive? . 

Mr . HARRIS. I h a ve not presented aconstitutionalquestion, 
nor h ave I und3r ta ken to discuss that phase of the matter; but 
certlinly the case I h a ve put might happen if the Senator'.s rule 
shou ld be adopted. The question I put him is, if it should be 
adopted whether he thinks it would be wise or safe? 

Mr. H ILL. I do. If 30-odd Senators in this body prefer tore
main silent, a.s they do here a t every single session of the Senate, 
and 13 Sen3.tors a bsolutely vote and the re is no negative vote, 
why should not the bill be p .-tSsed? I can ·see no reason. The 
Senators who are present have the right to vote; theyare here; 
they can vote if they desire, and if no constitutional question is 
involved, of course 13 to nothing is the vote. I can see no reason 
against it. 

Mr. CULLOM. May I ask the 'Senator a question? 
Mr. VOORHEES. I decline to yield further in the interest of 

the pending business if I am recognized by the Ohair1 as I un
derstand l-Mn. This is a profi t J.ble aw:l a u.seful discu.ssion, and 
I h ave listened toltwith interest, but I .conceive it to be m_y duty 
to move tha.t t he Senate proceed to the consideration -of Hou.se 
bill N".o. 1. 

Mr. DOLPH~ Will the Senator not aJ.low morning business 
to be p ressnted? 

Mr. VOORH"EES. No. 
The VICE-PRE5IDENT. The morning business bas .not 

closed. The Senator from Indiana was r ecognized, and be h as de
clin.~d to _yield fu:rther. The question is upon the motion of the 
Sena-tor f rom Indiana. 

M r. VOOR HEES. I thought the morning business was con
cluded. 

Th e VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning 'business is not con· 
eluded. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Tben the discussion which has been pro
ceeding was somewh at premature, I think. I yield for morning 
business, and lor .nothing- else . 

The viCE·P RES1DENT. The Chair will state that the dis
cussion was by un.mim.ous consent,-a littleinadvanceof"the cl{)se 
of morning business. 

Mr . VOORHEES. Very well. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Cb.air lays before the Senate 

a resolution coming over from a p revious day, submitted by the 
Senator from Oreg-on [Mr. DOLPH]. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado will 

state his parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I have no desire to change the order of 

business or in the slightest degree obstruct the orderly conduct 
of busines.s which is desired by the Senator from Indiana, but I 
was under t he impression that the resoiution which has been 
under consideration was morning business. The Senator from 
New York [Mr. HILL] had given notice of a proposed amend
ment to the r ul es , and I h :td supposed that during the first two 
hours of the session of the Senate s uch morning business should 
be considered, and that the Senator from Indiana, unless by 
unanimous consent, could not obtrude the consideration of the 
me·lsure which he has moved to t ake up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state t<> the Sen-at<>r 
from Colorado that the discussion was without objection, and by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. BUTLER. The resolution was up by right. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Was not t he resolution before the Senate 

by right? Was it not morning business? 
Mr. BUTLER. It was _morning business, and it had a perfect 

right to be proceeded with. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. It was morning business; and I propose to 

read for the consideration of the President the following, under 
Rule Vll.: 

2. Until the morning business shall have been concluded, and so mm.ounCE'd 
from the Chair, or untH the hour of 1 o 'clock has a Tived, no motion to pro· 
ceed to the con s ideratio n or any bill. resolution. report Df a committee, or 
other subject u-pon the Calen dar s hall be entertained by the Presiding Officer 
unless by unanimous consent. 

Until the hour of 2 o'clock arrives this business takes prece
dence of the bill which has :been under consideration or anything 
else except by unanimous consent. 

I had supposed tha.t the resolution of the Senator from New 
York was legitimate morning business and that the discu-ssion, 
instead of ha-ving taken place by unanimous consent, had 'taken 
place as a matter of right. 

Mr. V OORHEES. I do not question the propriety of the reso· 
lution of the Senator from New York or his disc :1ssion of it. I 
thought myself it belonged to morning business, but I thought) 
·on the conclusion of his remarks, that the morning business had 
been concluded. It seems that I wasmb informed. I know th:1t 
there is some morning business yet to be tr11nswted, and I yield 
t<> it. I am h-olding- the floor now and yielding to any s ~n Ltor 
who bas morning business to trcmsact , but not to anything else. 
As soon as the morning business is conclud-ed, I shall make the 
motion to proceed to the oonsiaeration of the regular order. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T . 0. 

TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House h ad passed 
the following bills: 

A bill i H. B. z7»9) to pr ovide for the time and place of holding 
the terms of the Uriited.St:ltes circuit and district courts in the 
State of South Dakota; and 

A bill (H. R. 3545 ) to amend section numbered 2324 of theRe-
vised Statutes of the United States, relating to mining cl:tims. 

The message also announced that the House requested the re· 
turn of the joint resolution (S . R. 3.3) authorizing the Joint Com
mittee on the Libr.::~.ry to grant the privilege of drawing bo::>ks 
from the Library to the chief justice and associate justices of the 
court of appeals <Of the District of Columbia. 

USE OF LIBRARY FOR COURT OF APPEALS. 
Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate ·at 

this time the House resolution asking for the return of a joint 
resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senatea 
re.solution from the Hou.se of Represent:ttives-; which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
.Re olved, 'l'hat the Senate be eques ed to return to the House Senate joint 

r esolution No. 33, authorizing th~ Joint Co-mmittee on tthe Library oogrant 
th-e privilege or drawing books from the Libra-ry tot h.ee h1ef ju~ice :md asso
ciate justices of the court or appeals o r the Di.81lrict or Columola.. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask that an order be m:tde that the joint reso
lution be returned to the House of Representatives, in accordance 
with its request. 

Mr. HOAR. I inquire where that resoluti()n is now? 
Mr. HARRIS. It is in the custody of the Sena~e. 
Mr. HOAR. I thought it had gone 'Over to the House of Rep

resen ta"ti ves. 
Mr • .HARRIS. No, it is here. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objec-tion to the order re

quested by the Senator from Tennessee? The Chair hears none, 
and the -order is .agreed to. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
"The fo11owing bills were severally read :twice by their ti tlesJ 

and referred as indicated below-: 
A bill (H. R. 27iH) t-o provide for the time and place of holding 

the terms of the United States ch~cuit and district courts in the 
State of South Dakota-to the Commitree on the Judiciary; and 

A bill (H. R. 354)) 'to ameni .section numbered 2324 of theRe
visen Statutes of the (1nited St;:~.tes, relating to mining claims
to the Committe3 on Mines and Mining. 

ATTENDANCE OF ABSENT SENATORS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 

a r esolution -coming over from a previous day, whi0h will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution snbmitred by Mr. DOLPH 
October 13, 1893, as follows: 
~esolved, That the Committee .on the Judiciary be, and they a-re hereby, 

directed to inquire and r eport tG the Senate, at as e a.rly a day a s pra.ctic:J.ble, 
whether clause 3 of .Rule V of the rules Df t he Senate is su<: h a. com pliance 
with the r equirements of section 5 of Art icle I of the Constitut ion as t.o the 
manner in whjch the attendance of absent mamlrers may be compelled. a.s 
to authorize less than a quorum of the S enate when in s ession to compel the 
attenuance of a~nt memoers, and whether a direction by the Sena.te. less 
than a quorum bemg present. to the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate to com· 
pel the a ttendance of absent members. as -provided for in said third clause 
of Rule V, is a su.filcient warrant and a.uLhol'ity to the Sergeant-at-Arms to 
authorize him to use force, if nec.essary, in bringing absent :5enators to the 
SenateChamber. . 

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

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, does thatresolution contemplate 
committ:ng that inquiry to the Judici try Committee? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I dp not yield the floor for t he purpose of 
discussing t ha.t or any other resolution. I have not yielded the 
floor at all except [or t ~e trans_lction of morning business. 

Mr. HOAR. I merely put a question f.or informa.ion as to 
what the rec::olution proposed. ~ 

Mr. VOORHEES. 1 wi l hear it, but I do not yield the floor. 
Mr. DOLPH. The Senator yields for morning bu -;iness, and 

this comes in as morni ' .g business as a matt3r o. ri ~ ht. 
The VICE-P RE&IDENT. The Chairwillstateto the Senator 
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from Indiana that the resolution just reported is part of the 
morning business coming over from a previous day, and under 
the rules h as been laid before the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Am I entitled to have my question answered? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the Senator. 
Mr. HOAR. The question is, whether the resolution which 

h as been read from the desk is a resolution committing that in
quiry to the Judiciary Committee? 

Mr. DOLPH. Yes. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is so advised. 
Mr. HALE. Let the resolution b e again read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The r esolution will be again read. 
The Secretary again read the resolution of Mr. DOLPH. 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator who 

introduced that resolution, and I call it to the a ttention of the 
Senate, if it is the purpose to wipe out the Committee on Privi
leges and Elections altogether? The Judiciary Committee is 
crowded, loaded with business always. It is the constant com
plaint-not a just complaint, but one sometimes having very 
plausible reasons for being made-that the Judiciary Committee 
is the tomb of subjects committed to it, because that committee 
can not reach them in time. 

I C!1ll speakimpartiallyon this matter . I am the senior mem
ber of both those committees. I have been myself chairm~n of 
both those committees, and I suppose there is no impropriety in 
saying- that the Commit~e on Privileges and Elections, as now 
constituted, is made up of as able men-I except myself-and of 
men as fit to deal with the great and important subjects of the 
privileges of the Senate and of elections as any committee of 
this body, the Judiciary Committee not excepted. 

Mr. CULLOM. And three or four members of one commit
tee are on the other. 

Mr. HOAR. The chairman of the Committee on the- Judici
a ry [Mr. PUGH] is on the Committee on Privileges and Elec
tions; the colleague of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] 
is on the Committee on Privileges and Elections; the colleague 
of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE], who is absent from 
the body, I may say, disagreeing with him, as I do on so many 
points, is one of the most accomplished jurists and constitutional 
lawyers in this country. He is a member of the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
GRAY], who was prominently spoken of at one timeforthegreat 
office of Chief Justice of the United States, is on that commit
tee. I do not see , for one, why it should be wiped out of existence 
by referring these subjects to any other committee. 

Mr. DOLPH. I did not suppose the subject pertained to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections: but I shall modify my 
resolution by inserting "the Committee on Privileges and Elec
tions" in place of "the Committee on the Judiciary," as the 
Senator takes exception to it as it stands. 

The VICE-PR.ESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified. 
The question is upon agreeing to the resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 
PURCHASE OF SILVER BULLION. 

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

Mr. MANDERSON. Has morning business closed? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to ask what became of the 

resolution for the pronosed change of the rules submitted by the 
Senator from New York [Mr. HILL]. I suggest that it be re
ferred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The resolution will go over. Perhaps 
somebody may want to say something about i t . It can be called 
up again. I now renew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of House bill No.1. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill {H. R.l) to 
repeal a part of an act approved July 14, 1890, entitled "An a<lt 
directing the purchase of silver bullion and the issue of Treas
ury notes thereon, and for other purposes," the pending question 
being on the substitute reported by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PE RKINS. With the permission of the Senator from In
diana, I ehould like to offer an amendment. I shall ask but a 
moment. I believe it comes under the head of motions and res
olutions. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. PERKINS. A few days since I gave notice of my inten

tion at the proper time to offer an amendment to House bill No. 
1. With the permission of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
HARP.IS] and the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], I 
have taken from their proposed amendments two sections and 
added them to my intended amendment. I ask that the amend
ment may be printed for the information of the Senat~. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment intended to be 

proposed by the Senator from California will be printed, in the 
absence of objection. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas will sus

pend for a moment. The Chair would like the attention of the 
Senate. . 

At the time of the adjournment last evening the Senate was 
dividing upon a question submitted by the Chair to the Senate, 
Shall the Senator from Idaho [Mr. DUBOIS], for the r aasons as
signed by him, be excused from voting-? Upon a roll call the 
fact was disclosed that no quorum was present. The Chair r~ gain 
submits to the Senate the question upon which there was a roll 
call, Sh:1ll the Senator from Idaho, for the reasons assig-ned by 
him, be excused from voting? The Secrehry will call the roll. 

Mr. PEFFER. Before that is done I wish to interpose are
quest for unanimous consent with reference to this matter. The 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES] wishes to submit some re
marks to the Senate upon the p :mding bill, but on account of the 
poor condition of the Senato;.,·s health he is not able to endure 
the strain of along-continued effort. I therefore ask unanimous 
consent that the proceedings pending at the hour of adjourn
ment yesterday·may be temporarily laid aside, in order that I 
may yield the floor to the Sen3.tor from Nevada for a short time 
and resume it when he shall desire to suspend his remttrks, if 
there be no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I feel it to be my duty to object to there
quest. There will be no debate on the pending question and 
can be none. It will only take a few minutes to call the roll. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection, and the Secre
tary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called}. I am paired with 

the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. I do not know how 
he would vote on this question if present, and therefore I with
hold my vote. 

Mr. PALMER (when his n ame was called). On the question 
before the Senate yesterday evening I voted. There is some 
doubt as towhethermypairwith theSenatorfrom North Dakota 
[Mr. HANSBROUGH] governs on this question; but to avoid all 
possible mistake I withhold my vote. 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). Having changed my 
pair from the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. DUBOIS] to the 
junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. M.A.RTIN], I feel at liberty to 
now vote on this question. I vote" nay." 

Mr. VILAS twhcn his name was C9Jlled). I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], as announced last night. 
Unless my vote is necessary in order to make a quorum, I shall 
withhold my vote. I should vote "'nay" on this question if not 
paired. 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the affirmative). Before 

the result is announced I beg to state that I am paired with the 
Senator from Washington[Mr. SQUIRE]. I h ad not observed that 
he was not present when I voted, and unless some Senator knows 
how he would vote I shall withdraw my vote. 

Mr. TELLER. I am informed by Senators who sit about me
though I h ave not looked at the R.ECORD to verify it-that the 
Senator from Washington on a former vote precisely of the same 
character voted " yea." 

Mr. DANIEL. Then, I think I am justified in voting, and I 
shall allow my vote to stand. 

The result was announced-yeas 29, nays 37; as follows: 
YEAS-29. 

Bate, George, Perkins, Teller, 
Berry, Irby, Pettigrew, Vance, 
Butler, Jones, .Ark. Power, Vest. 
Call, .Jones, Nev. Pugh, Walthall, 
Cau1eron, Kyle, Ransom, Wolcott. 
Cockrel!, Martin, Roach, 
Coke, Morgan, Shoup, 
Daniel, Petrer, Stewart, 

NAYS-37. 
Aldrich, Faulkner, Hoar, Quay, 
Allison, Frye, Lindsay, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Gallinger, Lodge, Smith, 
Brice, Gibson, McMillan, Stocl;:bridge, 
Ca.ftery, Gorman, McPherson, Voorhees, 
Carey, Gray, Manderson, Washburn, 
Culiom, Hale, Mills, White, J;,.a. 
Davis, Hawley, Murphy, 
Dixon, Higgins, Platt, 
Dolph, Hill, Proctor, 

NOT VOTING-19. 
.Allen, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Turpie, 
Camden, Hansbrough, Morrill, Vilas, 
Chandler, Harris, Palmer, White, Cal. 
Colquitt, Hunton, Pasco, Wilson. 
Dubois, Mitchell, Oregon Squire, 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho is not ex

cused. 
The Chair will now announce . the result of the vote on the 

question, "Shall the paper submitted by t:b.e Senator from Kan
sas be read at the Secretary's desk?" 

Mr. GRAY. I rise to aq uestion of order. After the announce
ment of the result of tb e vote should not the name of the Sena
tor from Idaho be called to give him an opportunity to conform 
to the decision of the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The name of the Senator from 
Idaho will be called. 

'rhe Secretary called the name of Mr. DUBOIS, to which there 
was no response. · 

Mr. HOAR. Has the result of the vote been announced? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not. 
Mr. HOAR. I ask if I aiD recorded as votine:? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon which vote? 
Mr. HOAR. On the vote the Chair is about to announce. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The vote has not been announced. 

The Chair will state to the Senator that this is the vote upon 
which there was a roll call last evening. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire that my name be called so that I may 
vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The name of the Senator from 
Massachusetts will be called. 

The Secretary ca.Ued the name of Mr. HOAR. 
Mr. HOAR. I vote "nay." 
:Mr. HALE. I desire to vote. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The name of the Senator from 

Maine will be called. 
The Secretary called the name of Mr. HALE. 
Mr. HALE. I vote ''nay." 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that my name be called. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The name of the Senator from 

Rhode Island will be called. 
The Secretary called the mime of Mr. ALDRICH. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I vote '' nay." 
Mr . VANCE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I wish to 

know if it is in order for Senators to be permitted to vote after 
the announcement of the result without unanimous consent? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has not announced the 
result of the note, the Chair will state to the Senator from North 
Carolina. 

Mr. VANCE. The Chair announced the vote, and said the 
Senator from Idaho was not excused. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so announced. The 
Chair will now announce the result of the vote upon which 
Senators have just voted. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I merelyrisetosay to the Senator 
from North Carolina that my request was to have my name 
called that I might vote. I claim it was my right to vote on the 
main question, the result of the vote not having been declared. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has not announced the 
result of that vote. The Chair will--

Mr. BUTLER. What is the vote? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The vote, the Chair will announce , 

is upon the motion that the paper sent to the Secretary's desk 
by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] should be read. Upon 
that the yeas are 18 and the n ays are 22. 

The yeas and nays are as follows: 

Allen, 
Allison, 
Bate, 
Berry, 
B lackburn, 

AldTiCh, 
Frye, 
Gibson, 
Gorma.n, 
Gray, 
Hale, 

Allison, 
Brice, 
Butler, 
Caffery, 
Call, 
Camden, 
Cameron, 
Carey, 
Chandler, 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 
Colquitt; 

-YEAS-18. 
Cullom, 
Daniel, 
Dixou. 
Faulkner, 
Hunton, 

Hawley, 
Hill, 
Hoar, 
Lindsay, 
Lodge 
McMillan, 

Manderson, 
Martin, 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Pasco, 
Perkins, 

NAYS-2':!. 

McPherson, 
Murphy, 
Palmer, 
Platt, 
Quay, 
Ransom, 

NOT VOTING-47. 

Davis, 
Dolph, 
Dubois, 
George, 
Gordon, 
Hale, 
Hansbrough, 
Harris, 
Higgins, 
Hoar, 
Irby, 
J ones, Ark. 

J ones, Nev. 
Kyle, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, Oregon 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Petl'er, 
Pettigrew, 
Power, 
P roctor, 
Pugh. 
Shern1an, 

Roach, 
Squire, 
Walthall. 

Smith, 
Voorhees, 
Washburn, 
White, La. 

Shoup, 
Stewart, 
Stockbridge, 
Teller , 
Turpie, 
Vance, 
Vest, 
Vilas, 
White, Cal. 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No quorum has voted. The Sec
retary ~vill call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senaton 
answered to their names: 

Aldrich, 
Allen, 
Allison, 
Bate, 
Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Brice, 
Butler, 
Caffery, 
Call, 
Cameron, 
Carey, 
Coke, 
Cullom, 
Daniel, 
Davis, 
Dixon, 
Dolph, 

Faulkner, 
Frye, 
Gallinger, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Gordon, 
Gorman, 
Gray, 
Hale, 
Harris, 
Hawley, 
Higgins, 
Hill, 
Hoar, 
Hunton, 
Irby, 
Jones, Ark. 
Jones, Nev. 

Kyle, 
Lindsay, 
Lodge, 
McMillan, 
McPherson, 
Manderson, 
Martin, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Morgan, 
Murphy, 
Palmer, 
Petl'er, 
Perkins, 
Pettigrew, 
Platt, 
Power, 
Proctor, 

Pug-h, 
Quay, 
Ransom, 
Roac~ 
Sherman, 
Shoup, 
Smith, 
Stewart, 
Stockbridge, 
Teller, 
Turpie, 
Vance, 
Vest, 
Vilas, 
Voorhees, 
Walthall, 
White, La.. 
Wolcott. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Seventy-two Senators have an
swered to their names. A quorum is present. Upon the ques
tion whether the paper sent to the desk shall be read, the yeas 
and nays have been ordered, and the Secretary will call the 
roll. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Chair state whether the paper sent 
to the desk is a public document? · 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that it is a 
public document. The question now submitted to the Senate is 
whether it shall be read at the desk. · 

Mr. BUTLER. I was not present when the question was 
raised last night as to the right to read the paper at the desk, 
and in order to vote intelligently upon it some idea ought to be 
given as to the contents of the paper. It is important that that 
should be stated in order that we may vote intelligently 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paper will be read by tir.iefor 
the information of the Senate. 

· Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the paper may be read, in order 
that we may vote intelligently on the question. 

Mr. GORMAN.~ I suggest that under the rule it is imposBible 
to have the paper read. That is the question the Senate is now 
to determine. The rule requires that when a Senator presents 
a paper and asks that it shall be r ead, if a question is raised the 
Senate must determine whether the paper shall be read or not, 
and it can not be read until after a vote of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has directed the paper 
to be read by its title, for the information of the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like for the Senator from Maryland 
to point out that rule. I do not know much about the rules, 
but--

Mr. FAULKNER. I rise to a point of order. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT . . The Senator from West Virginia 

will state his point of order. 
- Mr. FAULKNER. My point of order is, that the question be
fore the Senate is not debatable. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair sustains the point of or
der. 

Mr. BUTLER. I rise then to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Ca1·olina 

will state it. 
Mr. BUTLER. The Senator can not cut me off from ms,king 

a parliamentary inquiry which is necessary for the intelligent 
action of this body. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina 
will state his inquiry. 

Mr. BUTLER. The inquiry is, what is in the paper? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read it by 

title. 
Mr. BUTLER. If it is not read by the Secretary I will read 

it from my desk. I suppose I have that right, if I am to be cut 
off in this way. -

The Secretary read as follows: 

Mr. VEST submitted the following memorial of the national convention of 
the representatives of the commercial bodies of the United States calling 
attention to the present depressed fin ancial condition of the country, t he in
adequacy of State laws, the provisions of the Torrey bankrupt bill, and 
petitioning the Senate to consider at once and pass that measure. 

The VIC.R-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits the questio!l 
under the rule whether the document, the title of which has 
been read, shall be read at length at the desk. The Secretary 
will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. HARRIS (when his name was c .=tlled ). I am paired with 

the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. .. 
Mr. VILAS (when his name wds c 1.llecl ). I am paired with the 

Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], and withhold my vote. 
I should vote "nay" if he were present. 

/ 

-
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The roll .call ;having been concluded, the _result was -an· 
nounced-yeas 39, nays 30; as follows: 

Allen, 
Allison, 
Bate, 
Berry, 
Blaekburn, 
Butler, 
Call, 
Cameron, 
Ca.rey, 
Cockrell, 

Coke, 
Cullom, 
Daniel, 
D i -on, 
(;. .. .. luger, 
George, 
Irby, 
Jones, Ark. 
Jones, NeY. 
Kyle, 

YEAS-39. 
Martin, 
Mills, 

-Mitchell, Wis. 
Morgan, 
Palmer, 
•J>e1fer, 
Perkins,' 
Pettigrew, 
Power, 
'Pugh, 

.Roach, 
Sherman, 
Shoup, 
Stewart, 
Teller, 

. Vance, 
Vest, 
Walthall, 
Wolcott. 

NAYS-30. 
Aldrich, 
Brice, 
Caffery, 
Davis, 
Dolph, 
FaulkneL', 
Frye, 
Gibson, 

Gorman, 
Gray, 
Hale. 
Hawley, 
Higgins, 
;ll:ill, 
Hoa.r, 
Hunton, 

Lindsay, 
Lodge, 
McMillan, 
McPherson, 
Murphy, 
Platt, 
Proctor, 
Eansom. 

Smith, 
Stockbridge, 
Tuxpie, 
Voorhees, 
'Washburn, 
White, La. 

NOl' VOTING-16. 
Camden, 
Chandler, 
Colquitt, 
Dubois, 

Gordon, 
Hansbrough, 
Harris, 
Manderson, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
as requested. 

Mitchell, Oregon Squire, 
·Morrill, Vilas, 
Pasco, White, Cal. 
Quay, Wilson. 

"The Secretal'Y will read the paper 

The ~ecretnry proceeded to read the memorial. 
"Mr. PEFFER. I 118k that the reading ·may be suspendea 'for 

the present that! may renew the request I made a little while 
ago. 

The VICE-PRESIDENl\ Is there objection tothe request of 
the Senator from Kanss.s. · · 

Mr. HOAR. What is the request? 
Mr. FAULKNER. As the Secratary has started in with 'the 

reading I 'think it had better pl'oceed. 

·of the floor in this way. 1 -suppoae the Senatm· from Kansas will 
no doubt be able to get the floor at almost anytime. No one will 

' prob&bly compete .with him tor the .floor. . 
Mr. TELLER. ·1 think the Senator from Obio'is entirelycor

rect. It never has been the practice here to allow a SenJ.tor to 
yield .the floor and then resume it, except for a brief colloquy or 
something of that kind; th21tis, he has no right to retain it. If he 
yields for .a speech he has lost his right to it; and if any other 
Senator chooses to hke the floor when the Senator who was al
lowed to.go on concludes he can do so upon being recognized by 
the Chair. I tb ink the Sen a tor from Kans : s will b ave no trouble 
in getting the floor afterwards; and l hope he will yield now and 
allow the Sen<ttor from Nevada to go on. 

Mr. tPEF.FER. It was my desire, and is now, that the Sena
tor from Nevada shall be permitted to proceed with his remarks 
whenever he is ready, but I felt some anxiety to conclude my 
own speech to-day if it could be done conveniently. Therefore, 
I thought it would be well in advance, in order to save trouble 
in the future, to obtain the consent of the Senate. But I now 
withdraw the request for consent and yield the floor to the Sen
ator from Nevada. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada addressed the Sanate~ After having 
spoken for nearly four hours, 

Mr. VOORHEES said: Will the Senator from Nevada yield 
tome? 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. Certainly. 
Mr. VOORHEES. First, I desire to congratulate the Senator 

from Nevada upon his splendid contt•ibution to the literature of 
this gr.eat debate this afternoon. The. charm of wha-t be bas said 
has heen enhanced by the personal affection all the members of 
this body bear to him. I desire to ask him whether it would be 
agreeable for him to yield at this time for a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. Perfectly. I am very tired. I would 
consider it a favor. 

~he VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. The Secretary 
will continue the reading. · 

Mr. VOORHEES. I suppose the Senator is tired, for he and 
I are neither of us as young as we were when we met here a 
quarter of a century ago. The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the me

morial. 
[The memorial appears in Mr. PEFFER's speech. See Ap

pendix.] 
Mr. ALLISON. I submit that it is not necessary to read the 

names appended to the memorial. 
Mr. PEFFER. Very well. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection the names will 

be omitted. 
~. PEFFER. I wish now.to •renew my request for unanimous 

consent that I may yield the floor temporarily to the Senatru· 
from Nevada [Mr. JONES], and that I may be permitted tore
sume the floor whenever ·the Senator is ready to suspend .his 
remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, such requests have been 
made repeatedly of late, and I .think the Senate ought to put a 
stop to the practice. The Senator from Kansas can yield to the 
Senator from Nevada ,with propriety whenever he chooses, but 
he can not retain the floor; it is against the rules and usages of 
the Senate. He can not bold the floor and give it to another 
Senator; he ·might in that case resume it and at once give it to 
some other Sena.tor, and thus hold the floor. 

I therefore object. I have no objection to his yielding to the 
Senator from Nevada, but be mustybld the floor absolutely. 
He can not hold the floor and yield it at the same time. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. I refuse to accept the floor on any 
such conditions. 

Mr. SHEJ:a1:AN. I have no objection to the Senator from 
Nevada going on. ' 

Mr. JONE::; of Nevada. The Senator from Kansas has been 
kind enough to agree to yield me the floor, and I do not p:-opose 
to deprive him of his right to resume it. He is nowquiteready 
to go on with his speech. 

Mr. SHERMAN . . I do not wish to be discourteous toward 
anyone, but I am merely speaking for the good of the Senate. 
I bn.ve no objection to the Senator from Kansas going on; be can 
resume the floor to-day, after the Senator from Nevada con
cludes; but h:e must st.md on the footing of all other Senators. 
If be yiel-ds now, no doubt with great propriety, after the Sena
tor from Nevada has concluded, he will resume his remarks. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. I willnottaketheSenatorfromKan
sa.s off the floor. 

Mr. TELLER. I w1sh to ask the Senator f:com Ohio a ques
-tion. Will be object to the Senator from Kansas proceeding 
after the Senator from Nevada has concluded? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly not. I would not do that at all, 
if he wi.::hes to take the floor then; and if no one else gets the 
floor he ought to have it; but there ought to be no parceling out 

Mr. President, in the last seventy-seven hours this body has 
been in session fifty-eight hours and we have been discharging 
a great public duty. With the concurrence of, and upon consul· 
tation with, the friends of the pending measure I h':l.ve a motion 
to make at this hour. Before I do so, ·however, I desire to cor~ 
rect any misapprehension which may prevail in some minds, and 
there are very eager minds in certain directions just at this 
time. 

Lremember reading once with greatinterestan account of the 
battle of the first commodore of the American Navy, John Paul 
Jones, off the coast of Scotland by moonlight-the Serapis and 
its ally. When the British commander asked him whether he 
surrendered he said in reply," I have only begun to.fight." Now, 
if there is anybody who thinks the friends and advocates of the 
pending bill have surrendered or have it in contemplation to 
su1~rendec, I desire to answer in the language of that immortal 
hero of the salt seas, we have only begun to fight. 

With that, Mr. President, I move that the Senate do now ad· 
journ. 

The motion was &greed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 6 minutes p. 
m. l the Senate adjourned until Monday, October 16, 1893, at 11. 
o'clock a. m. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
S.A.TURD.A."Y, October 14, 1893. 

The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. ISAAC W. 
CANTER, of Washington, D.C. 

THE JOURNAL. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read. . 
Tho SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the Journal as read 

be approved. 
Mr. McRAE. On that question I would like to have the de· 

ci<>ion of the Chair on the point of order show that the bill under 
consideration yestel'day .was not simply a private bill, but a pri· 
vate claim to public lands. There is no controversy between the 
gentleman who made the point of order and myself that if the 
bill were strictly a private bill the p oint of order would be good; 
but it is a private claim to pub ~ic lands. 

The SPEAKER.. Of course the .Journal as read should be 
approved, bec:1use it states corract1y what was done yesterday. 
The Chair desires, however, to look a little further into the 
question. with the privilege of changing his ruling if he should 
on examination find he ought to h:.tve ruled otherwise. It is 
often very difficult to determin3 between a public and a private 
bill. The Chair made some examination of the matter yester· 
day afternoon, but ·was not entirely satisfied about the ·question. 
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jHe will look fW'ther ;i..J;Lto it, and :if he finds that the ruling was 
~!Fong, he will so annouooe to the HotiBeJ that :appropriate ~ction 
may be t:Lken. 

Mr. DINGLEY. As I r.aised the question of ord-er, I wish to 
say that I was somewhat in doubt. JDyself upon the point; and I 
ntade it simply ·that the questicn might be deeided. 

The SPEAKER. From the examination made by the Chair 
yesterday afternoon the distinction in this case seems to be a 
very i!larrow one. 

Mr. McRAE_. Then I ask that the _ Speaker be auth.o.rized., 
when he has determined the question, either to refer the bill 
back .to the. Calendar or to send it to what he may decide t.o be 
the approprhite committee. 

The BPEAKE:R. Th"' Chair supposes, of course, there would 
be no objection to that. In the absence of objection~ the Journal 
as read will be approved. 

There was no objection. 
PAY OF ASSISTANT CUSTODIANS AND .JANITORS. 

'The SPEAKER laid before the House a lettedrom the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasucy, submitting an estimate of deficiency 
in the apf)ropriations for pay of assistant custodians and janitors 
for the fiscal year 1894; which was referred to the .Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMISSARY SERGEANT OLSEN. 
The SPEAKER also l aid before the House a letter from the 

Secretary of War, with inclosures, relative to the passage of the 
bill for the relief of Commissary Sergeant Olsen, United States 
Army: which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, : 
;md ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By un'lnimous consent leaveof absence wasgrantedasfollows: 
To Mr. HATCH, for ten days. 
To Mr. HULICK, for thirty days, on accounto! imp01"'"tant busi

ness. 
EXTRA COPIES OF CENS-US COMPENDIUM. 

Mr. RICHARD30N .ol Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a 
privileged matter. I want to have changed the refe1·ence of the 
resolution introduced yesterday by the gentleman f:rom Kansas 
[Mr. BRODERICK], joint resolution (H. Res. 76) ·providing for the 
publication of 50,000 extra copies of the ·Compendium of th-e 
Eleventh Census. All the printing f& the Eleventh Censushas 
been pro ·ided for heretofore by the Appropriations Committee 
of the House. This ie. the first proposition on thattsubjootwhich 
has been referred to the Committee on Printing. ':rhe latte-r 
committee, having considered the matter, have authorized me 
to ask that t b.is resolution which has been referred to them be 
returned, with the request that it b~ referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. _ 

The SPEAKER. Withou·t objection, <the change of reference 
as requ~sted will be made. 

There was no objection. 
UNION PACIFIC RAILlroAD COMPANY. 

.Mr. REILLY. I ask unanimous consent to offer for presen..t 
consideration and adoption the resolution which I send to the 
desk. 

Tb.e Clerk read as follows: 
Whereas -it is reported in the public press tha-t tlle management of the 

Union Pacific Railway Company has, by legal proceedings, passed j.nto the 
hands of receivers appointed under proceedings in a court of the 'United 
States: 

R esolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States be, and he is 
ooreby, respectfUlly requested to inform the House of Representatives 
whether the Government of the United States had any notice of or was made 
~party to any such proceedinJ?S; whether such proceedings are valid in law 
as against the United States m its -relations to said company, ani in any 
way atrect the interests of the United State:> in said company as protected 
and secured by existing laws. That he .further a.;lvise t)le House of Repre
sentatives what action, 1! any, he has taken or proposes to take in the prem
)ses, and whether any further legislation is necessa.ry to empower him to 
-take such action in the premJ.ses as may be deemed necessary to nrotect and 
secure the i,ndebtedness of said company to the United States. -

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of !the gen
tleman from Pennsylvania for the present consideration of this 
resolution? · 

Mr. DINGLEY. While there is no objection as far as the 
!resolution goes, yet it occurs to me that it ought to be a little 
bro der. N everlheless, if the gentleman has examined the matr 
ter carefully and is satisfied with it, !I am content, althougp. I do 
not think it covers the ground sufficiently. 

Mr. REILLY. I should be enti;-ely willing to have any sug
gestion the gentleman from Maine may wish to make in regard 
to extending or broadening the scope of the resolution, but I 
think this will give us the important facts. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 1 have not exa.m.ined the matter with suffi
-eian t care to make a .suggestion in that direction_, ,but if the gen
tleman ha-s examined it himself anQ. is .satisfied with it, I am 
~ntent. 

There being nG objection, t.he .resolution was consid.ered and 
agreed to. · 

ORDER OF BUSWESS. 

Mr. WEAIDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consentifor 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 354.n) to amend section 
23:M of the Revised Shtutes of the United SJ.a.tes. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be re::td, after which the Chair 
will-ask !or objection. 

The bill was read at length. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the pJ;esentconsidera

tion of .this bill? 
Mr. PAYNE. I think this is a matter of too much importance 

to -be considered in this manner, and I ob,;ect. 

TERMS OF UNITED STATES COURTS, SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. SpeakerJ I ask unanimous consent Jor 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 27~~) to provide for 
the time and pla~e of holding the terms of the United States cir
cuit and district cour-te in the State .of South Dako-ta. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

di~~t;~~:f~~.' de., That the State of South Dakota shall-constitute one j.u-

SEc. 2. Tba.t 1'or the purpose of holding terms of the district court sa.id-d1s
trictshall be divided into !our divisions, to be known as the southern, n.or:th
ern, central, and western divisions. The counties af Clay, Union, Ya,nkton, 
Turner, Lincolu, Bonhomme, Charles Mix, Douglas, Hu-tchinson, Brule, Au
rora, Davison. Hanson, McCook, Minnehaha., Moody, Lake, Sanborn, Ly
man, Miner, Gregory, 'l'odd, and the Yankton Indian Reservation shall con· 
stitute t he sout<b.ern di vi::>ion, the com·t rror which ~hall be held at the city ot 
SiouxiFalls. The counties of Beadle, Kingsbury, -Brookings. Hamlin, Deuel, 
Grant, Roberts. Codington, Clark, Day, ;\iarshall, Spink, Brown, and the 
Sisseton and Wahpeton Reservation shall constitute the northern division, 
the court for which shall be held at the city of Aberdeen. The counties of 
McPherson. Edmunds, Campbell, Walworth, Potter, ':3ully, -Faulk, Hand, 
Hyde, Hughes, Buffalo, Jerauld, Stanley, Nowlin. and that portion of the 
col}nties of Pratt, Jackson. and Sterling not included in any Indian reserva
tion, arnd the Standing R<X:k, Cheyenne, Lower Brule, and Crow Oreek Indian 
Reservations shall constitute t he central division, the cour~ for which sha.l.l 
be held at the city of Pierre. All that portion of the ~tate of South Dakota 
lying west of the central and southern diviaions, and in addition ther.eto-the 
-Rosebud and Red Cloud Indian Reservations, shall constiliut.e the western 
division, the court for which shall be held at the city ot Deadwood. 

SEC. 3. '].'hat hereafter-the terms of the circuit and district courts of the 
United States in and fOl' the State of South Dakota shall be as 'follows: A.t 
Sioux Falls on the first Tuesday in April and the third Tuesday in ·October; 
at Pierre on the first Tuesday in March and October; at Deadwood on tho 
first Tuesday in Februa.ry and September; and at Aberdeen the :ftrst Tues
day of .May and the third Tuesday of N~vember. 

SEC. 4. That the provisions of statute now existing for the holding ot said 
courts on any day contrary to the provisions of this aot is hereby repealed, 
and all suits, prosecut.ions, proaess, J.'ecogniza.nces. bail bonds, and other 
tb,ings pending in or returnable to said court-on the days now fixed by la.W 
are b.ereby transferred to and shall be made retm'Ilable to and ba.ve force in 
the said respective terms in this act provided in the same manner and with 
the same e1'fect as they would have had had said existing statute not have 
been passed. , 

SEc. 5. That all civil suits not of a local nature must ·be brought in the divi
sion of the district where the defendant or defendants reside; butU there are 
-two or more defendants residing in difrerent divisions the action may be 
brought in either of 'tlle divisions in which a. defendant resides. 

SEc. 6. ';J.'hat cases taken on appeal or writ of error from the district court 
shall be retmrnable to the clreuit cotll't held in ·that judicial subdivision from 
which the appeal was taken. When the circuit court and district court are 
held, as provided in this act, at the same time and :plaoo, one grand and petit 
jury only shall be summoned and serve in both said courts . 

SEC. 7. That all acts and parts of acts in conflict with this a.ct a.re hereby 
repealed. 

The SPEAKER- Is there objection to the present consider
ation of the bill:> 

Mt·. KILGORE. -This seems to me a very elaborate bHl to be 
called up for consideration by unanimous consent and withQut 
any opportunity- for much discussion upon it. Has it been re
ported by any committee of the House? 

Mr. PICKLER. It has been uns.nimously reported by the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

:Mr. KILGORE. Does this provide for~yadditionalexpense 
u pon the Government by the creation of new courts? 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir; on the contrary,itsaves expense, as 
the report shows. I would like to h :tve the report read, Mr. 
Speak.er. It is very short and embodies all the facts. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the report will be 
read. · 

The report, by Mr. GOODNIGHT, was read, as follows: 
Tbe Committee on the Judiehrywould respectfully repor'tthat they have 

had under consideration the bill (H. R. 27~ ) ent.itled "A bill to provide tor 
the time and pla-ce of holding the terms of ~e Uni.ted States circuit and dis
trict courts in the State of South Dakota," and recommend to the House 
that it do I> lSS. · • 

'l'he committee finds that the State o1' South Dakota. constitutes one judi
cial district, and h i.S heretofore comprised three divisions, holding terms of 
court at Sioux Falls, Pierre, and Deadwood. 

This bill provides for a fourth division, and for tll.e holding of court at the 
city of Aberdeen. in said division. · 
Th~ four divisions as provided for in this bill will be large in size, and the 

esta.olishm.ent·of the fourth division will be a great convenience to litigants, 
witnesses, and attorneys in savin~ long and expensive travel, and will J.iKe• 
wise be a great convenience. It will al:so, as is believed by t.he com.JJ1ittee, save 
considerable expense tot.he Government in mileage now paid to witnee~el 
and jm·ors, andfaci,litate t-rials. 

The co:rnm.ittee ~ously .favor the bilL 
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There baing no objection the bill was considered, ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accm·dingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

WASHINGTON GASLIGHT COMPANY. 
Mr. McCR8ARY of Kentucky. I call for the regular order. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask mv friend to withhold the call for 

one moment. ~ 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Very well. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 

consideration of a resolution I send to the desk. 
The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to ob

jection. 
The Clerk read asfollows: 
Whereas the contract with the Washington Gaslight and Coke Com

pany tor supplying the District or Columbia with gas expires on the 30th 
day of June, 1894; and 

Whereas the gas furnished and supplied by the said company is of an in
ferior quality and not equal to the standard of gas used in other cities; and 

Whereas by the continuance of the present contract the residents of the 
District ot Columbia will not receive a good and sufficient light for ordinary 
use; and 

Whereas the eyesight of clerks employe:l in Government buildings is 
being impaired by !~his inferior gas supplied by the said company; and 

Whereas in an act approved March 3, 1893, making appropriation for the 
expenses of the District of Columbia tor the fiscal year ending June 30,1894,. 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia were directed to investigate, 
ascertain, and report to the first session ot the Fifty-third Congress what 
deduction may be made for gas and electric lighting, both for aunual, five
year, and ten-year contracts, and that they be authorized to invite proposals 
for supplying said light at reduced rates; and 

Whereas said report has not as yet been made: Therefore, it is 
Resolved, That the Committee on the District ot Columbia of the House of 

Representatives be directed to investigate the workings of said company 
and report their findings to the House of Representatives before February 
1, 189t; also, report what amount of capital is employed in operating sa~d 
company; what dividends, if any, are declared annually; what method lS 
employed in manufacturing the gas supplied to the consumers; whether or 
not the gas is equal in quality to that used in other cities; whether it is of 
that quality as is reported by said company to be; what pressure is used in 
forcing the ~as through the mains; what provision the said company has for 
a. thorough mspection of their meters and pipes which transmit the gas, and 
also any other information that may be of any value to this House to deter
mine whether or not the said company is in any wise violating the implied 
purpose of the franchise granted it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen
tleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] for the present considera
tion of this resolution? 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand from the reading of that reso
lution that the purpose is to have a committee of this House in
vestigate the gas question in Washington. Is not that the mean
ing of it? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is about it. 
Mr. KILGORE. That is rather funny, because if there is any 

class of people on the face of the earth who understand the gas 
business, it ought to be the members of this House. [Laughter.] 
But it looks to me as though the authorities of the city of Wash
ington, while they are not clothed with arbitrary powers, still 
have the authority to determine whether or not the gas com
panies are complying with the law and with their contract to fur
nish the city with gas, without having the intervention of this 
House, and an appropriation, to conduct this investigation. Now, 
unless there is a very good reason for it, I am not inclined to 
consent to the resolution. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If the gentleman will hear me for a mo
ment, I think I can give him sufficient reasons. The gas fur
nished to the people of this city is of such inferior quality, so 
miserable in its character, that it is impossible for the people to 
use it satisfactorily. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is my experience. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is the exp3rience of every one who 

has said anything about it. 
Mr. KILGORE. But my objection is--
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let me go a little further. The Gov

ernment is using that gas in many places in this city. We are 
paying to this gas company a large sum of money for the inferior 
gas furnished to us. 

Mr. KILGORE. Do not the people of the entire city use the 
same gas? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes; but the city has no control over it. 
If the investigation were made by the Commissioners of the Dis
trict of Columbia, theymustdome back to this House, or to Con
gress, for some action in the premises. 

Mr. KILGORE. Could not they make an investigation with
out an appropriation? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I am willing to strike out the provision 
for an appropriation, and I am willing to let it go to the committee 
in thatwav. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I am quite in sympathy with the purposes 
of the resolution offered by the gentlem!l.n from Ohio [Mr. 
OVTHWAITE]; but I suggest to the gentleman -that he strike out 

that part of the resolution making an appropriation from the con· 
tingent fund; and then, if the Committee on the District of Co
lumbia, in the progress of theirinvestiga.tions, should determine 
that it is necessary to have an appropriation, they can have it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I am perfectly willing to do that. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I hope my friend will do 

that, for I can not see how the committee, in conducting this in
vestigation, would need any appropriation. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will modify the resolution so as to strike 
out the appropriation, and that obviates the objection of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE], I believe. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the pres
sen consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. How much time will the gen
tleman consume? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not more than three minutes. 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If the gentleman does not 

consume more than five minutes, there is no objection. We have 
alre:tdy consumed nearly half an hour. Will the gentleman 
withdraw the resolution if it takes more than five minutes? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 

the resolution? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu

tion. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. The question is first on agreeing to the 

amendment striking out the appropriation. . · 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has ordered it stricken out on 

the statement of the gentleman that he desires to have it stricken 
out. The part involving the appropriation has been stricken 
OU:t by the Clerk. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. To that I consent. 
The resolution a.s amended was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE a motion to reconsider the 

last vote was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I demand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 

for reports. The Clerk will call the committees. 
The committees were called for reports, but no repo t·ts of a 

public character were presented. 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, there are anum

ber of gentlemen who desire to speak on the amendments to the 
Chinese exclusion act, and I ask unanimous consent that the sec
ond morning hour be dispensed with. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I shall object to that, unless we have op-
portunity to consider the bill H. R. 3545. 

The SPEAKER. 0 bjectiofi is made. 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. A parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Could it be agreed that this 

bill, which the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WEADOC K] in
forms me will only take a few moments, be considered, and then 
that we might go on with the other bill? 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The reg
ular order is thA call, under the second morning hour , unless 
that is dispensed with. The morning hour begins at twenty
seven minutes past 12. 

MINING CLAIMS. 

Mr. WEADOCK (when the Committee-on Mines and Mining 
was called). Mr. Speaker, I call up for co~sideration the bill 
(H. R. 3545) to amend section numbered2324of the Revised Stat
utes of the United States. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions or section numbered 2324 of the Re

vised Statutes of the United States, which require that on each claim located 
a fter the lOth day of May, 1872, and until patent has been issued therefor, no~ 
less than $LOO worth of labor shall be performed or improvements m:~.de dur• 
ing each year, be suspended until January 1, 1896, that no mining claim 
which has been or may hereafter be regularly located and recorded as re
quired by the local laws and mining regulations shall be subject to forfeit
ure for nonperformance of the annual assessment for the years 1893, IBiH, and 
not for 1895, until January 1, 1896: Provided, That the claimant or claimants 
of any mining location, to secure the benefit of this act after the year 1893, 
shall cause to be recorded in the office where the location certificate is filed 
a notice that he or they in good faith intend to hold and work said claim; 
and such filing shall be before the time for doing the annual a sessment 
would expire under said act, or before any other locator takes advantage of 
the default. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

Amendments proposed by committee: Line 9, page 1, strike out the words 
"until January first" and insert the words "tor the year." Page 1, line 10 
strike out the word "six" and insert the words "three so." Page 1, linea 10 
and 11, strike out the words "or may herea.fte1• be." Pages 1 and 2, linea 14, 
15, and 16, strikeout the words "eighteen hundred and ninety-tour" down to 
and in~luding the words "ninety-six." Page 2, line 17, after the worl.l "loc:ao-
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tion" insert the words "in order." Page 2, lines 18 and ~9, strike out the 
word ''benefit" and insert theword ·•benefits," and strikeoutthewords 
"after the year eighteen hundred and ninety-three." After the word "filed," 
Jp. line 20 insert the words " on or before December thirtf.-first, eighteen hun
dred a.nd'ninety-three." Strike out all after t he r,ord 'claim," in line 21, 
down to the end of the bill, and insert the words, 'This act shall take effect 
rrom and after its passage." 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire whether or 
not this bill should be considered in Committee of the Whole? 
I hardly know what the effect of it is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not read the bill. 
Mr. PICKLER. There is no appropriation in the_bi~l. 
Mr. WEADOCK. It does not require an appropri~tiOn.. . 
Mr. PICKLER. It simply provides that those havmg mmmg 

claims shall have a year more to do their work. 
Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Speaker, I think an explanation of the 

bill will meet the inquiry of the gentleman. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine makes the point 

that the bill must be considered in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. WEADOCK. I wish to say, in answer to that, that the 

bill requires no appropriation, and imposes no charge upon the 
Government. The object of the bill is simply to extend for one 
year for the present year, the requirement of the statutes, tha1r 
iiOO ~orth of work should be done on each mining claim. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then it does not affect the interest of the 
people at large, but is entir.ely between individuals. If that be 
the case, ·I withdraw the pomt. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Speaker, it amends a section of the 
Revised Statut-es which requires that $100 worth of work should 
be performed each year upon each mining claim. This bill '!o!lld 
suspend that requirement for a term of one year only, P}'OVIdmg 
that the person who seeks any benefit from .th.e su~p~nsion. shall 
first file a notice in the proper office that It IS his mte~t~on to 
prosecute the claim. It is made necessary by the conditiOn. of 
affairs in the mining country of the West. If gentlemen desire 
to debate the bill I will not now ask for the question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. As I understand, it involves no expense 
upon the part of the Government. 

Mr WEADOCK. It involves no expense on the Government. 
Mr: PAYNE. It simply allows those pers?ns having minin_g 

claims, as I understand, one more year in which to perform thlS 
hundred dollars' worth of labor. 

Mr. WEADOCK. That is all. [Cries of" Vote !"] 
Mr. Speaker, I ask for the pravious question on the bill and 

amendments. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan demands the 

previous question on the bill and amendments, which are com
mittee amendments. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would suggest to the gentleman i~ c~arge 
of the bill, although that might com.e in la:ter, that this Is _one 
of those bills simply amending certam sectiOns of the Revised 
Statutes, that he add to the title what it relates to. That as it 
relates to mining claims, that he add those words. 

Mr WEADOCK. I will accept that suggestion. 
Th~ SPEAKER. That can be done after the bill has been 

disposed of. 
M!'. DINGLEY. That can be done after the bill is passed. 
The SPEAKER. The question · is on ordering the previous 

~~u~. . 
The previous question was ordered, and under the operatwn 

thereof the amendments recommended by the committee were 
agreed to; and the bill as amended, was orde~·ed to be engr?ssed 
for a third reading; and being engrossed It was accordmgly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, I suggest that the gentleman having 
the bill in charge amend the title. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I agree to that. . . 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill as 

amended. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

A blll (R. R. 3545) to amend section numbered 2324 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relating to mining claims. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the title will be as read. 
There was no objection. . . 
On motion of Mr. WEADOCK, a motiOn to reconsider the vote 

by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
The call of committees was resumed and concluded. 

CHINESE EXCLUSION ACT. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the special order. / 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 2687) to amejld a.n act enti~,led " An act to prohibit the coming 

of Chinese persons in the United State&, approved May 5, 1892. 

The SPEAKER. ~he gentleman from California is entitled 
to the floor for thirty minutes. 

[Mr. MAGUIRE withholds hisremarksforrevision. See Ap-
pendix.] · 

X:X.V-158 

Mr. EVERETT was recognized, and yielded ten minutes to Mr. 
0UTHW A.ITE. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I knownothing-pra.ctically 
of the facts in connection with the Chinese in large bodies in a. 
city like San Francisco, except that which I have gathered from 
the statements of the gentlemen from California and other gen
tlemen in the course of the debate on this question. I am will
ing to admit that every phase and picture of Chinese life which 
has been held up to our view and the effect of their presence upon 
society of the American people is true to life. And yet, itseems 
to me, that the course of argument is directed more to prevent
ing all Chinamen from coming here than to the proper consid
eration of this bill, which deals with them after they have coma 
here. 

Mr. Speaker, we invited the Chinese here originally. We her
alded abroad the success of our invitation with pride. The peo
ple of California invited the Chinese to come, and welcomed them, 
desiring that class of cheap labor. Immediately after the civil 

. war when we found ourselves needing human labor everywhere, 
com'missioners were sent from the East to Europe to induce labor 
to come, to induce immigration, and the same course was pur
sued on the Pacific Slope. They urged these people to come; 
they offered inducements of wages; they brought .them here 
themselves in large numbers, and they came accordmg to that 
invitation and according to the law and the treaties then in force. 
Some of these people are still here. Some have remained until 
this time. 

Now the policy that has been adopted by this Government is 
to pre~ent any more from coming. I am not going, in the space 
of the ten minutes allotted to me, into a diacussion of the treaty 
stipulations that we h a ve entered into with these people. T~at 
question has been ah:eady touched on. very ~ully: But I desu·a 
to give some attention to the pract10al situatiOn. C::mgress 
passed an act requiring the Chinese who desired to remain here 
to register, in order that we might be able to detect the new
comers, those who were not here lawfully. A great dea~ of 
criticism has been indulged in here on this floor and sugge~t10ns 
ma-de that the administration-and I do not know that It re
lates particularly to this Administration-that the administra
tion of the law has been weak and inefficient. 

Let us see what encouragement was given to the administra
tion of the law. Any one of us can compute about how much 
money is necessary to deport this immense number of peo_ple, at 
the fare that is charged to take them from San Francisco to 
China, and the figures have been presented here showing that it 
would takeabout$7,000,000. Now, what didCongressdowhenit 
came to the consideration of this matter in the appropriation 
bill? 

In the face of an election we passed the Geary bill; but after 
the election we failed to provide the necessary means for put
ting that law into execu.tion, and now we bla~e somebod.v el~e 
for not h aving done their duty. When the bill.was brou¥ht m 
it provided, for the enforcement of the exclusiOn act, $oO,OOO. 
That was the provision made in the bill-$50,000 to meet an op
eration which would require $7,000,000. One gentleman from 
California at that tim~ offered an amendment increasing the 
amount to $500,000, and suggested that the lowest possible sum 
that could be relied upon to enforce this law would be $2,000,-
000. Yet Congress was satisfied to pass the bill with but $50,000 
in it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I would like to have the gen
tleman state who objected to the increase. 

Mr. OUTHW AIT.E. Turn to the RECORD if you want to find 
out. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. IhavetheRECORDrighthere. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I can not yield any further. 
Now, those Chinamen remained here, as has been shown in 

the course of the debate, because they had been advised that the 
law was unconstitutional. They remained here until after the 
date on which they could register, because the decjsion of the 
Supreme Court, sustaining the constitutionality of the act, was 
not made until ten days after tbe expiration of the date on 
which they could registet·, and therefore they could not reg
ister. 

If we do not pass this extension act, then we must provide this 
$7 000,000. The gentleman from California [Mr. MAGUIRE] looks 
incredulous, and in his 5peech he suggested that if we begin to 
execute the law these Chinamen would disappear, going toCuba 
and elsewhere. 

They came h ereto make money. Some of themhaveremained 
here and accumulated some money, and !it. is their custom, say 
these gentlemen familiar with the customs of Chinamen, tore
turn home and take their money with them. Perhaps there 
may be a few thousand of them waiting until the United States 
Governme"nt shall kindJy offer them the means to get back to 
their homes. If they are so subtle and so cunning, as suggested 
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by those familiar with them, I can not see why that should not 
be one of the first things they would think about. " It is no 
punishment for us to go back home. We have all the money 
we want. Now, let us wait and allow the United States Govern
ment to transport us back there." 

That is a situatlon we ca.n not avoid. We must make up our 
minds to appropriate the money, the whole amount; perhaps not 
at once, but within a short time, or else we must extend this 
period for registration. 

But, say the gentlemen, i1 you extend the period, you give 
them an opportunity to go before the Supreme Court again, and 
the Six Companies will take advant::tge of that: You will not 
give them any opportunity that they will consider worth trifling 
with, if we do not amend this bill and put it in sucb conditions 
as will afford them a glimpse of a possibility of the court decid
ing another way next time. 

lf you pass the mere privilege of extension! they will not have 
any inducement to go to the Supreme Court and attempt still 
further-delay; and if you pass the extension law, and then the 
next time the approprhtion bill is before us pass a re:g,sonable 
approprifution looking to the execution of the law, they will both 
come about the same time; that is, the drawing near of the close 
of the six months, and the consideration of the appropriation 
bill would come about the same time, and you would find then a 
different state ofmind, and a willingness on their part to comply 
with the requirements of the law. 

Criticism has been made as to religious bodies of the United 
States petitioning Congress to repeal this law. I do not care 
what denomination it may be in the United States, it has the 
right to come before us, to petition us, and it is our duty to re-. 
ceive that petition respectfully, and not to charge those people, 
because they come inone organization or another, with an undue 
interference in politic:U affairs. 

It is more than politics with them. It is the life of some of the 
organizations which they have established in Asia. They have 
sent their agents out there to attempt to advance the Christian 
religion in that direction. The people whom they have sent are 
there. Gentlemen sa.y that there is no danger of their being 
driven out if we refuse to pass this extension and drive out the 
Chinese. But there would be a different situation in China if 
we were to do that thing from what the1·e is now. 

One hundred thousand men, more intelligent than they were 
when they came from China, going back home, driven ou.t of this 
country, driven away from where they were making better wages 
than they got at home, would constitute a disturbing element in 
society there that would be very dangerous indeed to the peaoo 
and welfare of American citizens who are there. We have no 
business to tempt the fate of these people in any such way. It 
is our duty to them and to ourselves to see that no such danger 
is forced upon them. 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Speaker, I approMh this subject, as I 
trust I shall approach every subject in the House as long as I 
have the honor to be a member of it, with diffidence, more es
pecially because my name has been connected with the proposed 
legislation more closely than I h'J.d ever expected it would be. 
I have been, in public and in private, charged with all sorts of 
propositions which I never introduced and which I should hesi
tate to introduce. I heard it said, for instance, that I had in
troduced a bill to repeal the Geary law. I have done no such 
thing. I have heard it said also that I introduced a bill to ap
propriate $500,000 to carry out this section of the Geary law. 
Neither have I done anything of that kind. 

The bill, sir, which was reported by the Committee on For
eign Affairs, of which I ha.ve the honor to be a member, seems 
to me to raise a very simple question which can be sett.led very 
briefly if gentlemen will; bnt which has been somewhat obscured 
by the remarks made upon it by the various speakers who have 
taken part in this deb.:~.te. Gentlemen have argued as if we 
were taking up the whole question of the relations of our Chi
nese denizens to our own people; as if we were to consider from 
tht> bottom, all the past, the present, and the possible legisla
tion on that subject; in short1 si:r, as if the committee had brought 
forward a bill to perfect, to complete, an answer to the great 
Chinese problem. Such, Mr. Speaker, I need not say is not the 
case. 

I was not a member of this House when the Scott act of the 
1st of October1 1888, or the later act of the 5th of May, 1892, 
was passed. But I have understood from older members that 
there was very little discussion or debate on either of those acts; 
and it might be smd byopponentsofthem tha.ttherehadnotbeen 
a fair time allowed for the discussion o.f those acts. I should 
think, sir, tha.t when. those ants were passed so very speedily, 
would have been tlLe time to discuss the entire relations of our 
Chinese residents to out• ewn citizens, to have gone into the 
question of labor and the questions of morality, and not to defer 
them until after 1hose acts had been pa.ssed, and passed in a. very 
short time. 

I -

...=. 

I think that the question has been correctly stated by my friend 
from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE], to whom I gave a portion of my 
time. It was stated also by the chairman o.f the committee, tha 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCREARY], who opened this 
debate, that unless this suspensory act is passed we shall be 
under compulsion, we shall have no alternative from instantly 
using all the rueans at our command to deport from the country 
all the Chinese that are residents in our -borders and have n-ot 
registered nor conformed with the act. 

Now, sir, I can not believe that that was contemplated by the 
original act of the 5th of Ma.y, 1892. Several gentlemen from 
the Pacific coast, and the member from New Yo1·k [Mr. BART
~TT] besides, have urged upon us that is the right and the best 
thmg to do. The gentleman from Californh LMr. MAGUIRE], 
who last spoke, and whom I am happy to recognize is a native 
of my own State, although a resident of California:, has pressed 
upon us that immediate deportation is the right n.nd desirable 
thing to do in the execution and fulfillment of the registration 
clauses of the Geary act. 

But, sir, if I understood correctly the distinguished author of 
th&t act, who addressed us immediately after the chairm:m, it 
was not the intention of that act to cause an extensive deporta
tion; that the intention was to protect the Chinese who had ac
quired the right to remain in the country, and, as he said, to 
furnish a satisfactory method of identification by which they 
might not incur the sentence of deportation which belonged 
properly to those who had no right to remain in this country. 

Now, sir, this is not the only case in the world where an act 
that might have two results unexpectedly leads to that one 
of the two results which was not chiefly in anticipation. I do 
not believe that with the funds at our disposal, with the state 
of public opinion in many parts of the country-erroneous, if 
you please, a mistaken opinion, lLil opinion founded on imperfect 
knowledge, if you please, but in the face of the strong public 
opinion against the act at all, in the face of the remonstrance of 
a friendly power-I do not believe it would ba practicable; I do 
not believe it would be approved or the right thing to proceed 
immediately to deport over 86,000 people, when the original act 
did not contemplate any such design. 

The question of the funds has been somewhat discussed, and I 
underst:md from the best authority that the state of the case 
was this: That when the Supreme Court had finally decided that 
the Geary act was constitutional, the amount of funds remain
ing of the original appropriation was not sufficient to carry it 
out in all its ~rovisions, and that the Secretary of the Treas
ill'Y justly believed, as ha.s been stated by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE], that precedence must be given to those 
clauses which were to stop the further immigration of Chinese, 
and that these limited funds should bea.ppropriated first to pre
vent more coming in and not to deport those who had been rec
ognized as having aright to remain; that, therefore. it was that 
the original instruction camo from him, and not from the At
torney-General, that further proceedings with a view to deporta
tion should be stayed, and that the funds should first be used 
for the removal of those who are coming from time to time. At 
a later period, it appears, if I am not mistaken, that the Attor
ney-General was not, as has been stated~ unwilling t.o employ the 
funds which were at his disposal for carrying out the judicial 
portion of the proceedings. 
It seems to me that that is shown by the telegram which the 

Attorney-General sent on the 9th oi September, 1893, and which 
may be found in Executive Document No.9, Fifty-third Con
gress, first session: 

The following telegram wn,s sent to tha United States mar hals for the 
northern and southern districts of California: 

Instructions heretofore given do not apply to warrants of arrest of China
men under section 6 of Gea.17 act is ued by a court, which are to be ex
ecuted by yourself and deputies in tho ordinary course. Deportation orders 
in such cases are also to be executed to the extent of available funds. 
Amount being small, report at once number of cases in your district in which 
court warrants have been applied for or granted. 

That, sir, seems to me to answer the charge which has been 
made here that the Depal'tment of Justice has done nothing to 
carry out the provisions of the Geary act. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Has the gentleman a copy of 
the t3legram sent by the Attorney-General to the United States 
district attorney in the State oi Washington, instructing him 
not to enforce what is kn<>wn as the Geary act? 

Mr. EVERETT. I have not, sir. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. I have read it. 
Mr. EVERETT. I have heard that the-re is such a telegram, 

but I have not read it. 
Mr. LOUD. Does not the enforcement referred to in the tel

egram of the Attomey-General which the gentleman has just 
read relate to the law applicable to Chinamen who had entered 
the C011lltry illegally rather than to those who were here legally? 

Mr. EVERETT. I have already stated that Iunderstandthat 
the Secretary of the Treasury, from whom the fundsmustcome, 
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took the ground that that was to be the prior use of the. funds I Calliornia, whatever may be the immoral e.ffect that ·~h.ey may 
that he could transfer to the·Department of Justice forth1sgen- have upon our yom:g peopl~, they are subJects and CitiZens of 
eral purpose. the Emperor of Chma; and if they are the meanest and basest of 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman has alluded to a statement which his subjects, still he has the etern~l right, by the la_w o~ nation~, 
I made. I stated that the instruction of the Department had to protect t~em, as far ~s m!l'y be m the power o! his diplom~tic 
been, not to enfore the provisions o:ftheGeary ~t, but to enforce agents, a~amst any l~Isla~wn that ~e m a,y cons~der. oppre~sive. 
the provisioruJ of acts that had been in operatwn for ten years. There 1S no way m which a natlon can mamtam a higher 
I think if the gentleman will examine, he will find that that stat-e- and a nobler position than in endeavoring to extend its protect-
ment ~as correct. ing arm over the basest of its subjects as well as the highest. 

Mr. EVERETT. I merely take the words as I find themhere. On this point I would like.tor~a~fro~anopinionof A.ttor n!3y-
The document is known, and will appear as part of my remarks. General Bates; -and I read hiS OI?liDOJ?- mth the more satiSf!l{}tion 

Mr . GRAY. What is the document? because · the membel· from Catiforma who spoke second m the 
Mr . EVERETT. Executive Document No. 9of this Congress. debate alluded to Attorney-General Bates as a man who knew 
Mr. GEARY. That is the answer of Mr. Olney to the resolu- singularly well what his duty was, and was prepared to carry it 

tion of inquiry. out under most ad verse circumstances. The opinion from which 
Mr'. EVERETT. Thatis the answer of Mr. Olney to the House I read was given in the case of the Teresita, and may be found 

resolution. on pages 349 and 350 of the tenth volume of the Opinions of. the 
Mr . GEARY. You do not claim, do you, that Mr. Olney, in Attorneys-General. Attornev-General Bates says: 

his answer to this House, pretended to send us all the letters or Consistently with this I am aware that in the diplomatic intercourse or 
instructions th<t-t he had sent to his subordinates? friendly nation-s occasions do often arise for remonstrances and recla.ma-

M EVERETT I d t tlons in behalf or the subjects of one of thetriendly powers against the harsh 
r. · 0 .no · . operation of th-e known laws of the other and the legal judgments of its 

Mr. GEARY. Why d1d not he do that? What right had he courts. There a-re, I am informed, many precedents of this sort. not con-
to assume that he knew whr~.t we wanted and what we did not fined to cases artstng under the maritime and international law, but em-

t ? bracing also cases entirely internal and municipal, such as the rights of den-
wan · . izens and the rights of inheritance, succession, administra. tion, and distrl-

Mr. EVERETT. You must apply to h1m for an answer to that bution of estates. In all such cases the question is, not whether the act com· 
question. I was merely replyint:T to the assertion that the Attar- plained of .be law~ul or unlawful, but whether the law itself, as administered 

Ge al h d d th . to t th G t I ha e by the judicial tribunals which alone have power to administer it, does or ney- t;~erc: · a one no Ing o execu e e eary ~c · v does not operate oppressively upon the subjects of a. friendly power. The 
read this t elegram to show that he has done something. solution of such questions, it seems to me, must depend upon considerations 

Mr. LOUD. The Attorney-General most emphatically states of t~e broadest equity. and of that generous ?Omit¥ which ought to govern 
in all his instructions that his subordinates are directed to re- the mtercourse of frie~dly na.tions, and the <I?-scuss1on of these delicate mat· 
f · ~- tin th t t' f th G t kn th ters seems to be peculiarly Within your provmce-r am u·om exccu g a por 1on o e eary ac own as e 
sixth section. He is addressing the Secretary o.f State-

Mr. EVERETT. I have so heard, and I have also tmderstood as the accredited organ of the nation, in sl)eaklng -to foreign powers and, 
f the Atto De General that that was because the Secretary for that reason, I abstain from venturing to discuss the subject. Such re
rom r y- monstrances and reclamations have generally for their objects either the 

of the Treasury, from whom the funds come, considering that personal indemnity of the individuals supposed to have been wronged, or 
they were ver-y limited and could not possibly be used to execute the establishment of a new and better rule, by inducing the govel'llment ad· 
all the clauses of the act, thought that precedence belonged to dressed to employ its influence to have the objectionable law repealed or 
those clauses which were designed to prevent new immigration. modifted. 

Mr. GEARY. Does not the gentleman knpw that as early as This opinion was given by Attorney-General Bates to Secre-
Se{>'tember 3 the Secretary of the Treasury notified the Attorney- tary Seward in the year 1862. It seems to me that it prophet
General that he bad $17,000 that he might dra;v upon for the ically applies to the case in hand. 
purpose of enforcing the sixth section of this &ct? Mr. GEARY. Do you pretend to claim that Mr. Olney ever 

Mr. EVERETT. I have heard so. based his refusal to enforce the law{)n any such grounds as those 
Mr. GEARY. And do you not know that since that time the stated in that letter of Mr. Bates? 

Attorney-General has refused to use any por tion of that money, Mr. EVERETT. I do not know on what grounds the Attar
and has refused or failed to answer the telegrams of the marshal nay-General based his action. I am taking the position that it 
of California asking for remittances with which to enforce that was right and natural that those remonstrances should be at-
law? · tended to. The remonstrances that came to the Secretary of 

Mr. EVERETT. I am not aware of that fact. State he attended to; and I understand that this suspension is as 
Mr. GEARY. I state that to be ·the fact. Now, that being much desired by the State Department as by the Department of 

the fact, was the Attorney-General justified in that action, in Justice. · 
the opini<m of the gentleman? . Mr. GEARY. Wi11 the gentleman p.ardonafurtberquestion? 

Mr. EVERETT. I am not raising the question of whether he Is he not aware that the last Secretary of State passed upon all 
was justified in any particular action. I am simply replying to these questions, and in his answer to the remonstrance of the 
the statement which was made here, as I understood, that he Chinese minister reminded him that it was their own failure to 
had never done anything toward enforcing any of the provisions obey the law that provoked this legislation; and he dismissed 
of the Geary act. It seems to me that he has done something. their petition? What right, then, had his successor to rescind 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we come to the third point of why there the action thus taken without some new condition arising? 
might naturally be delay in c::Ll'rying out the provisions of this Mr. EVERETT. Every right. These remonstrances were 
act, and that I put upon the ground that there inevitably would still further pressed; new circumstances had arisen since the 
be, as there were, remonstrances from the Chinese minister former Administration acted on the matter. The decree of the 
against what he believed and what his countrymen believed to Supreme Court having been made on the 15th of May, 1893, it 
be the oppressive operation of this act. Much has been said fell within the administration of Mr. Gresham; and the Chinese 
about that, and strong phrases have been used about our ''truck- minister had a right-nay, it was his duty-to remonstrate against 
ling" to the Chinese nation, about our subjecting our legislation what he conceived to be oppressive in that legislation; and it was 
to the will of China, and we have been called upon to show our our right and duty to attend to the remonstrance. 
independence and to show that the legislation of the United Now, as to the question of holding our position independently 
States should always be independent of the views of any foreign -and standing off from other nationswith the determination that 
nation. we will not let them have any say in our legislation with refer-

Now, that kind of language, Mr. Speaker-! said so in my ence to matters within our own borders, I say such a course imi
speech on the repeal of the Sherman act and I say so again-that tates the example of England in its very worst form. We are 
kind of language is always extremely unfortunate. It is calcu- constantly urged not to let" John Bull" dictate to us; it is con
lated to raise most unnecessary and improper issues. It appar- stantly said that we should not in om• relations with other coun
ently takes the ground that the United States is not one of the tries take the English tone and show ourselves Anglomaniacs. 
nations of the earth, that we stand out in some peculiar and un- Why, sir, that is just the thing that has made England hate
natural position. Why, Mr. Speaker, it is the right and the ful to other countries-that she has refused to alter her munic
duty of the foreign minister of any nation to any other nation to ipa1 legislation at the instance of other countries and has de
remonstrate against any act which he ileems to be oppressive to clared that she had nothing to do with the condition of .affairs 
his own people. It is the right and the duty of the Secretary of existing abroad. I should like to remind members of theHouse 

· State, or the corresponding officer in any government, to listen to of a striking case in the international relations of England and 
those remonstrances; and it is the right and duty of the Secre- the United States. In the beginning o1 our late war certain ar
tary of State, if he sees in the remonstrances of the foreign min- maments proceeded from English ports, and in consequence our 
ister any cause· for believing that our legislation is oppressive, commerce suffered heavy depredations. 
to seek through proper channels to have that legislation mod- We protested through Mr. Adams against those acts .of Eng-
ified. lish builders, and we were told that the foreign enlistment-act 

Why, sir1 whatever may be the degradation of the Chinese in contained no clauses which prevented the fitting out .-of .those 
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ships. We took the ground then that it was the duty of the 
English nation to modify the municipal law when it was not up 
to the standard of the law of nations; that the law of nations, 
though it had no tribunals and had no penalties, was a great and 
eternal system which stood above municipal law, and if the rep
resentations of a foreign nation against the improper or oppres
sive municipal law of any nation were believed after diplomatic 
consideration to be founded in fact, it was the duty of a nation to 
bring her municipal law up t.o the stg,ndard of the law of nations. 
And, as has been well said by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
OUTHWAITE], and by others in this deb:tte,we ourselves induced 
the Chinese to come into the hrotherhood of nations. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. May I interrupt the gentleman 
for a single suggestion:; 

Mr. EVERETT. Yes, sir. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. We did not induce the China

men to be smuggled here. 
Now, if I may be pardoned for taking the gentleman's time, 

the gentleman will find on an examination, if he has not already 
made it, that the importation of coolie laborers is largely a Brit
ish industry at this time. They are brought in British ships 
from Hong kong, come through to Victoria, at $50 per capita, and 
are smuggled a~ross the line from the Canadian borders into our 
own. 

Mr. EVERETT. I was aware of the fact-
Mr. WILSON of Washington. Allow me one moment: I wish 

to say just this, that we are trying to keep them out and are not 
enabled to do so because of the nonenforcement of the laws of 
the United States. Mr. Wharton, the Assistant Secretary, says 
in his communication on this subject: 

I see no reason why a. better understanding may not be brought about, 
whereby the position of Uhina shall be rather one of amicable concurrence 
toward a rational and practical end, than one of obstruction to the working 
of measures, the adoption of which has been in a. large degree forced upon 
the legislative power of the United States by the conduct of the Chinese 
people in this country, and by the attitude of the Imperial Government in 
their regard. 

Mr. EVERETT. I am aware of that--
Mr. WILSON of Washington (continuing). It is therefo1·e the 

importation of coolie labor that we are so seriously objecting to. 
Mr. EVERETT. I understand that. I was aware of the fact. 

I understood so from the beginning, and I maintain that, in this 
extension of time, in which we give them another chance to reg
ister, that is to s!Ly, those who are always recognized as having 
rights by the Geary act, we are not standing at all in the way of 
future importations. And with reference to that I wish to say 
that I entirely concur with the views expressed by the gentle
man from Illinois [Mr. HITT] who spoke on Thursday, in which 
he stated his belief that the whole question of the importation of 
these Chinese laborers across the frontier could be arranged by 
treaty, but that Great Britain as well as China should be a party 
to such treaty. I believe that entirely, and I do not doubt but 
that such a solution of the question would be the best and could 
be mo t easily reached. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. It could be if the importation 
was into the State of Massachusetts or somewhere on the Atlantic 
seaboard. But, unfortunately, it is on the Pacific coast, and the 
legislative powers are not so much in sympathy with us as to be 
willing to come to our relief in· the manner desired. 

Mr. EVERETT. Oh, my dear sir, you are quite mistaken. 
You really do not influence anyone by bringing in Massachusetts 
in that way. We have heard that before. We heard yesterday, 
I believe, one gentleman from the Pacific coJ.st who managed to 
work in that old joke on Massachusetts about the Aborigines. 
It is very funny as an old joke, but it has lost its efficiency. It 
does not have any infiuence--

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Let me suggest to the gentle
man that I was the ' ; gentleman from the Pacific coast," and 
that the joke was not on the Aborigines. It was no joke to 
them. [Laughter.] . 

Mr. EVERETT. No sir, it was not. But let me tell the gen
tleman that since then the action of the men of Massachusetts 
in attempts to improve and pro~ect the Indians, in the support 
they have givec to Gen. Armstrong, a pupil of her own soil, has 
amply wiped out any charge that may have been alleged against 
their ancestors of two hundred and fifty years ago, on account 
of any unjust or inhuman treatment of the Indians; and let me 
tell the gentleman further that the time will come, perhaps two 
hundred and fifty years hence, when the descendants of gentle
men on the Pacific coast will regret your treatment of the Chi
nese at this time, and will be more inclined to follow the example 
of Massachusetts men in following some future California Arm
strong in doing justice to the Chinese. 

Mr. GEARY. Will the gentleman pardon me for an inter
ruption? 

Mr. EVERETT. Oh yes. 
Mr, GEAR\·. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that the 

majority of the California delegation in this Congress are from 
New England? 

Mr. EVERETT. I was aware of the fact. 
Mr. GEARY. Thendoesthegentleman believehe is anymore 

loyal to Massachusetts than any of these other gentlemen who 
are descended from that old Commonwealth? 

Mr. EVERETT. On the contrary; but I hope your descendants 
will adopt a different policy toward the Chinese. I think that 
would be more satisfactory. 

Mr. GEARY. Well I will have some of the satisfaction; I 
will probably have some. [Laughter.] 

Mr. EVERETT. My time is going fast in replying to the 
gentleman from California. I may say that my only regret is -
that I am a descendant, and not an ancestor. I will try to do 
betteryet. [Laughter.] 

Now, sir, I say that if the remonstrances of the Chinese min
ister induced the belief that a change in legislation was neces
sary, that is entirely in accordance with all precedent, all right, 
and all duty. 

Now, I do not wish to repeat again the ground that has been 
taken so many times in this debate, that the Chinese were in
duced not to register by the eminent le'gal opinions which they 
received, that the act was unconstitutional. I do not want to go 
over that ground to the weariness of gentlemen who have heard 
it too much already; but I do say .this, that those opinions, no 
matter what was the name of the man who gave them or how it 
is pronounced, can not be sneered away or considered insignifi
cant, in the face of the dissenting opinion of Justice Field, Chief 
Justice Fuller, and Justice Brewer. Those opinions, from the 
highest legal authority, show that there was good ground for 
anticipating that the act might be declared unconstitutional. 

I admit that it has been declared constitutional. I recognize 
the authority of the Supreme Court; but I do say that a decision, 
given under such circumstances and with such dissenting opin
ions, stands on a different footing from a unanimous decision, 
such as that, for instance, rendered by Justice Field on the Scott 
act of October 1, 1888. · 

I say that under those circumstances there was every reason 
on the part of tbe Chinese themselves. and on the part of the 
executive authorities who had to administer the laws, to believe 
that future legislation would take pla~e, in order that those who 
are recognized by the Geary act as having a rig·ht to be denizens 
in this country might have a further opportunity to register and 
put themselves right with the country. I understand that the 
author of the bill takes that ground, and that he stated in his 
opening remarks that he did not intend the act should operate to 
deprive them of the chance to register. 

Now, there have been very irrelevant appeals made to stop the 
enactmentof this bill, or to have it carried out only withamend
m~nts which to some of us might seem to injure it. 

We have been appealed to on the ground that the South, be
cause their views h :tve been considered with reference to t.he 
treatment of the African race, should accept the extreme views 
of gentlemen on the Pacific coast with reference to the Chinese 
race. Surely, as has already been said in that debate, the treat
ment of those who belong in the country, who are recognized as 
citizens, stands on a different footing, whichever way you may 
consider it to act, from the treatment of those who are aliens 
and still subjects of a foreign power. 

And then this question of the remonstrance of the churches 
has been raised. I feel that something more ought to be said 
about that. It is maink<tined that a religious organization, as 
such, has no right to petition the Congress of the United States 
in the name of those who belong to it. Why, Mr. Speaker, there 
i no question of ecclesb.stical dictation. There is no idea there 
that the members of any church shall dictate on a matter of pol
itics. It is on what they believe to be a question of morals, it 
is what they believe to be a quest ion of duty, it is what they be
lieve to be entirely within their own province. 

They may be mistaken. I do not say they are not, but I sus
pect strongly, if t.he petition had come worded a little differ
entry, if some religious organizat ion on the Pacific coast or else
where had urged the enforcement of the Geat·y act in the inter
est of morality and religion, we should have had the authority 
quoted and appealed to as the true authority to settle questions 
of morality an d practical religion. It makes a great difference 
for whiiJh ohject a man petitions, whether his petition is consid
ered worth presenting or not. 

But if I may introduce a little bit of ancient history, what was 
i t, Mr. Speaker, that established the right of petition for all 
English-speaking nations? What was the act that determined 
that any class of men had a right to petition the Government? 
It was when the seven bishops petitioned James II that they 
might not have to read a certain declaration, bec:tuse it was con
trary to an act of Parliament; and when they Wdre tried for libel 
for presenting that petition the jury found that they wer~ not 
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guilty, that they had a right, as ministers of the church, to pro- China broke her old policy of exclusion. China put herself 
test against the illegal acts of the Government; and it was that- within the pale of Western nations. Do not let us force ourselves 
you will find the case in the twelfth volume of Howell's State to that extremity, to that severity of the old policy of exclusion 
Trials, the case of The King vs. The Seven Bishops-that set- which we ourselves taught China to give up. China paid the 
tled forever the right of petition by any man or any body of men penalty for the policy of exclusion. China kept all foreigners 
on any subject concerning the welfare of the people, which was out. She applied harsh and barbarous and cruel methods to 
embodied in the Declaration of Rights in 1689. them. She treated them as" foreign devils." She kept up that 

There is another matter !ihat I venture to allude to gently. I until she saw the French and English fleets force their way 
do not wish to do it hu.rshly, because I have been treated with past the forts of the Yellow River; until she saw her ancient cap
the greatest kindness by gentlemen on the other side. Even ital, crowded with teeming millions, all but leveled to the 
when they poke fun at me they do it kindly. [Laughter.] They ground, and the summer palace, the private retreat of the" Son 
know that if they and I were to sit down together, without any of Heaven," in ashes by the armies of the" foreign devils" which 
serious object, but only with the sole purpose of poking fun at she had excluded. -
each other, I should probably be able to hold my own; but it Let us have a care, Mr. Speaker, that we do not experience 
does seem to me, sir, when gentlemen talk about our being ter- the same fate; let us have a care for our own proud nationality, 
rorized by the Chinese Government, that there sometimes comes that we do not violate these claims of eternal right which are be
into these debates a little tone of te:erorizing people who do not yond any treaty, and draw down upon us the condemnation of 
agree with the strong feelings and convictions of gentlemen that power with whom "A thous:md years a.re but as yesterday 
from a particular part of the country. when it is past, and like a watch in the night." [Loud applause.] 

It is rather terrible to have to encounter gentlemen who do Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, the pending legislation is 
not think on any subject, who do not suppose, who do not believe, ostensibly for the extension of time provided in the act of Con
but who invariably and absolutely know. The Republican Gov- gress of May 5, 1892, for the r egistration of Chinese laborers 
ernment, acting under the Constitution, gives a census of the who were residents of the United States at the date named, but 
number of Chinese. "That census i3 false. The Chinese popu- who failed to obtain certificates of residence within the time re
lation is twice what that census says. " The gentleman knows! quired. If this seemingly humane purpose was all, and if assur
The Democratic Secretary of the Treasury makes an estimate ances were given that at the expiration of the six months pro
as to the cost of deportation. "That estimate is all false." The posed the Chinese entitled to the privilege would comply with 
gentleman knows ! In certain opinions of the Supreme Court the the law, no objection, I apprehend, would be made by any mem
ground is taken, as read by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. ber of this body from the Pacific coast, dangerous as the pre
MCCREARY], that treaties are abrogated or violated by the law. cedent might prove in other legislation for the future. 
"No, no treaties are abrogated or violated." The gentleman But, sir, no such guaranty being given, and we the Represent-
knows ! • ati ves from those States knowing the antagonism of the Chinese_ 

The gentleman knows; it makes no difference whether he is a to the law, have every reason to believe that at the expiration 
Republican Superintendent of the Census or a Democratic Sec- of the extended time these people will still continue to resist 
retary of the Treasury, or an impartial Supreme Court divided the law, as they have so far done, and will resort to every pre
between the two parties; the gentleman invariably knows, and text and legal quibble to defy it and place it in contempt. 
we are expected to yield at once to his statement, because we Believing, therefore, that this extension is a mere trifling with 
can not be in possession of any information. I say, Mr. Speaker, the purpose of the law and will not be complied with, we be
that sounds very much like terrorizing; and so in reference to lieve it should be earnestly opposed now. But, sir, aside from 
the amendments he proposes and which he declares must be car- the misguided humanitarian purpose, this seemingly innocent 
ried to render this law effective. There is one amendment that legislation involves considerations of grave moment for this 
I do not object to at all, about the marshal having charge of the Congress and for the country: 
deportation. I think it is much better that the question of the First. It atts.cks the rights and privileges of free American 
photograph should be decided according to the provision in the labor from contact and competition with foreign slave or coolie 
original act, and the discretion should be left with the successive labor. 
Secretaries of the Treasury; I dislike any amendment that tends Secondly. It indirectly recognizes and indorses the arbitrary, 
to tighten and not to relax the law. illegal, and unwarranted interference of the Executive and the 

The law is a severe one. You may say that it does not tech- Executive Departments of the Government in the orderly execu
nically violate the treaty; you may say that the country has the tion of the laws of Congress. 
right by subsequent legislation to abrogate a treaty; you may Thirdly. It is an acquiescence in the insolentdemandof a for
say that the Chinese have not shown a wish to carry out the law; eign power and a justification of the defiance and contempt of 
you may say that these men have forfeited their right, secured foreign subjects domiciled here, as shown by their inexcusable 
by peevious treaties. To that I can not agree; but I do hold, refusal to comply with the constitutional laws of the United 
Mr. Speaker, that the law is a severe one. It is meant to be States. 
grinding and h arsh; and, although it may be in accordance with I have complimented the gentleman from California [Mr. 
legal right-s, there is a feeling-a widespread feeling, and a feel- GEARY] personally and publicly lor his loyal and faithful efforts 
ing among those who are well-informed men-a feeling that this in behalf of the people of the Pacific coast in reference to this 
is a ter ribly h ard law, and that such an act as this, extending question, and now, sir, as I lookatthefalsepromises, the blasted 
the period forsixmonths, giving one more chancetothese men, hopes, the inexcusable nonenforce~nt of this law, I have the 
who by the very words of the act had the right to remain here, deepest sympathy for that gentleman in his present humiliation. 
is a thing that we have a right to ask for. Sir, all over that country every a.ssurancewasgiven that the law 

It may be possible, as the gentleman from California stated, would be enforced. 
that we are actuated by maudlin sentimentality. I do not think coNFIDENT oF ACTION. 

that is the general character of the sympathy in the part of the In my own State it was interesting to read in the Administra-
country where I live, and where we h3.ve been reminded three tion papers confident prophecies as to the enforcement of the 
members from California were born; but we do feel that these law, and the following is a good sample: 
men are men, they are within the pale of humanity. Their THE CHINESE MUST ao. 
g reat nation is rising above it.s ancient civilization. It has The Administration is determined to enforce the Geary act to the letter 
adopted and is still adopting modern improvements in peace and by the deportation of all Chinese not registered. Orders have been issued 
war, and it is arming i tself with improved means of warfare and the good work will soon be commenc.ed. 
whi::!h would give it a right to talk about retaliation if it chose The California newspapers were especially sanguine. One con-
to t alk thu.t wa. y. tained in heavy head lines the following: 

Now, Mr · Spe::tker ' we C!1ll for that extension' not on the ground At last. The Geary law will be enforced here. Judges McKenna and 
of legal right, not necessarily on the ground that the Chinese Morrow so decide. Warrants for the arrest of. unregistered Chinese. A 
are not undesirable ; not on the ground that their further immi- short and pithy opinion by the Court. No judicial omcer can suspend a law 
gration should not come, but I say let them have one more chance, because there is not money to secure its enforcement. 
let the law be rec::t.st, not in the interest of severity, but in the To the people of the East, to those who have not as yet come 
interest of mercy to mankind. But, Mr. Speaker, there is some- in contact with the evils of Chinese immigration at home, the ex
thing hig h er than legal eua~tments; there is something higher elusion law may seem unjustifiable, if not harsh, but to the peo
than a dec~sion of th~ Supreme. Cour.t; there is somet~i~g higher ple of the Sh~es in w~ich Chinese incursion has made itself felt, 
th~ tre:tties; there Is. some.thmg higher th~ ~he opm10n of the and l~ft a bhght which ~any decades can not obliterate, the 
Pacific slops; somethmg higher than the opm10n of Ma.ssachu- questwn of further toleratwn with such an evil reaches far and 
setts or the opinions of the United States and the opinions of the I deep in public sentiment. 
whole~vor l d ; thereiseter~alright; thereiskee~ingfaith beyond There was, as I .have said, a hope and confident expectation 
the strict h w when you g1ve your word; there lS gentleness and that the law would be enforced, and assurances were given in all 
there is mercy. party platforms, in the political campaigns and elections, and 
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through the press of the country th.at the enforcement .of the law 
would solve the problem of Chinese smuggling into the United 
States. It was ,everywhere conceded that as to the Chinese then 
lawfull v here no refusal to register would be manifested. Espe
cially did Democratic campaign orat.ors and Democratic news
papers bo¥t of the determination of their party to enforce the 
law-. Even my frien.d, Mr. GEARY, the author of the l aw, had 
no suspicion of the betr yal so soon to be made manifest by his 
party. 

DELUSIVE HOPES! 

It was not long after, however, that a suddenohange came over 
f,be spirit of the Administration and in one of the Washington 
city papers appeared in conspicuous letters the surprising an
nouncement: 
A HALT IS CALLED IN TIIIil CA..RnYING OUT OF THE GEARY LAW-THE NEW 

CHINESE t.UNIST.ER'S PROTEST-FURTHER ACTION BY CONGRESS IS DEEMED 
NECESSA.RY:-GEN. OLNEY' S INSTRUCTIONS. 
The statement that it was believed the President had called a halt in the 

execution of the Geary law pending some further legislation by Congress, 
1t c.an now be stated authoritatively, was correct. No orders have been is
S"Ued to United States Chine&.e inspectors, United States marshals, or other 
United States officers different to or in conflict with the orders issued shortly 
after the decision of the Supreme Court, which upheld the constitutionality 
of the Geary law. The orders then issued directed United States officers t.o 
enforce all laws agaJ.n.st the Chinese, .except the Geary law, and to await 
further instructions before they began the enforcement of that law. 

AN OFFICIAL PROTEST. 

During last week, in response to urgent solicitations, the Treasury De
partment was on the point of issuing general instructions for the enforce
ment of t-he Geary law. At tb.is point diplomatic difficulties, tn the nature 
of.omcial protests from the new Cllinese minister, Yang Yu, arose and · a 
halt was called, and no general instructions were issued, and none will prob
ably be issued for sometime to come. 

Still better foundation for this announcement was found in the 
official order itself, as follows: 

lCircular.] 
EXCLUSION OF CHINESE. 

TREASURY DEP.AR.TM.ENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., May 4, 1899. 

To collect01'B of internal revenue, collectors of customs, 
and all other c'U8toms o:fficialB of the United Statea: 

The time within which Chinese laborers are required by the act of May 5, 
!.892, to procure certificates of residence will expire on the 5th day of the 
present month, and it is eviden.t from the parLial reports made to this De
partment by-t-he collectors of internal revenue that in some of the States 
and Territories large numbers of such person have failed or refused to make 
application as required by the law, but until complete reports are received 
,the names and residences of those who have registered and procured certifl
ca.res. and who are therefore exempt from arrest, can not ba officially 
known. 

Collectors of internal revenue and collectors of customs and all other cus
toms officials of the United States are therefore instructed to refrain from 
making arrest s under the provisions of the sixth section of the act-approved 
May 5, 1892, entitled "An act to prohibit ths coming o1 Chinese persons into 
tih.e United States," until further orders and 1nstructions from this Depart
ment . 

J. G. CARLISLE, Bec1·etary. 
This decree suspending th~ law, it will be observed, is in the 

face of the mandate in the law itselffor Its enforcement, in these 
words: 

"That immediately after the passage of this act the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall m 3.ke such rules and regulations as may be 
necessary tor the efficient execution of this act. 11 The Secretary 
was not empowered to make regulations for its suspension or its 
nullification. The command of the law is ''for the efficient exe
cution." There is no discretion. 

DENUNCIATIO OF THE .ADHINISTRATION. 

Soon the tidings went forth that the law was suspended and 
bitter denounciations followed this unwarranbble usurpation of 
power. The Demouratic party of San Francisco, through the 
Democratic county committee, expressed itself in the following 
severe language: 

The time is comeforplaln speech. As Democrats, representing the Dem
ocratic party of San Francisco, it becomes our dut y to declare our disap
proval of the course of the President and his Cabinet on the Geary law. Some· 
U1ne ago we sent a memorial to the President and Congress praying for the 
early enfo1·cement of the law, and we sta.tcd therein that we believed when 
the means should be provided and preliminaries arranged that it would be 
enforced. We are now convinced that the AdministJ.·a tion does not in tend 
to enforce the deportation clause of that law, and we fear that it is using all 
its great Influence to weaken if not destroy it altogether. * * * 

The legislative department has spoken; the judicial department has 
sanctioned: the execn~ive department is studying "how not to do i t ." 
And yet the Gk>nstitution of the United States says that the President "shall 
take care that the laws be faithfully executed." 

The San Francisco Bulletin, an independent Republican jour
nal of wide influence, commented as follows: 

The whole count1-y has known in a. general way how Mr. Cleveland and 
some of his heads of Department have ignored and nulli!led the Geary law. 
Now Congress has official testimony to that effect over the signature of the 
Attorney-Gtmeral and under inclosure from the President. He fil•st declined 
to put the la.w inw effect until he could obtain a. judicial interpretation 
thereof. The general application of that practice would nullify all legisla
tion and law pending the slow process of judicial interpret-ation. In pur
.suing that course the President virtually invited every individual in the 
country to become his own judge of any iaw which particularly atrects his 
interests. 

Practica.Uy, Cleveland's course in that mQ.tter did gre9t lla.riP, because it 

-· 

encouraged the Chinese to disobey a just law: Then a decision of the Su
preme Court was handed down which was clear o.nd to the point. The 
Geary law was constitut.ionaJ.. In the teeth or that decision the President 
flatly re!used to enforce it, and the Attorney-General instructed hls subor
dinates throughout the colmtry to ignore its pro visions All this is in evi
dence 1n the Executive communication furnished to the House. When befOI 
did the executive department o! government in the United :::itat es, nation al, 
State, or local, ignore and override the law in such fashion ? The excll!: e 
offered was that there were no tunds to execute the law. Does a police om· 
c.er fail to make an arrest because he is not informed that there is money on 
hand to carry out the sentence liable to be pronounced ? Money or cr edit 
can always be found to ex ecute t h .; laws. 

Every one who has studied the news of the day must be con vinced th at 
President Cleveland is under pro-Chinese influence in his practical nullifica
tion of the Geary law. 

NO RIGHT TO SUSPEND THE LAWS. 

It is now our outy, sir, as the representatives of the people to 
ask by what provision in the law, or by what interpretation, or 
by what authority, h as the executive department of the Govern
ment assumed the dangerous prerogative of suspending, and in 
one sense nullifying, a law of the United States. Every sen
tence of the act may be examined, but in vain, for any such power, 
even by implication. 

If such unwarranted interference can be exercised as to one 
law, it can be as t.o any other; and where is it to end? What be
comes of the independence, of the power, and the integrity of 
the law-making body when a co5rdinate branch-the Execut1ve 
borly-not only presumes t.o construe the law, but declines to ex
ecute it? This repeal is not based on the ground that the act of 
Congress is unconstitutional, for the Supreme Court has decided 
it to be constitutional. It was one of the solemn decrees of the 
American people. 

The people become restless and even resentful when they behold 
the unlawful exercise of a power not delegated. It is credit>:tble 
to a free people that they should promptly andlearlessly r esent 
such anassumptionof legislative power. To acquiesce, without 
any protest, is to justify, and to justify is to abdicate the sover
eign and exclusive power of the people to make their own laws . 
This prerogative belongs to no one man. It is better that a 
doubtful authority be remitted to the people than that it should 
be exercised. When, however, the highest courts interpret a 
law to be such as requires the enforcement, doubly derelict is 
the Executive who still denies its execution. There is too much 
of a tendency lately to the one-man power. The first thing a 
high official feels called upon to do is to question the intelligence 
of those who honored him with his elevation. He at once distrusts 
the capacity of the people or their representatives to determine 
his duties. The stream rises above the fountain. The creature 
becomes superior to the creator. 

THE FLAG·COMES DOWN. 

The proud old flag of our Union which floated over the Har 
waiian Islands under the last Administration, and which was vir
tually acknowledged by all those people and challen~ed by no 
nationonearth-this must be furled and hauled down oy Execu
tive order. The laws of the nation which conferred upon the 
disabled and dependent old soldiers of the late war allowances 
for their maintenance have been to a certain extent practically 
suspended. 

PENSION LAWS SUSPENDED. 

Certificates issued upon clear proof and after laborious search 
and long years of watching and waiting by the old veterans are 
unceremoniously, insolently, and unlawfully held for cancella
tion. The presumption in the law of evidence is that a witness 
is presumed to speak the truth. The Secretary of the Interior, 
however, acts upon the presum.ption that the old soldier h as 
spoken falsely. The presumption of guilt and not of innocence 
is the order of the Departme'lt. He is punished before he is 
convicted. Many whose former witnesses have long since 
answered to the last roll call are required t.o resubmit proofs, and 
in the meanwhile are cruelly informed that the pension allow
ance which had been paid them for years shall be withheld until 
evidence, impossible to procure in many cases, is furnished. It is 
th~ well-earned boast of the Republican party that when it re
tired tAmporarily from power there was not an old Union soldier 
justly left in any almshouse of the nation. The same can not be 
said! I fear, when the present Administration shall take a long 
and involuntary departure from power, in which more zeal was 
manifested in interpreting, suspending, and repealing laws than 
in executing them. 

THE REPUBLICAN P .ARTY THE rRIEND OF AMERICAN LABOB. 

The Geary Chinese exclusion law had received the sanction 
of the Republican President, Mr. Harrison, and was on the 
statute books on the incoming of the present Administration. 
It was one of the laws which Mr. Cleveland had sworn to ob
serve. It was a law in the interest of American labor. Its pur
pose was t.o protect the bon<t fide citizen of our country, espe
cially he who toils by manual effort and strives to maintain hon
orable citizenship, comfortable home for wife and cllildren, and 
who endeavors to upbuild the nation, and contributes to its 
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moral. social, and industrial development. It was a law in pro
tection of the poor, of the plain people, as L~coln loved t-o <:all 
them, as it guaranteed them an ~qual chance m tJ;te race of l~e, 
snd repudiated the wratched and mhuman alt;jrnat1ve of aslavu;h 
c-ompetition with the degraded coolie, whose condition and en
durance enables him to m:tint.Yn a struggle for existence un
worthy a r.we fitted for the responsibilities, the aspirations, and 
the pride of American citizenship. Our people, thank God, are 
above and beyond the hereditar.v instincts, the squalid life, and 
the slavish subjection of the coolie laborer-the lowest strata of 
the 400,000,000 of the Chinese Empire. 

In strange contrast is the present policy and practices of the 
present Administration toward American labor, when compared 
to the p_eerless record of the Republican ~~minis~ration of Be!l
jamin Harrison. The oarty of old Abe Lmcoln d1d not falter m 
its pledges for the protect~on of Ameri~an labor. N?r J;tas the 
party since failed to proclaim a~d susta~n the same prm.Clples. 

This was among the declaratiOns which the Republlca~ na
tional convention of 1888 submitted to the people for their ap
proval: 

We declare our hostility to the introduction into thl.s- country o! foreign 
contract labor and of Chinese labor, andfavorsuch immediate legislation as 
Will exclude such labor from our shores. 

The Geary law had no difficulty in obhining the approval of 
President Harrison. Had he been reelected it would have been 
courao-eously enforced. The voice of the people would have 
been ;'espected. The demands of American labor .would have 
been observed. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. If I understand the Geary law, itprovides 
that the Chinese in thjs country at the time of the passage of 
that law, may l'egister,and that that will prevent them from be
ing disturbed further? 

Mr. HERMANN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. ORA WFORD. If that law had been executed, as you say 

it should have been, would that course have been approved by 
the people of the Pacific coast? 

Ml'. HERMANN. It would; because the purpose of the exe
cution of the law is to exclude all those who are not entitled to 
remain. The registration was intended to ascertain those who 
were entitled to l'emain, but if they decline to register or to ob
tain certific.-ttes, it is absolutely impossible for us to distinguish 
those entitled to remain from those who are not. 

Mr. ORA WFORD. Then if registration and not depot'tation 
was the object of the law, what harm can result from extending 
for six months the time for registration, so as to carry out the 
s-pirit of the law? 

Mr. HERMANN. I! the gentleman fl'om North Carolina re
sided on the Pacific coast and was as well acquainted with the 
Chinese there and with their crafty methods as we are, he would 
know th:.tt they never intend to obey the law. We who wel'e 
present there during the entire year which was given them for 
registration, know what they said and thought on the subject. 
We had consultations with them; we advised them to register; 
we explained the law to them and told them how utterly impos
sible it would be, so far as our judgment went, to get any exten
sion of time if they did not avail themselves of the opportunity 
then granted by the law. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Then you think that if this extension was 
granted, you would be in the same position six months hence as 
you are in now? 

Mr. HERMANN. I fear that we should be in the same situa
tion that we are in t-o-day, with 85,000 people in thiscountry,for
eign subjects, who are only coolie laborers, treating our laws with 
QOntcmpt1 and, so far as I am concerned, I do not propose that 
they sl;lalllonger have that opportunity. · 

A NEW INTERPRETER APPEARS. 

The American Congress upon deliberation had passed the law, 
an American President had approved and si~:rned the law, and 
the Supreme Court-the highest tribunal on earth-had declared 
it constitutional, but another power had not yet been consulted, 
until the illustrious Yang- Yu had spoken. His protest was suf
ficient. A h 3lt was called. The decree of the greatest nation 
must be held in abeyance in compliance with the imperious de
mand of the Mongolian representative. It may be rather a sur
prise to American citizens to learn that a new interpreter of 
American law exists. · Yang Yu must be heard. 

YANG YU IB VICTORIOUS. 

We often hear of some people favoring a law, but opposing its 
execution. This is the present attitude of the Cleveland Ad
ministration, and was well illustrated recently in Portland, Ore
gon, where the farce of Chinese exclusion was played by the 
Administration. I quote from a local paper there: 

THE GEARY LAW. 

The Portland central labor council yesterday took steps to have the 
Gea'l'y law enforced here, in accordance. with the late decisions of Judge 
Ross, of Los Angeles. A committee of four started out; witih the intention 

of having several Chinamen arrested and deported forthwith. Their inten
tions were frustrated by indecision on the part of Unitea States officials. 
United States Attorney Murphy, upon whom they called, first stated that 
his instructions would not allow him to proceed dil·ectly in the matter. 
Judge Bellinger, after listening to what they had to say, referred them back 
to Mr. Murphy, who advised them to apply to the United States commis
sioners. These gent1emen were then hunted up. Mr. Woodward referred 
them back to Mr. Murphy: Mr. Lamson, wno IS sick, referred them to the 
other commissioners, and Mr. Deady thought it would be foolish to proceed 
without tunus and without the cooperation of the district attorney. It 
would seem as if there is but little prospect of the Geary law being enforced 
here for the present. 

THE CHINESE DO NOT REQUEST EXTENSION. 

Laws are enacted, Mr. Speaker, in respoOBe to popular demand 
or public necessity. Where is the demand, or where the neces
sity for further extension? The American people have not asked 
it. The Chinese Government gives no assurance that such a law' 
if ena~ted would be obeyed; and since the wishes of Chinese au
-thorities weigh so seriously upon the minds and consciences of 
the pt'esent Administration, surely, sir, some assurance should 
have been l'equired that an extension law would be obeyed. Nor 
have the Chinese in the United themselves asked for another 
opportunity for registration. In my State there are 9,540 
Chinese as per census, and not one of them has ever requested 
either my colleague or myself to favor an extension of time for 
registration. 

Galifol'nia, Nevada, Idaho, Washington, Montana, and Colo
rado probably have an aggregate of 90,000 Chinese within their 
combined limits, and from these six States I venture to say not a 
single Chinaman has requested or petitioned this Congl'ess or 
any individual member of it to favor an extension of time for 
registration. 

Here I pause long enough to ask my distinguished friend from 
the Third district of California [Mr. HILBORN j whether any of 
all the Chinese among his constituents has ever re~uested him 
to use his influence to secure this extension of time. 

Mr. HILBORN. I never heard of such a request being made. 
Mr. HERMANN. And now Iask anotherdistinguished Rep

resentative from California [Mr. LOUD], who represents a pol'tion 
of San Francisco, and who has probably within his district not 
less than 45,000 of these people who, it is said, are oppressed and 
trampled upon-! ask him, the Representative of that-district, 
who is here to take care of the interests of the people of his dis
trict-the interests of these Chinese as well as those of the 
whites-whether a single one of these s<>;-called oppressed people 
has ever requested him to use hisinlluence in favor of this relief? 

Mr. LOUD. It is clearly apparent that no such request has 
ever been made. If it had been, it would have been presented to 
this House. 

Mr. HERMANN. But, Mr. Speaker, it appears and will con
tinue to apoear by the-evidence of every Representative on this 
floor from all the districts having a Chinese population, that not 
a single one of these people has ever requested this extension. 
Is it not singular, is it not remarkable, that if these people were 
so oppressed, if they were denied a l~twful right of residence and 
protection in this country, they would not at least have written to 
some of us or would not have spoken to some of us as we passed 
them on the street day by day, or that some agent or attot'ney 
of theirs would not have communicated with us and indicated a 
request in this matter? 

Mr. CANNON of California. As I do not wish a. wrong im
pression to go out in reference to this matter so far as concerns 
my district-the Los Angeles district-I wish to say that I have 
been applied to by the agents of the Chinese in Los Angeles, 
and I have also received resolutions passed by the chamber of 
commerce asking me to assist in procuring this ex~ension of 
time. However, I do not propose to vote in favor of it. 

Mr. HERMANN. I will say to my friend it is very singular 
that the Chinese should have adopted the method of appealing 
to the chamber of commerce, or that they should have only used 
for this purpose their agents, who are financially interested in 
many ways in the nonenforcement of the laws and in ha.ving- the 
Chinese remain here in order that they may contribute to their 
own financial prosperity. But I submit to the gentleman the 
question whether a single Chinaman-and there are many, I ap
prehend, in his district who can read and write-has written t.o 
him a request in favor of this extension, or personally asked him 
to support this proposition. I ask the gentleman whether such 
is the case? 

Mr. CANNON of CalifoJ•nia. Personally, they have-one or 
two. 

Mr, HERMANN. But one or two! And how many of these 
people are there in your district? 

Mr. CANNON of California. I do not know-several thou
sand. 

Mr.HERMANN. Oneortwoinseveral thousand! Andiven
ture to say that my distinguished friend from southern Califor
nia [Mr. CANNONj is prob.;~,bly the only Representative from any 
State who has had even one or two of these 85,000 Mongolians 
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resident in this country ask him to. secure this extension of time 
which is alleged to be so important and vital to their existence 
llere in the United States. 

The despotic Six Companies of San Francisco, which originally 
advised and assisted the unregistered Chinese to disobey the 
law and insolently defy its mandates-these companies have of
fered no assurance that they will counsel their slavish subjects 
to comply with the registration requirement. Neither the Presi
dent nor any of the Departments of the Government have directly 
recommended an extension. Nor is it claimed that the exclusion 
law is unconstitutional3ince thatquestion has now been decided 
by the Supreme Court. The United Shtes district and circuit 
courts before which complaints have been filed under the law 
have in numerous cases held that Chinese laborers residing in 
the United States at the time of the passage of the law and fail
ing to register as required, and no excuse being shown, must be 
deported from the country. 

That is the law. Those are the decisions. It is the duty of 
the officers entrusted with the execution of the laws, under their 
oaths as officials of the United States, to see that the laws are 
impartially and efficiently enforced. 

Judge Ross, of the United States district court for southern 
California, decided the law to be operative and ordered its en
forcement. Judges McKenna and Morrow have also concurred 
with Judge Ross in his interpretation of the law. · 

AMPLE NOTICE GIVEN. 

Congres~ has at different times and in various ways indicated 
the wishes of the American people as to the exclusion of this 
undesirable element in our population. First was the original 
law of May 6, 1882, and of September 13, 1888; then the act of 
May 5, 1892; then in the act of August5, 1892, appropriating money 
to enforce the law, and still later by the act of March 3, 1893, 
making a similar appropriation for the same purpose. 

While these several legislative acts show unmistakably the 
purpose and intention of Congress, they also :proclaim the same 
in pla.in language to every Chinaman in the Umted States. Read 
t4e one law of appropriation alone, as found in the Statutes at 
Large: 

Enforcement of the Chinese exclusion act: To prevent the unlawful entry 
oi Chinese into the United States, by the appointment of suitable o:mcers to 
enforce t.he laws in relation thereto, and for the expenses of returning to 
China all Chinese persons found to be unlawfully in the United States, in
cluding the cost of imprisonment and the actual expense of the conveyance 
of Chinese persons to the frontier' or seaboard for deportation, and for en
forcing the provisions of the act approved May 5, 1892, entitled, "An act to 
prohibit the coming of Chinese persons into the United States," $100,000. 

For over a year these various laws have been published and 
sent out to the entire country, and they have especially found 
circulation among the Chinese; so that it can not be said that 
they have h ad in the slightest degree any lack of knowledge as 
to the mandate of the American people. 

This, with subsequent legislation and with the wide publicity 
given it by the public press of the country, invited the attention 
of all persons interested in it. The law afforded ample time for 
all persons coming under its provisions to comply with it. One 
whc.le year's time was given. Nor was this all. Furth~r notice 
was given. Collectors and deputies were required to notify lead
ing Chinese of the law, " or by notices posted in the Chinese 
quarters of the various localities" giving information of the 
time and place where applications could be made for certificates 
of residence, and no charge or expense was imposed upon the 
applicant. All were informed that ¥ay 5, 18~3, was the last 
day for registration. 

• REGISTRATION IMPOSED NO INCONVENIENCE. 

Nor can it be said that impossible or unreasonable conditions 
were exacted by the law. The applicant was required merely 
to show by two credible witnesses as to his residence in the 
United States on the 5th day of May, 1892, and as to his occu
pation. 

Was there any harm in that? Did thatinflictanyinjuryupon 
these people? Would it h ave been of any particular ill conse
quence to them at present or in future years had they registered? 
Americans in China, outside of the five treaty ports, must ob
tain a certificate. Why not Chinese here? Would it not have 
been a decided benefit? It was all advantage and no disadvan
t!lge. The better class, amounting to 13,243, did obey the law 
and apply for certificates . I charact'3rize these as the better 
class, because they did respect the law. 

It is conceded that the utmost fairness was practiced, and no 
instance La all the United States is shown of any ob'stacle in the 
way to the fullest, freest, and unrestricted enjoyment of the 
privilege thus given every qualified Chin9.man to assert his right 
to_remain in this country if he h 'ld so desired. Of the 106,688 
Chinese in the United States as reported by the census of 1890, 
only 1::(,243 made application for registration, and although 
months have elapsed since the time expired nota Chinaman has 
yet been deported from this country, and to-day 93,445 of these 

unlawful residents stand by and, in full face of the law and of the 
authorities, impudently defy the well-considered and lawful edict 
of the nation. Is it at all surprising that ill-tempered, impatient 
and lawless people are found in different localities who violate 
the laws of the land, and forcibly attempt to deport the aliens 
who themselves refuse to obey the laws, or that the governor of 
a great sovereign State should earnestly protest? I find the fol
lowing in a city paper: 

Go-y. Markham, of California, has sent a letter to Secr~tary Gresham saying 
that if the Geary law is not enforced an outbreak against the Chinese may 
occur in California at any moment. He promises to do all in his power to 
keep the peace, but says he will not be responsible if the Government persists 
in not enforcing the law, 

Such acts of violence are not only not approved, but are con
demned by all order-loving citizens; but in view of the Chinese 
defiance of the law and of our own authorities refusing to en
force it, I say, sir, that some responsibility attaches to other 
classes as well as to the reckless·element among our own people. 
This is a legitimate fruit. Failure to enforce any law only en
courages the lawless to violate all laws. It can not be asserted 
that any intimidation was used to prevent registration. It was 
a purely voluntary act on the part of the Chinese. It is to be 
presumed that those who desil'ed to remain in this country, and 
who were entitled did register, and that those not desiring to 
remain did not register, but are here in defiance of the law. 
Even now, unregistered and presumably in contempt, as many 
are, they may still save themselves from deportation by estab
lishing to the satisfaction of the judge before whom taken that 
they have been unable to procure the certificate required "by 
reason of accident, sickness, or other unavoidable cause," and by 
at least one credible white witness that · they were residents of 
the United States at the time of the passage of the act. Such 
proof is within the power of anyone if he desires and is entitled 
to utilize it. 

Can it be said that this is not merciful? Can it be said that all 
possible hope of relief for them has passed and gone when such a 
humane provision as this still exists on our statute books for the 
relief of those who were unavoidably prevented, but who des ire to 
avail thems~lves of it? The courts are open to them; it is there
fore apparent to any mind that the refusal to register is due to 
a dogged, a persistent, and a malignant disposition to tre11t with 
contempt the laws of the country. They are unlawfully here, 
and contrary to the law which provides in these words: 

And any Chinese laborer within the limits of the United States who shall 
neglect, fail, or refuse to comply with the provisions of this act, or who after 
one year from the passage hereof shall be found within the jurisdiction of 
tb,e United States without such certificate of residence, shall be deemed and 
adjudged to be unlawfully within the United States, and may be arrested. 

Can any law be clearer than this? 
Then the duty is imposed upon "any United States customs 

official, collector of internal revenue or his deputies, United 
States marshal or his deputies," to arrest and take him before a 
United States judge, " whose duty it shall be to order that he be 
deported from the United States.'' Can there be any misappre
siol!. as to this? The first duties are now not performed because 
of an ordertotheofficials named, from the Treasury Department, 
"to refrain from making arrests until further orders and in
structions from this Department." 

I dwell again upon this, What authority, what right, has the 
Depn.rtment to say that this grave and solemn act of the repre
sent:ltives of the American people should not be enforced until 
authority has come from" this Department"? 

Tbe Department of Justice also attempted in like manner to 
prevent the judges from performing their duty under the law to 
order the deportation from the United States, but this imperti
nence was severely rebuked when it was exercised upon Judg-e 
Ross, of the United States district court for Southern Califor
nia, who exposed the flimsy pretense of the Attorney-General 
for evading the law. W-hen the case of Chum Shang Yuen was 
called for hearing a telegram from the Attorney-Genaral was 
read which stated there were no funds to execute the Geary law, 
and requesting Judge Ross to discharge the Chinaman. The 
judge in his decision says-I ask the Clerk to read this extract 
from the decision of Judge Ross in considering this case, and I 
hope the House wiil give its attention while it is being read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
But information. conveyed to the court through the Attorney-Generalis 

not that there are no funds available for the execution of the Geary a ct, but 
that "there are no funds to execute the Geary law so far as the samd pro
vides for the deportation of Chinamen who have not procured certificates of 
residence." That portion of the Geary act requiring such certificat es to be 
procured is the sixth section, and its validity having been SllStained by the 
Supreme Court in the case of l<'ong Yue Ting vs. The United States, it 1s as 
much a part of the Geary law as any other part of it. Any Chinese laborer 
violatiug its provisions, and thereafter remaining in this country, is as much 
unlawfully here as if he smuggled himself into the countrycontra:y tooth~ 
provisions of the statute, for the simple reason that in each case the exist
ing law makes the act unlawful. The violator of each is subject to deport~~r 
tion, and equally so. No distinction can be legally made between the offenders. 
and I can see no valid ground for withholding a warrant for the arrest of 
any person properly charged with the violation of any provisions of the law 
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1n question, nor !or denying an order !or deporta~on ot any such lJersons 
proved, upon a hearing, to have violated the law, m the abse~ce o! Judicial 
knowledge that the Department ot the Government charged With the duty o! 
executing its provisions is not provided with the necessary !unds with which 
to execute such order. . 

That information, as has been said, is not conveyed b7 the commumcation 
!rom the Attorney-GeneraL On the contrary, the clear inference drawn from 
it is that there are tunds available tor the execution ot the Geary law, other 
than its sixth section. The distinction thus attempted tC? be drawn between 
the different offenses denounced by the statute is, in my JUdgment, without 
authority of law, and my sense ot duty obliges me to disregard it. 

Mr. HERMANN. The Administration, in excusing its suspen
sion of the law, claims that it has no money to execute the pro
vision as to Chinese laborers declining to register, but has money 
to deport those only who smuggle themselves in. T!Iecourtvery 
properly reminds the Government that Congress d1d not appro
priate the money to execute one part of the law. The language 
of the law is: "and for the expenses of returning to China all 
Chinese persons found to be unlawfully in the United States," 
11 and for enforcing the provisions of the act approved May 5, 1892." 
This is the Geary act, the whole of the act, and no particular part 
of it. Butitisafactthaton September3dlast, theSecretaryofthe 
Treasury did notify the Attorney-General that there ~as$17,~00 
which he could draw in order to enforce the very sect10n which 
it is now claimed can not be enforced, because there is no money. 

Had there been an honest effort manifested to execute the law, 
even as to the expenditure of $5,000 or less, it would have pro
claimed to the Chinese that the law was made to be enforced, and 
they would no longer have defied the law. No further appro
priation would have been necessary. Those not entitled to re
main would have left at their own expense. 

CHINA. WILL NOT RETALIATE. 

But it is insisted that the Chinese minister Yang Yuhas vigor
ously protested against the enforcement of the law, and has 
coupled his protest with an intimation that in the eve~t. o_f such 
action his government would no longer assume respons1b1h ty for 
the future safety of Americans in Chinese territory. This le~s 
us to inquire how serious this may be. What number: of Ameri
cans are in China? Who are they, and how are they d1str1buted? 
Answering the first question, it can be said that they do not ex
ceed 1,022 in the whole Chinese Empire. Of these, 506 are mis
sionaries 28 are diplomatic and consular officers, about 300 are 
women a~d children, 73 are sailors. There are only 23 merchants 
in all China. There are no American laborers in China. Few 
as they are only the best element of our people visit that country. 
We send no coolies, high binders, paup_ers, a_nd contract laborers 
there. As against 1,022of our people m Chma there are 106,888 
of that people here. 

How insolent, then, the covert threat that China will retalia:te 
upon the 1000 American residents should we deport the unreglB
tered coolies now here. It is the more insolent as well as un
grat..eful in view of the fact that there will still remain over 13,-
000 registered Chinese laborer:s and perhaps_a~ eq~al number 
w'Q.o claim to be merchants, artl8ans, etc.; and 1t 1s ptill more ar
rogant in view of our continuing the privilege of entrance to all 
Chinese not laborers. No class of Chinese other than laborers 
are prohibited from coming here. The same class of Chinese 
can hereafter come as of Americans who really go to China now. 
Beyond the five treaty ports no American can travel in C~ina, ~n
less upon certificate limited to twelve months. Our reg1stratwn 
system is not so restrictive as this. • . 

Chinese laborers are excluded pursuant to treaty author1ty 
entered into with China in 1880, and this only the more empha
sizes the absurd protest of the Chinese minister and his. bombas
tic tirade upon the legislation of this Congress. Th1s treaty 
provision is in the following language: 

Whenever in the opinion of the Government of the United States the com
ingot Chinese laborers to the United States or their residence therein af
fects or threatens to at!ect the interests of that country, or to endanger the 
good order of the said country or ot any locality within the territory thereof, 
the Government of China agrees that the Government o! the United States 
may regulate, limit, or suspend such coming or residence, but may not ab
solutely prohibit. The limitation or suspension shall be reasonable, and 
shall apply only to Chinese who may go to the United States as laborers
other classes not being included in the limitations. Legislation taken in re
gard to Chinese laborers will be ot such a. characte~ onl;v as if! necess~ry t? 
entorce the regulation, limitation, or suspension of unmigratwn, and Immi
grants shall not be subject to personal maltreatment or abuse. 
It has been demonstrated that the coming of these Chinese 

laborers "affects the interests of this count ry," and in many 
cases it ha.s 1

' endangered the good order " also, and hence the 
legislation enacted providing for the suspension of Chinese com
ing and residence is within the treaty with China, and should be 
obeyed whether it meets the royal pleasure of the Chinese Gov
ernment, its officious minister, or the disobedient Chinese sub
jects here. 

OUR TRADE RELATIONS. 

It is also argued by others that our policy of exclusion will 
arouse such antagonism on the part of China as will prompt 
that Government to sunder her trade relations with us. This, 
.4>erhaps, 1s the least consequence of all, as 1s apparent by a ref· 

erence to the present commerc~ between the Chinese and t~e 
Americans. Our exports to Chma proper for the last year d1d 
not exceed $3,900,457, while our imports from China amounted 
to $20,636,563 for the same period, as shown by the following sta
tistics: 

Year. 
Imports from-

China. 

1890---------------------- $16,260, 471 
1891 ---------------------- 19,321,850 
1892---- -·-- -- : ••. -------- 20,488,291 
1893---------------------- 20,636,563 

Hongkong. 

1190~. 735 
563,275 
763,323 
878,078 

Exports to-

China. 

~.943,790 
8, 700,318 
5, 663,479 
3, 900,457 

Hongkong. 

$4,434,641 
4, 743,408 
4,887, 350 
4,216, 602 

Hongkong being under English jurisdiction, the statistics are 
given merely as a matter of interest. 

In other words, we buy from China$16,736,106of commodities 
in excese of what China buys from us. Is it very likely that 
those crafty people will hastily surrender a traffic of such value 
and such extent as this? 

And this leads me particularly to- comment on the position 
taken ·by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MORSE], on 
yesterday, who dwelt largely on the necessity for extending the 
time as this bill proposes for the reason that a failure to do so 
would result, in his judgment, in disaster to the extent that 
China would sunder her commercial relations with us, and we 
would be deprived thereby of the amount of silk, teas, and other 
commodities which we purchase annually from China. It will 
be interesting to him to learn that our exports to China last 
year did not exceed $3,900,000, while our imports amounted to 
$20,636,563 or five times as much as the commerce going from 
the United States to China; the Chinese products finding he1·e an 
entrance into the richest and best markets in the world, while 
less than four millions of our commodities were exported into 
the China markets during that time. I wish to remind him that 
the greatest injury will be done to China by such an act on her 
part. 

Mr. MORSE. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption? 
Mr. HERMANN. Certainly. 
Mr. MORSE. The gentleman will understand the measure of 

the injury done by the sundering of all commercial intercourse 
with us can not be determined exactly in that way. There are 
other reasons that make this consideration a very serious one. 
Certainly we can not buy tea anywhere else except in small 
quantities, China being about the only country from which it is 
obtained, and we can not buy raw silk, which is the raw material 
for the manufacture of silk, except from China, and a gre:1t and 
a serious injury would be done to the silk business by a policy of 
nonintercourse. 

Mr. HERMANN. I do not think there is any apprehension 
of danger on that score. A race of people so del:lirous of trading, 
of selling their own commodities, and extending their markets 
will not willingly be deterred from coming to such a rich mar
ket as this or be driven out of it by any such consideration as 
this bill presents. But, sir, if the gentleman's fears should be 
realized, I do not hesitate to s!ty that for one I should freely 
forego both the silk and the tea rather than suffer the continu
ance of Chinese immigration, and the alternative of degradation 
and cheap labor among my own people. We can, however, pro
duce our own silk, and we can obtain tea elsewhere. The silk 
we can do without, if necessary. It is a luxury. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman yield to me 
for an interruption? 

Mr. HERMANN. Certainly. 
Mr.WILLIAMA. STONE. You say thatinyourjudgmentthe 

Chinese will not register even if this resolution were passed ex
tending the time. If so, what harm can come from its passage? 

Mr. HERMANN. A great deal of harm. It presents a dan
gerous precedent. It also encourages a contempt of the laws 
that you and I, sir, are concerned as legislators to make, and as 
citizens to observe. It is certainly not a refreshing scene to any 
American citizen to behold 85 ,000 alien people, contract labor
ers, subjects of another country, wbo do not desire to obtain the 
benefits of American citizenship, who do not affiliate or assimi
late with us in the least degree, shnding on tbe street col'ners, 
folding their arms and laughing a.t our officials, cJ aiming that 
we can not enforce o ur own laws after we have promulgated 
them. If we were assured that the law would be complied with, 
or respected if it were enacted, I should favor a sufficient exten
sion. B ut we have no such assurance. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. L et me ask the gentleman, then, 
if this resolution now presented and under consideration is not 
in :pursuance of a request from the Chinese minister? Are the 
Chmese themselves not asking for it? 

Mr. HERMANN. I will say to the gentleman that I have no 
knowledge of any such request made officially to the Departmeut 
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of State or to Congress. In the second place, I do not consider 
it the province of the Chinese minister or any foreign repre
sentative to dictate, in the guise of a request or otherwise, to 
American Representatives as to what legislation shall be passed 
in the interests of any people. It is the duty of the Chinese 
minister to k now the laws of this country, and then it should be 
his duty to encourage hi:; people residing here to obey them. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. And is it not true that he has no author-
ity to bind his own Government to anything? , 

Mr. HERMANN. I should naturally presume so; I will say to 
my friend from Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. !voted for the Gearyact because 
iteeemed to me to permit those Chinamen already in this country 
who have, to a certain extent, fitted into places here by regis
tration to remain. Now, this resolution for extending the time 
of registration if passed, as I understand it, will only permit 
them to do what they could do under the original bill. Is it not 
so? 

Mr. HERMANN. Yes, sir; for six months'time. 
Mr.WILLIAM A. STONE. Now,inasmuchas they have failed 

to comply with the original law and t!:ike advantage of its provi
sions because of ad vice given them by their attorneys, which has 
been proven wrong, is it any more than a reasonable su~gestion 
to allow them a short time longer to do what they could have 
done under the original act? 

Mr. HERMANN. In answering the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania in the humane spirit he asks his question, I say, if I were 
myself convinced that the Chinese who will ba interdicted in 
the event of the positive enforcement of the exclusion act would 
take advantage of this provision, if that class of people sincerely 
desired or asked for the extension and assured us that they would 
obey the l.aw and not deceive us as they have done heretofore, I 
for one would feel warranted in voting for the passage of this 
bill extending the time. But, representing as I do9,4U0Chinese 
residing in my State, I say to the House and to the country that 
not a single one has requested me to vote for this measure for 
any reason, humane or otherwise, to give them this additional 
privilege and right. 

l\1r. BOWERS of California. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HER 1.ANN. Yes. 
Mr. BOWERS of California. I want to ask the gentleman if 

he has, ever since he has been in this Chamber, had any propo
sitions como feom any member of the House for the suspension 
of a law for the ben~fit of any American citizen because he had 
been deceived by a lawyer? 

Mr. HERMANN. Never. And I answer further, that the gen
tleman not being in the room, he has escaped my interrogatories 
to his colleagues; and their answers have been the same as would 
have been r~turned by him. Not a single Chinaman, they an
swer, has ever requested the extension of this law except inDne 
or two instances. ThegentlemanfromCalifornia[Mr.CANNON] 
informs me that one or two ol the many thousand of the Chinese 
who are residents of hi~ district have expressed such a desire. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. What I want to get at is, shall 
we apply a new rule? Shall it be held a good and substantial 
reason for refusing to execute a law because the people affected 
by the law have baen deceived by some lawyers? Wasthatrea
son ever urged when an American citizen had been deceived by 
the advice of a lawyer? 

Mr. HERMANN. No, I think not. The maxim is that every 
person is presumed to know the law. To relax or suspend the 
law upon the plea of ignorance would indeed be a most dangerous 
practice. But as a mc~,tter of fact the Chinese know the law. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HERMANN. Yes. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I have g·reat sympathy with the 

people on the Pacific coast. I want to submit this question, how
ever. In view of the fact that these Chinese have refused to reg
ister, do not you think the Pacific coast could get rid of them 
a good deal better and easier if this extension were passed than 
they would by undertaking to deport them without it? 

Mr. HERMANN. I believe the difficulties will be ten thou
sand times greater in that event than they are at the present 
time, because it will only encourage those who are here to be
lieve that, the law having been violated in one instance, it can 
be violated again. Secondly, I dm'lire to say to my friends that 
the Chinamen who are here and who are entitled to remain in 
the United States have their remedy under the law. They can 
show by credible witnesses before the courts that they were in 
the country on the 5th of May, 1892, and are entitled to remain 
in the United States, and" they will be permitted to remain here. 
They must show, however, th..:tt by sickness or unavoidable acci
dent they were prevented from registering within the time. 
My friend from Pennsylvania is an able lawyer, and knows the 
latitude given by courts to such an exception. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Do you not know this to be true, that the 
fact that the law has not b 'en enforced has resulted in the en· 
cour.igement of the smuggling of Chinamen across the British 
Columbia line into the United States, and that hundred3 of these 
men are being smuggled in every week while the operation of 
this law is being suspended! and that the Chmamen in the 
Unit ed States are encouraging that smuggling, in subversion of 
all law? 

Mr. HERMANN. I will comment later upon that, with reo-ard. 
to the smuggling across the British and Mexican borders. I am 
glad, howev<:lr, that my friend from Washington h as so strongly 
emphasized this shade of the Chinese frauds, since hi.s distr ict 
adjoins British Columbia, and none are better acquainted with 
the subject than the gentleman himself, who is a true friend to 
labm·, and ready to avow it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Do the peo~le of the Pacific coast 
simply want to stop further Chinese immigration, or, not con
tented with that, do they wish to deport those who are here 
alre dy? 

Mr. HERMANN. Primarily they want to stop the coming of 
Chinese laborers into-the United States. Secondly, they feel 
thatampletime having been given these people, and they not hav
ing availed themselves of that time, it is prima facie evidence 
that they intend to treat our laws with contempt, and to dilly
dally with and defy our further legislation, as they have the leg
islation of the past. Thirdly, the neces3ity of deporting those 
now herewhoare without the evidence of their right to remain, 
arises from the fact that every day·s dnlay in deportation only 
adds to an increase of unlawful arrivals aero s the British and 
Mexican lines, who when once in can not be identified from those 
previously here who declined to obt.1in certificates. There· is 
an impression among the Chinese in the United States that the 
exclusion law will not or can not be enforced. 

The extension of time will only confirm them in their present 
opinion. Hence! msist that no ext-ension should be allowed until 
the assurance is submitted by the Six Companies, or other au
thority entitled to spe1:1.k, that an extension law would be obeyed. 
Now~ Mr. Speaker, referring again to wlntt I was sayino- when 

interrupted, I ask, is it likely that 1,000 Americans willba ex
ported from China while 26,000 Chinese are residents of the 
United States and claiming protection of its laws? Thus it can 
be seen that China is not in a position nor is it to her interest to 
quarrel with the United States because we are determined to 
exclude from our fair Republic the wretched beings who would 
soon overrun every avenue of toil and drive out or into destitu· 
tion our own bread-winners. 

But let China do as she may, we are here to protect our own 
interests as well as our own honor. We are not legislating for 
China. I confess, however, that at present it does seem that 
while we are making laws for America we are really enforcing 
them for China. . 

FREE TRADERS UNFRIENDLY TO AMERICAN LABOR. 

This tempts me to say that Republicans are not surprised at 
this foreign lellling of the present party in power. They ad
monished the country in the last campaign that the tendencies 
of that party was toward free trade, which means the encour
agement of foreign labor over American labor and a recognition 
of the superiority of foreign products over those of our own 
people. 

What special difference does it make to the American labor 
market whether articles of consumption are produced by coolie 
or other cheap alien labor here on our own soil

1 
or upon the soil of 

Europe, Asia, and Africa, or the islands of the sea, and then 
transported here free of any tax or duty, and permitted to com
pete with like articles produced by our own people? The result 
is the same. And yet it is incomprehensible th t so many of 
the American laborers and labor unions will on election day 
shout themselves hoarse for a party which openly boasts that it 
will legislate for a tariff for revenue only. Do they not retlect 
that they are opening the dikes, that they :u·e spiking their own 
guns, that they are burning their own bridges, and starting a 
prc~,irie fire which in the end is to destroy their own suste
nance, and t.o abandon the contest to the ryot of India, the serf of 
Russia, the coolie of China, and the eager h orde of Europe. 

Those who were so indifferent to their own protection as to 
have voted for a party so partial to foreign interests can now 
see in the change they have wrought the exact result. II free 
coolie products should be encouraged to come here, why not the 
free coolie himself? The one competes with American labor as 
well as the other. In this sense the present Administration is 
perfectly consistent. It will admit the producer as well as the 
product. A change was wanted, and behold it has come! 

THlll PRESENT EXCLUSION LAW IS A FAILURE. 

The entire system of our exclusion legislation is a delusion. 
The purpose is all right, but the end is impracticable. Taking 
it all in all it is a farce. We have assumed the Chinese entrance 
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to be by sea, and through our various ports and inlets, and we have 
devoted our attention to guarding these avenues through our 
Tevenue officials. 

We have forgotten that to the north of us is the British Columbia 
boundary 3,000 miles long, w bile to the south of us is the Mexican 
boundar~! nearly :l,OOJ miles in length. Into British_Columbia 
(the Chimn~an enters freely upon pa.yn:rent of a $50 capita tax, 
while into Mexico he enters without any restriction. From the 
n<>rtb as well as the south he makes his incursions among us 
through thousands of avenues. If discovered and sent back he 
soon returns by another route. Mr. Tingle, supervising special 
agent of the Treasury Department, said in his testimony before 
the Appropriation Committee two years ago : 

It they come from Mexico they must be sent back to Mexico. They go back 
to Mexico and immediately retiurn to this country. 

The same thing is true in reference to British Columbia. The 
deep forest, the mountain gorge, the arid plain, the river, and 
the lakel by day or by night, offer innumerable means of access, 
and when once here the intruder is lost in his intermingling 
among his numerous countrymen and confederates, the one in
distinguisha,b e from the other. 
It is physic:1lly impossible for our limited force of inspectors 

to r olice the long lines of frontier. To p3.trol such distances 
would require an army of officials, and an annual appropriation 
of millions ol money. 

To ferret out and detect the clandestine arrivals is impossible 
with thA present system af certificates an-d registration. This 
should be supplemented by the photograph of the certificate
holder. This identification would prevent much fraud and per
jurv now successfully resorted to in order to evade the law. 

The law should ba strengt.hened whe-reverfound defective, and 
then it should be fe::trlessly enforced. It was not made for jest, 
but to be executed. If it is not to be then let us be candid to each 
other, let it be repealed. We only bring all laws in disrepute 
when we knowingly and for a purpose decline to respect any 
one. In the name of justice, in the n:une of labor" in the name 
of the law, let the present law be strengthened an~ enforced. 

HONORARLE SELF-PRESJ.m.VATI<>N A NATIONAL DUTY. 

Mr. Jo!:!eph Powderly, in his report to the Secretary of the 
Treasury on the enforcement of alien contract labor laws, says: 
If the intending immigrant has not the means wherewith to carry him be

yond t.l;le already congeslied labor market, or whose intention in coming 
here is to compete with the American workmen in the mines and factories, 
and by the closest economy and meanest way or living. saving in a ffJW years 
a CJuple o_r hundred dolla.n; and then returning to his own country, he ls not 
adesirab e acquisition and some plan should be adopted which would pre
vent thi!'l being done and save the American workmen from competition with 
this class. · 

Th:1t t-his kind or competitlon is ruinous to the workmen and a menace to 
the community is plain to the mo~ casual observer. Go to the coal fi.elds of 
PeiU!sylvania and see the'towns and villages which before the advent of this 
torfign horde were inhabited with native or naturalized American-loving 
a.nd American-spe:1.king ptwple, the object of the husband and father being 
to E-arn sufficieut to provide a home for his wlfe and :f-amily, to e<iucate his 
chiltlren and to teach them to love and reverence the American institutions. 

These observations could have included the Chinese coolie on 
the Pacific coast as well as the anarchist and contract laborer of 
the East. · 

It should be a cardinal doctrine with us all that labor will be 
sold too che3.p in America when its products are sold ches.per 
th&n Americans can produce them. The principle represented 
in this issue is not so much a contest against the Chinese coolie 
as such as it is an embodiment of the great struggle in recogni
tion of the rig·hts and dignity of American labor. In one for·m 
it is a repetition of the old war of free against sla.ve labor. These 
Chinese coolies are contra-ct laborers. They are different from 
any other race or nationality which seeks our shores. They 
are from firs t to last bound in their allegiance to a foreign 
power. They do not intend and do not desiretochangetheir al
legimce. They are not here for the esb.blishment of homes und 
the upbuilding and perpetuity of our nation; they have nosuch 
ambition. They are here solely as competitors to American la
bor. What they earn they take away and leave nothing in its 
place. The 106,000 Chinamen in the United States t.lke the 
place of 106,000 American laborers, who have families to main
tain and homes to establish, and who pay taxes and contribute 
to governmental support. 

Tho progress of American civilization h as decreed that the 
Asiatic tide shall recede. The limit of endurance has at last 
been reached. Sir, the destiny of this nation is base_d on a higher 
scale. It recogn-izes the fact that ili is not alone area, or tower
ing battlements, or lofty mountains, or wide-spreading plains, 
that make the st!l.te. It is men, noble, aspiring, liberty-loving, 
law-abiding men, that makes the enduring state. Cheap labor 
makes cheap men, and cheap men make inferior nations. The 
exclusion of the Mongolian is a patriotic duty. The time has 
now come, sir, in our history that we are admonished to provide 
just restrictions as to all immigration. If the liberty and the 
union of thes.e States shall again be imperiled it will be from 

the anarchistict the unlicensed, the lawless, the debased, and. the 
irresponsible rabble from other lands. Let us, as the representar 
tives ofthe people, from the lookout on this Capitol discern the 
danger signals from afar, and so legislate that the American 
fireside, American purity, American labor, and the integrity of 
the nation shall be sacredly p reserved from the incendiary influ
ence of the lawless or the mercenary attraction of cheap alien 
labor~ as well as from the corrupting temptations of corpora.te 
power and aggre-gated wealth. 

The noblest inspiration of a worthy people is honorable self
preservation. As the Holy Writ sayeth, "He that providethnot 
for his own househo!d is worse than an infidel." 

The mission of the Republican party years. year a ago was dedi
cated to the cause-of labor. It found four millions of wage-earn
ers i:n bondage and it made them free. It destroyed American 
slave labor, and it is now sworn to see that foreign slave labor 
shall not destroy us. It is this devotion to the cause 0f liberty 
and unfettered toil that has made the American people dread no 
master, fear no king, and kneel to no-ne but their God. [Ap
plause.] 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks, the time of },1:r. 
HERMANN having expired, by unanimous consent it was extended, 
to allow him to complete them. 
LIBRARY PRIVILEGE TO THE JUSTICES OF THE COURT OF 

APPEALS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr, _O'NEIL of Mass':lchusetts in 

the· chair). The other day the Senate joint resolution ii3 \Vas 
referred to the Committee on the Library, but inadvertently 
m ar ked " passed," and sent o-ver to the Senate in that way. The 
Chair will lay before the House a resolution asking that the joint 
resolution be returned. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resol1;ed, That the Senate be requested to return to the House, Senate joint 

resolution ~O- 33, authorizing the Joint Committee on the Library to grant 
the privllege ot drawing books from the Library to the chief- justice and 
associate and justices of the court of appeals oi the District of Columbia. 

The resolution was a.greBd to. 

CHINESE EXCLUSION ACT. 
Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Speaker, perhaps a residence for several 

winters in California will be ample justification for my partic
ipation in this debat..a. Such winter residence there has given 
me some familiarity with the Chinese question as affecting that 
portion of this continent; and such knowledge has been ample 
to cause me to take the negative side of the question introduced 
by the distinguished statesman, the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. McCREARY]. 1 honor the gentleman for his eloquence, for 
his logic, for his wisdom, and for those qualities which have 
made him known not alone to Americans, but to the circle of 
statesmen of foreign nations; and it seems singular to me that 
in this hour of his career as a. statesman, in the zenith of his 
powers, h-e should, like the Psalmist of old, who, after he ha-d 
experienced many of the mutations 0f bum:1n existence andre
flected upon his pusition, announced himself in these terms: 
"Thou hast kept me, 0 Lord, j;o be the hes.d of the heathen." 
[Laughter.] And this gentleman, standing in defense of the 
measure which be:1rs his name, seems to me to be acting more 
in the nature of an attorney in the case than one who speaks 
from the highest conceptir:ms of pure p :1t riotism. The gentle
man has spoken of the Huguenots, and their expulsion from 
France. He has spoken of the expulsion of the Jews from Rus
sia. and England, and has comp:1red such expulsion with the 
me'l sure known as the Ge::try exclusion act. 

Mr. Spe<tker, in reading the history of that marvelous people 
known as the Huguenots, who were the firat people of France· to 
stmd for republican institutions1 to stand for liberty of thought 
and action and liberty of conscience, who were the first demo
crats of France, I think it manifestly unfair to compare this 
people with the Chinese. Liken thosepeople, who, taking their 
doctrines from Calvin, have, through their descendants, enlight
ened and embellished the history of each successive age down to 
the present moment, to the Chinese! 

I think, Mr. Speaker, it is unfair to cite the Jewish people 
and compare that race , with their marvelous attainments in 
every field of human endeavor, to the question at issue in this 
h our. In the first dawn of history appears the Jew. Jewish 
civilization was the earliest and highest type of civilization of 
which we have any history. They were the architects, the 
leaders, the poets, t.he warriors of ancient days. Even that code 
of laws under which we all claim freedom and justice, that are 
placed upon our statute books to-day, comes from the marvelous 
leader and lawgiver of that race~ They have embellished the 
hi::>.tory of every nation; and to cite their expulsion from Russia 
or from England as one of similar character to that of the Chi
nese, I think is unfair to that glorious wce. Persecuted and op
pressed, they have maintained their integi'ity as a race, have 



2524 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. OCTOBER 14, 

contributed to the literature, art, prosperity, and wealth of every 
nation; who through thrift, frugality, and exercise of benevo
lence, have the right to make the proud boast that none of their 
poor are occup!:tnts of almshouses; that r ace from which sprung 
Him through whom we all hope, who bear the title of Christians, 
for future salvation. I do not think it respectful to institute 
comparisons of this character. Such "comparisons are odious." 

Mr. Spe~ker, the gentleman cited repeatedly the decision of 
a minority of the Supreme Court, and I then asked him a ques
tion, which he told me was unparliamentary, and I believe it 
was, but I asked him if he argued that for the purpose of show
ing that the minority was generally corr'ect. I supposed that in 
America the majority rules. The minority of this House sub
mitted to the will of the majority upon the silver qp.estwn. It 
was a terrible thing for us to submit to , because we believed it in
volved the happiness of 67,000,000 of freemen, but we submitted 
because the majority declared their will. The minority of the 
Supreme Court has declared their opinion that this law is un
constitutional, and therefore we are asked to wipe it out. Now, 
then, the only ground on which I can see that that should be 
argued is the old plea that "the truth always lies with the mi
nority." That will prove a source of great consolation to us who 
are in the minority on the silver question, and prove an inspira
tion to the friends of that truth until it shall have its triumph
ant establishment. 

I know that my friend from Kentucky is too eminent a lawyer 
to believe that the plea he makes for the violation of this law is 
an ample reason for its annulment. I do not think he would take 
any case into a court and sa.y, "May it please your honor, my 
client did not believe this law was constitutional; therefore he 
disobeyed it, and is liable to go to the penitentiary." Why, the 
court would rule him out at once. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Will my friend from Penn
sylvania allow me to interrupt him? 
.... Mr. SIBLEY. Yes; I have only fifteen minutes time, and I 
have used a great deal of that. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I did not have the pleasure 
to hear the first of the gentleman's speech, as I have just come 
in. I never said that the violation of this law made it necessary 
for its annulment; I simply said that I am an earnest supporter 
of the Geary act, and I want to see it enforced. I have said that I 
am in favor of extending the time six months in which the Chi
nese may register , because they were misled by the advice of 
Carter, Choate, and Ashton, three eminent lawyers. I think 
that is a sufficient reason why they should be granted this addi
tional six months. 

I believe most of them will register, and I want to save the ex
penditure of millions of dollars to the United States. If they do 
not register in this six months, if you will give them the oppor
tunity, then I will join with you and all men to have them de
ported; but I believe it is fair that they should have this time, 
because by the advice of their lawyers and others there were 
grounds for being misled, because in the opinion of the Supreme 
Court five held it constitutional and three held it was uncon
stitutional, and Justice Harlan was in Europe. 

All I desire to do is not to annul the law, but to make it more 
effective. 

Mr. SIBLEY. I am sure, Mr. Speaker, that the distinguished 
jurist and statesman from Kentucky would not hold in the ca-se 
of anoAmerican citizen that it was a good defense or a good 
justification for the violation of the law to come before the court 
or before the lawmaking body and say that some attorney had 
told him that the law was not constitutional, and therefore he 
had not obeyed it. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Does not the gentleman know 
that in equity, at least, mistakes can be corrected , and if these 
men made a mist:lke should not they have time and opportunity 
to col'rect it? 

Mt.·. SIBLEY. In answer to the gentleman, I will say that 
there are thousands of men to-day in the penitentiaries whore
alize that they have made mistakes. [Laug·hter.] 

Mr. BAILEY. If my friend from Pennsylvania, inasmuch as 
he is not a lawyer, will permit me to contribute to his answer, I 
will say that a mistake in law can not be corrected in equity. 

plea. available for an alien, and so to place him above the law 
which controls American citizens. 

I have seen in an editorial in the Washington Post that the 
Geary law and the first Chinese expulsion law were frruned for 
the sake of political partis3.D. success, and that the first law was 
so gotten up by a distin.,guished gentleman whom I h ave the 
honor to succeed as a Representative in this Hall, the late Hon. 
William L. Scott. That honored citizen and statesman, now de
ceased, h as been charged with demagogy, and with a desire to 
build up the Democratic party by the perpetration of injustice. 
Mr. Speaker, thatgent1eman whose name i.s coupled with the law 
of 1888 never stooped to demagogy, and this is the first time 
I have ever heard of any man charging him with it. 

William L. Scott, as a member of this House and as a private 
citizen, always set public duty above par ty success, and that 
man does not know him who would charge him with doing an 
injustice to a hundred thousand men for the sake of party suc
cess. He was known and loved, and to-day his memory is held 
dear and sacred by thousands at his home, because his heart 
always beat responsive to the wants of those who toiled for a 
livelihood. He advocated the law which bears his name, be
cause he loved America more than he loved o ther nations, and 
because he believed it was due not alone to the people of the 
Pacific Slope, but to the workingmen of the East as well, and 
his name and fame needs no defense from me. The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. HITT] on the day before yesterday, as I read 
in the RECORD, suggested that this whole mattsr had better be 
referred to an international conference with England. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a remarkable fact that whenever the Dem
ocratic party gets into any trouble there is always some man 
ready to jump up on this floor and propose an international 
agreement! [Laughter]. Why, sir, this nation is more than 
twenty-one years old, and has athined its majority. It cele
brated i tscentennial birthday away back in 1876, yet to-day there 
can h ardly be a mea-sure proposed here that some gentleman 
afflicted with a<lute Anglophobia will not jump up and propose 
an international agreement! 

Mr. Speaker, James Russell Lowell-and I wish there had 
been more James Russell Lowells-I will forgive my Massa
chusetts friends for a great many of the mistakes they make be
cause of having given us so grand an exponent of humanity as 
Lowell. James Russell Lowell went over to England and was 
introduced to Tennyson at one of their court dinners and Mr. 
Tennyson drew himself up and dra.wled: "Ah, this is Mr. 
Lowell, I believe." Mr. Lowell replied, "Yes, sir." 'Ah, Mr. 
Lowell, you write-l!!ome poetry I believe." Mr. Lowell mod
estly said, t;es, that he had written some poetry. Mr. Tenny
son said: 'Ah, but do you know-that over here in England
we don't care-much-about-your-:-American p,oetry." And 
Mr. Lowell straightened himself up and said: 'Do you know, 
sir, that over in America we don't care a damn what you think 
about our poetry?" [L:1llghter.] ''Hoot, hoot, the mon's a genius, 
the mon's a genius," said Tennyson, and from that moment Ten
nyson became the most ardent friend and admirer of Mr. Lowell. 

Now, when we go a little bit further here and say that we do not 
care a blank what England thinks about om· financial system or 
our conduct of foreign or domestic affairs, we shall come a little 
nearer to exercising that independence which.our forefathers 
possessed, and of which we are sadly in need to-day. The fear 
of England! I trust that in this House and all over this nation 
there are plenty of people who neither fear her frowns nor are 
willing to fawn for her favors. 

Mr. Speaker, we have heard a great deal about humanity and 
Chistianity here , and a good. deal of it has come from :New 
England. New England gives us a good many grand things. 
She gives us grand sermons on humanity, and yet I believe it 
was in Massa<lhusetts, down at North Adams, that they tried to 
start up their shoe factories with Chinamen. -vv~as that done in 
the interests of humanity and Christianity? Or was it done in 
the interests of the mighty dollar, because they could employ 
those people cheaper than they could employ American citizens? 
The same g-r3ed for gold dominates t he financial policy of this 
nation to-day, and leads to legislation that has wiped out and 
stilled our American sentiment and is dragging our people down 
toward serfdom. Iy.lr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The gentleman from Texas 

wil1 not denv that a mistake of law and fact can be corrected in 
equl

.ty. ~ The plague of gold strikes far and nea.r, 
And deep and strong it enters; 

Mr. BAILEY. A mistake of hw inseparably connected with Our thoughts .IUOW blank, om· words grow strange, 
· ta.k f f t t' b ted · •t b t We cheer the pale gold diggers,-a mls c o ac m ·ly some lme5 a correc ln equl y, u a Eachsoulisworthsomuchoncha.nge, 

naked mista,ke of hw never can; and in this case there is no mis- And marked, like sheep, with figures. 
take as to the fact. . 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am willing to g-rant under the I I set no value upon that namby-pamby sentimentalism which 
law the same rights and privil::>ges to the Chinaman that I claim talks about humanity and Christianity, but will not reach out a. 
for an American citizen, but when a plea will not serve for a helping hand to the suffering fellow-man at its side, but is ready 
natural-born or a naturalized citizen to justify his violation of I to send ulster overcoats to the inhabitants of tropical Africa; 
a law, I think it is straining matters a good deal to make that which sends presents of books and flowers to the condemedfelon 
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in lhis cell, but has no care for his victims though they may be 
in distress and want. 

The gentleman says that under this act he thinks at least 85,-
000 will register. I do not want them to register. I know to
day there are -2,000,000 and more of American workingmen who 
are without opportunities to obtain by their toil daily bread for 
the maintenance of their families. It is said that there are 106,-
000 of these Chinese in this nation. I believe firmly there are 
over 2.00,000. There were 106,000by the census; but the Chinese 
Six Companies ~ave forth their edict that these people must not 
be enumerated if it could possibly be avoided. If these people 
were not here it would mean that 100,000 workingmen, Amer
icans, would have the opportunity through the coming winter 
to obtain the fruits and rewards of labor; that 500,0JO people
men, women, and children-would have the opportunity to eat 
the bread of such American workingmen. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I ask that the time of my 

friend fromPennsylvania[Mr. SIBLEY]beextended. How much 
time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. SIBLEY. I will tryto getthroughin five or ten minutes 
more. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Then I will ask that the gen-
tleman's time be extended for ten minutes. ' 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Speaker, under the plea of Christianizing 

the Chinamen, it is proposed to give them access to our shores 
or permit them to remain under certain conditions. And the 
sacred name of Christianity is invoked for this purpose. My 
judgment is, after a close observation of this race, covering a 
period of twelve years, that for every Christian convert that has 
been made in the ranks of the Chinamen they have paganized, 
corrupted, defiled, and debauched fifty American youths. They 
have betrayed and ruined fifty American girls for every China
man you can show as a convert to Christianity among the hordes 
who infest the city of San Francisco and Mott street, New York. 
They have given you, in addition. to the intemperance that comes 
from alcoholism, the opium habit. until no man knows whether 
his next-door neighbor is a victim or not. 

Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of opening the doors of our country 
to people from abroad if we need them to supply a scanty labor 
marke.t ; and I will not dt·aw the line alone against the Chinaman. 
I believe this country should be the asylum and refuge for the 
distressed, the downtrodden, and the oppressed of the world who 
may come here with a determined willandhonestpurposetosup
port our institutions and to build up homes for themselves. But 
they must come here to be American citizens, to be imbued with 
the spirit and genius of American institutions; buttheymustnot 
come here as criminals, as communists, as anarchists. 

I am opposed to opening the floodgates either at New York 
or San Francisco, to people who come here directly in the in
terest of the employers of labor-people who at·e brought here 
with tickets given to them by such employers-who come here 
under the auspices of padrones or masters, to compete with 
American labor in an already overstocked labor market, or un
der the auspices of the Six Companies of China to serve six years 
as coolies, bondmen, and slaves. And I am opposed to opening 
our gates for the admission of any man who does not come here, 
bringing with him his family and his household goods, for the 
purpose of becoming an American citizen, no matter whether 
his color be black, white, or yellow. 

Mr. EVERE'£T. I should like to ask the gentlema,n from 
Pennsylvania whether he thinks the present bill, as reported by 
the committee , offers any additional facilities for new immi
grants from China. I thought its exclusive object was to allow 
those already in this country an extension of time witb.in which 
they can register. Certainly when I voted to report it I did not 
contemplate any additional immigration. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Well, Mr. Speaker, we haveherotoforeunder
taken to put up our walls by legislation; but these people have 
broken through. These Chinamen, I think, can slip through a 
very small knot hole, when they have behind them an organized 
capital of untold millions of dollars as represented by the Chi
nese Six Companies. 

Mr. EVERETT. But the gentleman said it was proposed to 
offer additional opportunities for immigration. I am not aware 
that the committee in their bill propose anything in that direc
tion. 

Mr. SIBLEY. The bill proposes to limit the opportunities 
for unlimited deportation; perhaps that would be a more correct 
statement of the matter. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that under the folds of the American 
flag every American workingman should find shelt.er; that every 
schoolhouse upon the hillside shall be as a beacon light along 
the paths of liberty. I am in favor of the protection of Ameri
can industries, for American enterprise. I am in favor of any-

thing which will build up, exalt, and glorijy this nation. I am 
in favor of that broad charity which would relieve the distressed 
and the downtrodden. But I think we are sometimes liable to 
look for duty far from home, as did Sir Launfal in his vision, as 
described by Mr. Lowell. He mailed himself in his armor and 
rode over the whole wide world seeking for the Holy Grail. On 
his outset he passed the poor beggar at his castle gate; but when 
he returned, a feeble, maimed man, with only tattered garments 
about him, he saw still sitting at his gate the poor leper crying 
for alms, and Sir Launfal took the wooden bowl and broke the -
ice and gave him to drink, and shared his crust with him; and 
to his vision was revealed in the form of the leper the very 
Christ. 

And a. voice that softer than silence said, 
"Lo, it is I, be not afraid I 
In many climes. without avail, 
Thou hast spent thy life for the holy Grail; 
Behold, it is here-this cup which thou 
Didst fill at the streamlet for me but now; 
This crust is My body broken for thee, 
This water His blood that died on the tree. 

* * • • * 
Who gives himself with his alms feed three, 
Himself, his hungering neighbQr, and me." 

Why, Mr. Speaker, I believe that these people who speak so 
feelingly and touchingly of the miseries of these pereons over 
in China and of the necessity of Christianizing them, will find 
during the winter now at hand abundant opportunities for the 
exercise of their benevolence, humanity, and Christianity. 

We may each find the Holy Grail near our own castle walls be
fore the warmth of another springtime shall give comfort and 
hope to the hearts of the suffering masses. 

I would still the wails and cries of distress at home before ex
tending sentimental sympathy to be transported across the Pa
cific Ocean or scattered along the Pacific coast. You propose to 
do what has never been done or proposed to be done on the floor 
of this House for an American citizen, that is, rescind a law, be
cause a few people have seen fit to hold it in defiance. 

Mr. Speaker, I have already quoted from the Psalmist, but I 
wish to quote just one more thing that he said a little later on 
after he had got dispossessed of the charm of being '' head of the 
heathen." For later on in his career, after seeing more of the 
world, knowing more of the heathen, having gathered greater 
wisdom, he offered this prayer: 
~ave us, 0 God, and gather us together and deliver us from the heathen. 

I commend this prayer to my esteemed friend from Kentucky. 
[Laughter and applause]. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, in the short time .allotted to me 
I can only make a few observations, mainly in support of an 
amendment which I propose to offer to the pending bill. We 
have been truthfully informed by members from the Pacific 
coast that the Chinese people as a race are ngt a destructive 
people as to life or property; that they are docile in their na
ture and are not a dangerous element in the State or nation. 
We are told that they are simply undesirable citizens. 

Gentlemen from the Pacific coast representing the great State 
of California are not alone in their affliction. The greatS tate I in 
part represent, the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, instead of 
having 106,000 Chinamen within its borders, has from 300,000 to 
400,000 men who have been dumped on our shores from foreign 
lands that we would gladly exchange, and consider that we had 
made a good bargain if we could give them the Huns and the 
Slavs in exchange for their Chinamen. So this is a very much 
broader question than the bill presents; it covers more than one 
or two States. 

My State as well as other Eastern and Northern States has be
come honeycombed with people lately brought from foreign 
shores, enemies of society, enemies of the State, and enemies of 
the nation. My greatStateiscompelled to keep, while it is not a 
standing army, yet virtually it is one, a body of 8,000 men as 
well equipped, as well disciplined, and as well offi.cered as the 
Regular Army of the United States, at a cost of nearly a half 
million dollars annually! to protect the great manufacturing es
tablishments and mines of tho State or Pennsylvania. And 
what is true of Pennsylvania is also true of many other Eastern 
and Northern States. 

Mr.J8peaker, we have had in the past two months on the floor 
of the House a great many speeches delivered that were elegant 
in diction, masterly in argument, and eloquent in delivery. 
They were delivered for and against the repe.'ll of two laws, the 
Sherman law and the Federal election law-laws relating to 
matters far-reaching in their importance to the people of the 
United States. But, sir, as illlportant as these measures are, 
they are simply the subjects of legislation. If the Congress of 
the United States puts on our statute books vicious laws the 
people can correct that abuse in a succeeding- Congress by elect
ing men who will repeal the laws and bke them from the stat-
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nte books. If laws are placed on the statute books which are 
intended for the protection of cit~ens of the United States, or 
for the maintem.nce of the national credit, or to give every citi
zen the full measure of his citizenship and his right of the fran
chise, if such laws should be repealed they can be reenacted. 

But, sir, as great as these questions are, and as much as the 
people g~nerally are interested in them, there is a greater 
problem overshadowing the country to-day that makes these 
important questions sink out of sight, and that is the question 
of the unrestricted, unlimited immigration of people here from 
foreign shores. · During last year there were landed in this 
country623,084 people; in 1891,700,454. During last year 103,203 
of these foreigners crossed by the way of Canada. During the 
year 1892 of the 623,084, 21,269 were nonimmigrants or ~entle
men traveling for pleasure or business. 

Now, it is true that amongst this great number there were 
thousands of the very best people in the world; people who will 
make desirable citizens. 

To thjs class of immigrants we have bidden a hearty welcome·, 
but what is going to become of this great nation if we permit 
the vicious, the low, and degraded to come into our country. 
They are but human pests. I do not see any more opportune 
time than just now for Congress to take hold of this question. 
We are all aware of the fact thatthe b.1d element of these immi
grants are anarchists, socialists, pol~gamists, ex-convicts and 
criminals of every class. They come mto our communities, and 
one anarchist with his hellish doctrines which he pre:tches, that 
to hold property is robbery, will instil his teachings into the 
minds of the ignorant and vicious of our own land, and in a few 
months he will have around him two or three hundred people 
who believe with him. All over this country they have their 
social organizations, they have their speakers and their papers, 
and they are gradually instilling their doctrinesinto our people, 
until to-day they are sapping the very foundations of our Govern
ment, State and national. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it does not take any argument to convince 
the American people of the truthfulness of these statements. It 
takes no argument to convince the members of this Co_ngress 
that this thing should be stopped. It will take no argument to 
convince foreign nations that this thing should not be permitted. 
We have laws upon our statute books in regard to immigration, 
but they are faulty in this, that there is no provision made to 
car t·y them effectually into execution. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have no more time left. I hold in my 
hand an amendment in the nature of a substitute, which is in 
order under our rules; a measure which has been prepared very 
largely by the g-entleman from Kansas [Mr. CURTIS], who has 
spent a great dPal of time and care upon it; and whatever merit 
there is in it belongs to that gentleman. I want to offer this sub
stitute for the bill, and I want to say to the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. McCREARY] thatthis substitute provides the six 
months' extension of time to the Chinese lawfully in this country 
to register. It also defines what the word "laborer" means, 
what classes it shall include. It does not interfere in any way 
with the measure which the gentleman from Kentucky has of
fered. I ask leave to offer this amendment as a substitute for 
the bill before the House, and I ask to have it read in the bal
ance of my time. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I reserve the point of order 
against the amendment. 

The SPEAKER p1'0 tempore. The amendment will be read 
merely for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Substitute tor House blll3587, by Thad. M. Mahon, of Pennsylvania. 

Be it enacted by the Senate an<t house of Representative~ of the United States 
of America in Oongress astJembled, That, in addition to conforming to all 
present requirements of law regulating immigration, it shall be the duty of 
the mas tel" or commanding offlcel" of any steamer or sailing vessel to take 
fl•om all Chinese and other alien immigrants embarking on said steamer or 
sailing vessel a statement, sworn to by said immigrant before the United 
States consul or consular agent at the port or departure, and it shall be the 
duty of said consul or consular agent to examine all persons presenting said 
statement, under oath, as to the truthfulness of the facts set forth in snid 
statement. And if upon said examination he is satisfied said statement to 
be true he shall so certify same on said statement, and without said certifi
cate said statement shall not be received by the master or commanding of
ficer of any steamer or sailing vessel or by any customs officer or officer in 
charge of place of entry into the United States. · 

Said statement shall ~ve his or her full name, age, and sex; whether 
married or single; the ca.1Ung or occupation; whether able to read or write; 
the nationality; the last residence; the seaport tor landing in the United 
States; the final destination, it any, beyond the seaport or landing; whether 
having a ticket through to such :final destination; whether the emigrant has 
paid his or her own passage, or whether it bas been paid by other persons, 
or by any corporation, society, municipality, or government; whether in 

~~~si:~~~ ~~~Ya:cf~~~~~::0;h~ti~~;e;'e~e~!;gri0~i~ tJ~~~~!~~~: 
and if so, when and where; whethel" ever in a prison or almshouse or sup
ported by charity; whether under contract, expressed or implied, to perform 
labor in the United States; whether a polygamist, anarchist, or socia.list; 
his or her condition of beMtb., and when the statement is made by the head 
of the family the condition of the health of each minor of the family must 
be giYen; each pe:-son over 17 rears of . a.ge must make his or her own state-

ment as to his or her condition or health, mentally a-nd physically, and 
whether deformed or crippled, and 11' so, from what cause. 

SEC. 2. That it shall be unlawful for the master or commanding omcer or 
any steamer or sailing vessel or customs officer, or any officer of United 
States, to receive or pass any Chinese or other alien passe-ngers bound for 
the United States, if the statement made discloses that he or she i s unable 
to read and write, that the passage has been paid by any person other than 
the passenger, or by any company, or corporation. society, municipality, or 
go-vernment, or who does not possess, if a single 1nan.over 21 years old, the 
sum of $100; if a single womau over 21 years old, t'"'e sum of 50; if the head 
of a family, the sum of $300; or whose statement or certl.flcate ot a physician 
shows him or her to be a person or unsound mental or physical condition; 
or who has ever been in prison for any crime or misdemeanor involving 
moral turpitude; or when such person has been in an almshouse, or sup
ported by charity within five years; or a polygamist or anarchist or social
ist; or under contract, expressed or implied, to perform labor in the United 
States: Provid~d, however, That nothing herein shall prevent the recept.ion 
or passing of minors, under 17 years of age, who are coming to this country 
to join their parents, when they possess a certificate from the clerk of a 
court of record, showing that the rarents are law-abiding citizens and per
fectly able to care for such children, or any de-pendent member of a family 
who possess a certificate from the clerk of the com·t or record showing that 
the relatives in the United ~tates are residents and citizens of the county 
and State from which said certificate was issued and that they have under 
oath shown that they are not only willing, but perfectly able and agree to 
care tor such dependent relative, then, and it said dependent relative be not 
afflicted with any contagious disease, and be not an ex-convict of an infa
mous crime or misdemeanor involving moral turpitude, such person may 
be accepted as a passenger. 

SEc. 3. That all Chinese and other alien immigrants shall be listed in con
venient groups, and no one list or manife<~t shall contain more than thirty 
names. To each immigrant head of a family shall be given a ticket, on which 
shall be written his or her name, the name of his wife and names of his mi
nor children, a number or letter designa.t~ the list, and his number on the 
list for convenience of 1denti.flca.t1on on arr1val. Each list or manifest shall 
be verified by the signature and the oath or affirmation of the master or 
commanding ofilcer, or the officer first or second below him in command, 
taken before the United States consul or consular agent at the port of de
parture, before the sailing of said vessel, to the efrect he bas made a personal 
examination of each and all of the passengers named therein, and that he 
bas caused the surgeon of said vessel sailing therewith to make a physical 
examination of each of said passengers, and that from his inspection and the 
report of said surgeon he believes that no one of said passenger:~ is an idiot 
or insane person, or a pauper, or likely to become a public charge, or suf
fering from a loathsome or dangerous contagious disease, or a person who 
ba,'3 been convicted of a felony or other infamous crime or misdemeanor in
volving moral turpitude, or a polygamist. or an anarchist or socialist, or 
under a contract or agreement, expressed orimplied, toperformlaborinthe 
United States. and that also, according to the best of his knowledge and be
lief, the information in said list or manifest concerning each of said passen
gers named therein is correct and true, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I have five minutes of my time 
remaining. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I reserve the point of order 
against the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman commenced at 
twenty minut-es to 4 and had fifteen minutes. 

Mr. MAHON. I ask that the remainder of the amendment us 
offered may be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous 
consent that the remainder of this proposed amendment be 
printed in the RECORD as a part of his remarks. Is there objec
tion? 

There was no objection. 
SEC. 4. That the surgeon of said vessel sailing therewith shall also sign 

said lists or manifest before t-he departure of said vessel, and make oath 
or affirmation in like manner before said consul or consular agent, stat
ing his professional experience and qua.lifl.cations as a physician and sur
geon, and that he has made a personal examination of each of the -passen
gers named therein, and that said list or manifest, according to the best or 
his knowledge and belier, is full, correct, and true in all particulars relati\c 
to the mental and physical condition of said passengers; 1t no surgeon sails 
with any vessel bringing alien im.m1grants, the mental and physical exami
nationand the verifications of the list or manifest may be made by some 
competent surgeon employed by the owners of-the vessel; said appoint
ment to be a~proved by the United States consul or consular agent, and 
duplicate cop1es of said lists to be retained by the consul or consular agent. 

SEc. 5. That in thecaseot the !ailureof said master or commanding office::.· 
of said vessel to deliver to the said _inspector or immigration the list or mani
fest, verified as aforesaid, containing the information above required as to 
all Chinese and other alien immigrants on board, there shall be paid to the 
collector of customs at the port of arrival the sum of $1.000 for each immi
grant qualified to enter the United States, concerning whom the above in
formation is not contained in any list, as aforesaid, or said immigrant shall 
not be permitted to enter the United States, but shall be returned, as now 
provided by law. 

SEc. 6. That it shall be the duty of every inspector of arriving Chinese 
and other alien immigrants, as well as customs omcers and other omcers of 
the United States in charge of place of entry, to carefully examine each one, 
and if he shall find that he or she is unable to read or write, except children 
under the age of 17 years; that the passage has been paid by any person 
other than the person, himorherselt, or incase of minors or married women 
by any person other than the head of the family or guardian of minors, or 
that it has been paid by any company, corporation, government, or society; 
or who does not possess, if a single man over age of 21 years, the sum of 
$100; it a. single woman over age of 21 years, the sum of $50; 11' the head of a 
family, the sum of !BOO: or that such person is in an unsound mental or 
physical condition, or has ever been in prison for any infamous crime or 
misdemeanor involving moral turpitude; or that any such person has been 
in an almshouse or supported by charity within five years; or that he or she 
is coming under any contract, expressed or implied, to perform labor in the 
United States; or that he or she is a polygamist, or anarchist, or sociallst, 
then, and in either of the above c:tses, he shall refuse to allow such allen 
immigrant to land or enter the United States, and shall cause them to be 
returned as provided by law: Provided, however, That nothing herein sbalL 
prevent the reception or minon under 17years of age who are coming to this 
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..country to join their :parents when they possess a cert1fl.cat-e from the clerk 
of a court of record showing that the parents are law-abiding citizens and 
_perfectly able to care for such c1dldren, or any dependent member of a fam
ily who possesses a. certificate from the clerk of a court of record shoWing 
·that the relat ives in the United States are residents and citizens or the county 
and State from which said certificate was issued, and t.hat they have under 
oath shown that they are not only willing but perfectly able and agree to 
care for such dependent relative, then, and i! said dependentrela.tlve be not 
amict ed with any contagiou s disease and be not an ex-convict of any crime or 
misdemeanor involving moral turpitude, such person may be accepted as 
a. p assenger. 

SEC. 7. 'rhat it -shall be the duty or every inspector of arriving Chinese or 
other alien immigrants and a.ll customs omcers and other officers or the 
United States in charge or place or entry to detain for a special inquiry, 
under section 1 or the immigration act of M'a.rch 3, 1891, every person who 
may not appear to htm to be clearly beyond doutJtentitled to admission, and 
all special inquiries shall be conducted by not less than tour omcials acting 
as inspectors, to be designated in writing by the Secretary ot the Treasury 
or t he Superintendent of Immigration, tor conducting special inquiries: 
and n o Chinese · or other a.lien. immigrant shall be admitted upon special in
quiry exeept a fter a favor able decision made by at least three or eaid in
spect-ors. i:illd any decision to admit shall be subject to appeal by any dis
sent~ inSpector to the Superintendent of Immigration, whose action shall 
be subJect to review by the Secretary of the Treasury, as provided in section 
8 of said ~ation act ot March 3, 1891. 

S tw. 8. And 1t shall be the duty of all Chinese laborers now within the 
limits or the United States who were entitled to remain in the United States 
before the pas uge of the act to which this is an amendment, to apply to the 
collector of internal revenue of their respective districts within six months 
after the passage ot this act for a certificate of residence; and any Chinese 
laborer wi1;hin the limits or the United States who shall neglect, fail, or re
fUse to comply with the provisions of this act and the act to which this is an 
amendment, or who. after the expiration of said six months, shall be round 
within the jurisdiction or the Umted States without such cert1fl.cate of resi
dence shall be deemed and adjudged to be unlawfully within the United 
States, and may be arrest ed by any United States customs omcial, collector 
of i n ternal r evenue, or his deputies, Unit ed States marshal or bis deput ies, 
and t aken before a United States judge, whose duty it shall be to order that 
he be deported from the United Statea. as provided in tb.is act and 1:n the act 
to which this is an amendment. unless he shall establish clearly to the satis
faction ofthe judge that by reas on of accident, sickness, or other unavoid
able cause he has been unable to procure his certificate, and to the satisfac
tion or said United States judge, and by a.t lea.q't onecred1tablew1tnessother 
than Chinese, that he was a. resident or the United States on the ~thor Ma.y, 
1892; and i!, upon the hearing, it sh~l.l appear that he is so entitled to a cer
tificate lt shall be granted upon his paying the cost. 

Should lt appear that said Chinaman had procured a eertift.cate which has 
been lost or destroyed, he shall be detained -and judgment suspended a rea
sonable time to enable him to procure a dupllcate from the officer granting 
it, and in such cases the cost of said arrest and trial shall be in the discretion 
of the court; and any Chinese person, other than a Chinese laborer, having 
a right to be and remain in the United States, destring such cert1fl.cate 
as ertdence of such right, may apply for and receive the same without 
char ge ; and that no proceedings for a violation ot the provis1ollil or said 
sect ion 6 of said act of May 5, 1892, as originally enacted, shall hereafter be 
instituted, and th.a.t all proceedings tor such Violation now pending are 
hereby discontinned. 

SEc. 9. All Chinese or other alien immigrants coming into the United 
States by rallroads or otherwise, shall file said statement with the Unit.ed 
States omcer in charge or the port or place of entry, and said Chinese or 
other alien immigrants shall be subject to seetions 6 and 7, and all of the 
provisions of t his law and all other laws not repealed by this act, so far as 
me same is applicable. 

SEC. 10. This act ~hall take ef!ect in forty days from the time srune becomes 
a. law. 

SEC.ll. All actsor parts of actsinconsistentherewith areherebyrepealed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, this debate has 
taken ,'1 very wide range. I shall not attempt to quote the cele
brated remarkofDaniel Webster on a memorable occasion, when 
he aought to bring backtheshipof debate to its legitimate course, 
for, if 1 did, that would be growing eloquent, and when I grow 
eloqu6nt it is too seriou-s a thing for a crowd like this to stand. 
[Ls.ughter.] Those of you who have never seen me when I was 
eloquent have no idea of the devastation that lies behind me in 
the course of my remarks. [Laughter.] But I shall quote an
other gentlem:1n. There is an old gentleman down in my country 
who has a perfect contempt for the use of French and Ls.tin and 
Greek words, and he always takes any foreign ,expression that 
he hears and puts an·English terminati{)n to it so as to make 
out of it a good English noun or a good English verb. Ravine-

, heard the French expression ''apropos" a good many times, he 
concluded he would make English of it, so he constructed '' apro
porius" as an English adjective and "aproporiousness" as the 
noun. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think I may say about a good deal of this 
debate that there has been in it much earnestne.ss and some 
eloquence, but very little" aproporiousness "(laughter], and I will 
try to infuse into it some more of that desirable quality. It iB 
well enough to begin by clearing the track of some of these ir
relevances that lie in our path. First, the gentleman from Mary
land [Mr. RAYNER] made a speech, which was earnest indeed, 
but all ~arnestness is not logic and all noise is not eloquence. 
During the course of that speech, which, like the ceaseless 
cro:1kingof the Raven," Nevermore,'"' little meaning, little rel
evancy bot·e" as far as the question really before the House is 
concerned, he laid down some most astonishing propositions and 
put himself into the most extraordinat•y attitudes for a Repre
sentative of the people that I suppose it has been the fortune of 
any of you to witness sine.e y:ou have been in publie life. I shall 
analyze this remarkable utterance. First, he confessed, as a 
Representative of the people sworn to enact laws in accordance 
w-ith the Constitution of the United States, that he had voted 

for a law because he believed it to be unconstitutional, .thinking 
that the Supreme Court would set it aside. Secondly, he a~
knowledged that, as a member of a committee, he had signed a 
report without reading the bill which that report recommended 
for passage. 

In the third place, he took the position that an executive offi
cer in a fo1.;m of government like ours, not only had the right, 
but that it was his duty to suspend the operation of no law when 
in his opinion the law was cruel and inhuman! He took this po
sition without the slightest necessity for taking it, because the 
gentleman from Calliornia [Mr. GEARY] says that he acquits the 
Secretary of the Treasury of all charges of that sort, and, although 
he thinks the Att-orney-General has sinned in that direction, the 
Attorney-General himself, who expresses his own motives and 
assigns his own reasons for his action, very properly puts it upon 
no such basis, but stands upon the ground that he did execute 
the law just as far as he had power to do so; and I take it that 
there is not a man in the United States who would be further 
from contending that, as an executive officer, he had a right to 
suspend the operation of a law than the distinguished gentlem~n 
who is at the head of the Department of Justice. 

There was no necessity, therefore, for the position taken by 
the gentleman from Maryland. It was a strange position to take, 
a position which in England years ago led to the loss of the head 
of Charles I and the loss of the crown by James II. That was 
the gentleman's third position. His fourth was a P-osition which 
we of the South have been accustomed to, my California friends; 
I address especially those of you who are South-haters. It was 
a denunciation of the motives of the white people of the Pacific 
Slope and of the Rocky Mountain States. It was not as queer as 
some of the other positions, not so ridiculous, not so new, but, 
in my opinion, just as wrong. You can not indict a whole people. 
You can not arraign them at the bar. Theirmotivesare-nevera 
subject for denunciation. 

I have found that human nature all over the world, from the 
mouth of the Mississippi to the mouth of the Danube, is just 
about the same thing within the same racial limits. Within 
the great lines which God has fixed, with certain instincts, im
pulses, tendencies, traditions, within those lines human nature 
is the same everywhere. I am willing to trust the motives, the 
manhood, the generosity, the capacity for self-government, and 
the capadty for governing inferior races, inherent in the white 
people of the Pacific Slope, just as I have appealed to them, and 
as those who have stood here before me have appealed to them 
and others, to trust the capacity for self-government of the 
people of the South, and it sounded queer to me to hear such 
doctrine as that of the gentleman from Maryland come !rom the 
mouth of a Southern Democrat. The next position taken by the 
gentleman was one in which, causelessly, needlessly, irrele
vantly, he insulted the Senate of the United States, contrary to 
the rules of this body. and contrary to the courtesy that prevails 
and ought to prevail between the two Houses of Congress. 

N-ow, the queer part of all this is that these positions were taken 
in a discussion where the point at issue was as to certain amend
ments offered by the gentleman from California [Mr. GEARY] to 
the bill introduced by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mc
CREARY]. Let us go back and see what the real issue is. The 
bill of the gentleman from Kentucky is, in brief, simply a bill 
to extend the per iod within which certain Chinese who have 
failed or refused to comply with a statute of the United States 
shall be permitted to comply with it. It is a bill to prevent the 
execution upon them of the penalties which they have incurred 
provided that within a certain period they comply with the pro
visions of the law. 

Now, the gentleman from California [Mr. GEARY]hasmadeno 
objection to the passage of that bill in so far as it extends the 
period for the Chinese to comply with the law. He has merely 
offered three amendments which I have not time to r·ead; but· 
they are natural; they are necessary: there is nothing "cruel," 
"inhuman," abnormal about them, even if there be anything 
"cruel" in the Geary law itself, as the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. RAYNER] says there is. And, by the way, it is strange that 
if he thinks so, he did not introduce a bill to repeal that law in
stead of standing here to extend it for an additional time. There, 
again, his remarks" little me.aning, little relevancy bore." 

But I say these amendments are natural amendments; they 
are intended to do two things, and will, I think, accomplish them, 
first to redeclare in unmistakable terms what was thought by 
the framers of the law to have been made clear in the original 
enactment, so that there shall not be a conflict between the De
pat•tment of Justice and the Treasury Department as to carry
ing out the provisions of the law. That is one of the objects. 
The next is to require these photographs to be taken instead of 
lea.ving that matter to the :liscretion of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. And the reason for changing the law in this respect 
is a good one. 
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What is it? Because the present Secretary of the Treasury 
takes the positiOn as a lawyer, which I think is well and cor
rectly t aken1 that Congress has no right to delegate to him the 
power to levy taxation, and that the requirement of photographs 
from these Chinamen is virtually imposing a tax upon them, is 
laying upon them a financial burden which he has no right to 
impose, even if Cong-r~ss has given him such discretion, because 
Congress can not delegate such a power; and hence if Congress 
wants such a thing done it must pass a law to that effect. 

The third amendment is to define the word ' ' merchant" in the 
Geary law, so as to prevent evasion of the provisio!!s of the stat
ute. 

Now, my friends, that is the issue, as I understand it. I shall 
· vote for each one of th ese amendments. Believing, as I do, that 

the white race at the South and in the West, standing upon the 
higher round of the ladder of civilization, is willing to put its 
hand down to the inferior race standing upon the lower level 
and bring- that race up not to the same level (because, God will
inO', as the inferior comes up we will go up higher still ), but to 
bring the inferior up as we go. But wB.en in response to our in
vitations to come up higher, he of the inferior race says, "Come 
thou down lower," we answer him in the wordsof Tennyson, in
dignantly and a3tonished-

What, I to herd with n arrow foreheads, 
Ignorant of our race's gains ! 

I tell you it is not only the highest law, but the highest duty 
of every life to secure self-preservation and self-perpetuation. 
I care not whether the life be the life of an individual, of a fam
ily, of a race, of a nation, or of a civilization. God has given 
to everything worthy of living in this world the instinct, and 
has made it a duty, to resist attacks from whatsoever quarter; 
and although your problem out on the Pacific co!l.Bt is not as se
rious a one as that with which we are struggling in the South, 
it may in time become so. There will come a time, if the influx 
of Chinamen goes on upon the Pacific Slope, when the dema
goO'ue will come in, and in order to bolster up party purposes, 
de~1and that the Mongolian be equipped with the suffrage "in 
order that he may defend himself. " 

I do not remember a single effort of any great man that is so 
indelibly impressed upon my mind as that of Thomas Jefferson, 
made early in the history of this country, when he tried to pre
vail upon our forefathers in Virginia not only to stop the impor
tation of negroes, b ut to emancipate them. And when be failed, 
when he acknowledged that the failure of the effort was because 
the people were not p repared for it, and when he went further 
and said that they would be less and less prepared for it as the 
numbers of the r ace increase and the antagonisms grow, "yet 
the day is not distant when they must bear and adopt it or worse 
will follow. " Then he added, '' For there is nothing more cer
tainly written in the Book of Fate than these two things-first, 
that these people are to be free, and, secondly, that no two races 
can live on the same soil equally free." 

Had there been prescience enough-that sort of prescience 
with which intellect is endowed by unselfish love· of country
to have followed this greatest of Americans in his leadership 
then , we would have been rid of a constant threat to our civili
zation and to our race. We would not have been standing as we 
are now upon the very verge of a volcano, ready at almost any 
time to break forth. We may possess little of the sympathy of 
some of yougentlemen whom I am trying to help to-day, we may 
possess but little hope except the assurance given us by the fact 
that we have hitherto proven equal to every emergency, and 
shall, in the providence of God, prove equal to every emergency 
in the future; still we trust that we may always conjoin law and 
order with liberty; that we may, while preserving our own civ
ilization, have the manhood to be just to those to whom we must 
be schoolmasters. · 

1 am willing, then, Mr. Speaker , as long as the men of the Pa
cific Slope do not ask anything inhuman , do not ask of me any
thing cruel or anything unkind or immoral, to leave the settle
ment of this quest ion entirely to them. And I am glad to see 
that ea r ly in the history of this Chinese problem they have been 
wiser than we were in th e early history of the negro problem in 
the South, when the sm~ number of Africans on this continent 
constituted a condition other than that with which we are now 
confronted, and that they are willing to take the question up 
frankly and deal with it boldly and resoh~tely. . . 

Now, Mr. Speak er , there is another thmg to which I wish to 
call your attention . " An ounce of prevention is better worth 
t hn.n a pound or cure ;" and the right of self-preservation carries 

· along with it, for the nation, or the race, or the civilization, just 
as t he right of self-defense for the individual does, the right to 
anticipate dea i ly attack. So that all these arguments of gentle
men on the floor that there are only 106,000 orl60,000Chinesein 
t h is country do not appeal to my mind at all. When I see a gen
t leman over there rising in his place, with anger in his eyes, 

throwing his hand behind him, and I know he is armed, and I 
know that there is about him the deadly weapon from . whose 
throat may soon come a deadly missile for me, I have a right to 
anticipate the deadly attack; and, sir, on the same principle na
tions h ave the right and races above all others have the right 
to anticipate. 

And I tell you, my friends, that no feelings of philanthropy or 
of justice have ever called on a race which had through the 
centuries accumulated the fruits of civilization to surrender any 
partofthataccumulation. No race which through heredity and 
evolution of capacities has .receivedatrainingsuffi.cienttomake 
of its membersmen worthytocommand almost every emergency, 
bas ever been justly called on to render one single bit of the 
fruits which have come to it through the centuries in that way. 

Yet I doubt not through the ages one increasing purpose runs, 
And the thoughts of men are widen'd with the process of the suns. 

I can not remember now the exact words of Tennyson, bl't 
the idea is that through the fruits of labor and progress, races 
and nations, like individuals, grow to become wiser and more 
capablE\ of governing themselves, and the God in history uses, 
as an instrument through which to govern the world, the de
veloped common sense and common conscience of the people. 

And so the world goes on and attains true democracy m the 
course of time, but not immediately. It does not come all at 
once. It must come gradually through processes of evolution, 
through the ages and through the centuries. And for a race 
which has, through this process of evolution equipped itself for 
mastery as well as self-government tamely to sit down and per
mit itself to be inundated by Mongolians, or by any other inferior 
race, not thus equipped and trained, is, in my opinion, not only 
self-stultification but race suicide; and I, for one, shall not stand 
here, then, to prevent the people of the Pacific coast from hking, 
with 1·eference to this matter, a proper course which their own 
judgment inspires, to bringaboutasolutionof the troubles which 
surround them and to work out their own safety. I shall notdo 
it unless at some time they shall demand something of me which 
I, in my turn, would not ask of them-something inhuman, some
thing cruel, something wrong. 

I tell you, my friends , we alone can understand you; we alone 
on this American continent can understand you; aJld you , I hope, 
some day, will try to understand us better; and I think we can 
not cultivate the acquaintance and knowledge of one another any 
better than by uniting frankly and fearlessly whenever these 
questions-are presented to do the right thing, trusting our white 
brethren to do the right, until we have proof positive that they 
are doing wrong or until they dem~nd something of us that is 
palpably wrong. 

Now, my friends, I have the utmostconfidence in this: I h ave 
indeed no doubt that the white race on the Pacific coast will re
member two things which William Shakespeare has said, which 
I am sure that we of the South will also keep in mind. One is 
that-

* * * it is excellent 
To have a giant's strength; but it is tyrannous 
To use it like a giant. 

And the second is as true of a race as it is of an individual: 
* * * to t hine own self be true, 
And it must follow, as the night the day, 
Thou canst not then be false to any man. 

I say that is true of a race. The race that is true to its better 
instincts, to its own self-preservation, to tht~ perpetuation of its 
own civilizatio~ and its higher ideals, although somebody may 
resent the mastership which it takes of others for the time 
being, can not be false to any race, but must necessarily, as a 
part of its own advancing civilization, drag the other, nolens 
volens, along with it to a higher state than it now occupies. 

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion I wish to say that I shall vote for 
the amendments offered to the bill by these gentlemen who under
stand the problem with which they are confronted, who under
shod the race tha t has given them this trouble; because I be
lieve that the Chinese race, as far as I have seen it, is but little 
superior to the race which I know so well, and which h as given 
us so much trouble, with the aid and assistance very frequently 
of gentlemen on the other side of this House. 

If the amendments are adopted, I shall then vote for the bill 
as amended. If the amendments are not adopted, I sP.all vote 
for the bill anyway, because I agree with the gentleman from 
California [Mr. GEARY] that it would be inhuman and cruel now, 
in the face of the delusion which these people have entertained, 
rightfully or wrongfully, to force upon them all at once the full 
ter ror s of this law. I shall vote for an amendment if it is of
fered-and the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MORSE] 
promised to offer it-t hat no provisions of this bill shall apply 
to criminals among the- Chinese, and that the period shall not be 
extended as to them. 

I shall vote for an amendment, if it is offered, appropriating 
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$48,000, the amount which the gentleman from California said 
is necessary in order to carry the provisions of the bill into effect, 
to enable these Chinese, during the six months for which the 
time is extended, to register and comply with the law; for I 
think it great folly to extend the time without making an appro
priation enabling the law as to registration, etc., to be carried 
mto effect. If we do not do that, then at the end of another six 
months we are going to be faced with the same kind of a ques
tion again. I thank gentlemen for their attention. [Applause.] 

Mr. HILBORN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
clerk's desk. 

Mr. EVERETT. I reserve a point of order against the amend· 
ment. 

The SPEAKER p1·o tempore. It is simply sent to the· Clerk's 
desk to be read for inlormation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend by inserting the words "or commissioner " after the word "judge" 

in line 28 ot section 1 of said bill. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I make a point of order against 
that amendment. 

Mr. HILBORN. I merely make the offer, in order that the 
amendment may be pending, and it may take the -usual cource. 

The SPEAKER pro terwpO?·e. That is the underst.mding. 
Mr. HILBORN. Mr. Speaker, we frequently hear it said in 

the discussion of the Chinese question that the dignity of this 
great nation ought not to be lowered and that its traditional 
policy should not be changed tQ please a few "hoodlums" and 
"sandlotters " in California. This expression implies that op
position to Chinese immigration is confined to a class , and that 
class a disreputable one, in the Shtes bordering on the Pacific 
Ocean. I find the impression abroad that the advocates of Chi
nese restriction are to be found only among the vicious, unlet
tered foreign elements of our society. Those who entertain this 
opinion are greatly mistaken. 

The people of the State of California are practically unanimous 
in opposition to this class of immigration. We have ceased to 
discuss the policy of Chinese restriction among ourselves. With 
us the case is closed. This is not a new conclusion. In order to 
settle all doubts as to the opinion of our people upon this ques
tion a popular vote was had and that vo he is recorded. The pro
visions of law under which this vote was had in 1879 and there
sult of the same at the general election of that year are set forth 
in the following statement made by the governor and by him 
forwarded to the officials named therein, as required by the 
same law. 

I am indebted to the Secretary of State for this copy of a 
document on file in his Department: 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, Executive JJepartment. 
Ron. WILLIAM M. EvARTS, 

See1·etary of State, Washington, JJ. C. 
Sm: The Legislature of this State, assuming that it was desirable that 

the wishes of the people of the State upon the subject of Chinese immigfa
tion should be unmistakably expressed, passed an act, approved Dt'cember 
21, 1871, entitled "An act to ascertain and express the will of the people of 
the State of California on the subject of Chinese immigration." This act 
provided tor the submission to the electors of the State at the next general 
election the question of the continuance or prohibition of Chinese i.mm.igra
tion. rt provided that such electors as should desire the continuance of Chi· 
nese illl1Iligration might express such desire by placing on their ballots the 
words '·For Chinese immigration," and that such electors as should desire 
the prohibition of Chinese immigration might place on their ballots the 
words "Against Chinese immigration." 

This question was submitted to the voters of the State, in pursuance of the 
act above mentioned at the general election held on the 3d day of Septem
ber, 1879. 

At said general election there were chosen all State and county omcers 
and members of the United States House of Representatives. The total 
vote cast at such election was 161,40oi) votes, which 1s several thousand more 
than the votes cast at any previous election in the State. It is probable, 
therefore, that the vote was as nearly full as it would be possible, under any 
circumstances, to secure. The vote was: 
For Chinese immigration .....•...... -····· ······-·····--·······-·-· ...• 883 
Against Chinese immigratiQil. ··-- __ .... __ ...•....•... -····· ............ 154,638 
Voters who did not express any wish on the subject··--·-·-··-···--·· 5, 8&1 

The conclusion from this vote is unavoidable, to wit: That the citizens of 
the State are substantially unanimous against the continuance of Chinese 
immigration. 

The act above referred to further provides that the governor shall, after 
the vote on the question of Chinese immigration shall have been taken, make 
a statement of the question submitted to the electors, and of the vote thereon, 
and forward copies of such statement, properly certified, to the President 
and Vice-President of the United States, to eMh Cabinet Minister, Senator, 
Member of the House of Representatives, and to the goYernor of each State 
and Territory. 

Now, for your information as to the a<"tualsehtiment ot the citizens of 
this State touching the question of the continuance of Chinese immigration, 
and in pursuanceor law, I have the honor to transmit to you the foregoing 
statement. 

Very respectfully, 
fSEAL.] WILLIAM IRWIN, Governor. 
By the governor: 

THOMAS BECK, 
See1•etary of Sta1e. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS ·of New York. As there is such a large 
majority of the people Q.f California against keeping Chinese 
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there, why do they hire them and feed them and enable them to 
stay there? 

Mr. HILBORN. I will answer your question by asking an
other. I understand that you have a very large number of 
Hunsl Slavs, and Sc.:Lndinavians in your country; why do you 
employ them? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. We do not in my country. 
Mr. HILBORN. They are employed or else they would not 

stay there. 
Mr. VAN VOOi'HIS of New York. They are not in my sec

tion of the country. 
Mr. PENCE. They are in an adjoining district. 
Mr. HILBORN. · They are in your State. We know that capi· 

t::tl is soulless and selfish, and that it will employ cheap labor, 
although it may pull down the fabric of the Government. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Tjle gentleman has said 
th:1t 100,000 voted against the retention of Chinese in California. 
Do not at least 95,000 of them employ Chinese labor? 

Mr. HILBORN. Not as manv as that. 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Would there be any 

trouble in getting these people out if the people of California re
fused to employ them, or to hire them, and r efused to pay them 
anything. 

Mr. HILBORN. I suppose you are right. If we could elimi
nate the principle of selfishness from the human mind we could 
get rid of the Chinese and all other undesirable immigrants, 
but so long as selfishness abounds so long will they be employed. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Is not this, then, one of 
the cases where a "boycott" would be justifiable? 

Mr. HILBORN. I think by that means they could be driven 
out, but that is not an American method. 

Mr. GEARY. But as a lawyer the gentleman from New York 
could not approve or justify it. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I have no doubt that it 
would be efficacious with them. 

Mr. HILBORN. There has been no change of sentiment 
among the people of California since that vote was taken. The 
evils resulting from this undesirable immigration are more 
thoroughly understood now than ever before, and if a vote was 
now taken, in my opinion the majority would be still greater. 
There is not a newspaper published in the State of California 
which favors Chinese immigration, and I can sa-fely S9.Y that 
what is true of California is also true of Oregon, Washington, 
and Nevada. Is that so as to Oregon? . 

Mr. HERMANN. That is so. 
Mr. HILBORN. The opposition to this undesirable immi

gration is confined to no political party and to no class of people. 

NOT A CONTEST BETWEEN DIFFERENT RACES OR NATIONALITIES. 

This is not now and never has been a contest between races 
or nationalities. It is something broader and higher than that. 
It is a contest between two civilizations-the oriental civiliza
tion (if it can be called a civilization) and our own. One was 
hoary with age before the English language was spoken on the 
face of the earth. A civiliza.tion which culminated before our 
west3rn civilization began. A civilization of want and galling 
poverty. Under such a civilization the Chinese race h as been 
developed. With them, from the cradle to the grave, it is a 
hand-to-hand struggle with starvation, and fortunate are they 
who die of old age . 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. May I ask you another 
question? 

Mr. HILBORN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Why do you call the 

Chinese immigrants? They do not come under IDy such desig
nation. They only come here with a view of going away again. 

Mr. HILBORN. It is a misnomer to call them immigrants; 
it is an invasion--

Mr. WILSON of Washington. They are laborers, contract 
laborers. 

Mr. HILBORN. And therefore they differ from &1 other 
immigrants. 

Mr. VANVOORHIS of New York. Doyou class the Chinese 
as a ci vilited people? 

Mr. HILBORN. They have theircivilization. Yes, sir. They 
have a civilization much older than ours. A nation which un
derstood the art of printing, had invented gun powder and the 
mariner's compass centuries before they were known in the West, 
can be said, I think 1 to have a civilization. A nation that has 
perpetuated itself for seventy centuries must have something, 
call it civlization or what you will. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Where do you draw the 
line between barbarism and civilization? 

Mr. HiLBORN. These people are not barbarians. A people 
who can compete with us in every branch of human industry are 
not barbarians. 
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Mr. VAN VOORHIS oi New York. I have heard them so 
called in this de bate. 

Mr. HERMANN. The class of peoolewho come to this coun
try are not the civilized cl ss of China. 

Mr. HILBORN. They do not come from the higher classes 
of the people of China. On the contrary, the Chinese laborers 
in the United States come from the lowest grade of the Chinese 
people. 

They inhabit a country whose rel:!ources are t axed to the utmost 
to support the population. When the products of a district fall 
off, the population must diminish accordingly. 

These h ard conditions h ave produced a rii.ce of people whuse 
serious faces are seldom lighted with asiD.i!e. They have solved 
the problem that a hum:m being carr live and labor on 5 cents a 
day; thata littlerice. fish, and vegetables will sustain life. Their 
dress is the perfection of economy and has not changed for cen-
turies. · 

THE TWO CIVILIZATIONS COMPARED. 

This civilization of the Orient, so equipped with these en
forced ecJnomies, came across the PcLCific and came into contact 
with our \rVestern civilization, a civilization of comfort and 
plenty, a civilization which mews the family, the home and home 
circle, the he U'thstone, the public schools, the Sunday school, 
and the church. I believe God likes this civilization of ours, 
for it does not stifl e or repress, but brings out of the human be
ing all that is good in him. But our civilization is expensive; it 
costs money to maintain it. Our laborers can not live and sup
port families and educate their children on the wages that sat
isfy the Chinaman. The conditions are different. The one is 
disch Lrging his duties as a citizen, the other h as no family and 
asssumes none of the duties of citizenship. The Chinese are not 
available as jurymen, can not be called upon as a posse C01Jlita
tus to preserve order, nor be relied upon as soldiers. I believe it 
to be self-evident that either the American laborer must perish 
from the .face of the earth or the Chinese laborer must be ex
cluded. 

China has a population of four hundred millions and we have 
sixty-five millions. This great reservoir of humanity is justbe
jond our western border, and only a peaceful ocean between us. 
For less than $40 per c_apita every individual in China could be 
transported to American soil. Every one of this ~ast collection 
of human beings could come from Hongkong to San Francii:!CO 
with as little expense and danger as that attending a trip from 
Omaha to Washington. They could overrun us like an army o-.f 
locusts. They could duplicate our population, and the absentees 
would scar cely be mis ed in their own country. China could 
spare a man to compete for the bread of every American laborer, 
and his absence would not be noted in that great hive of hu
manity. 
WHAT THE AMERICAN LABORER MUST DO TO COMPETE WITH THE CHINESE. 

The ques tion may be asked why it is that the American la
borer can not competef:1uccessfully? And I have heard the cruel 
opinion uttered- that if he can not compete with the Chine~e he 
ought to perish. The American laborer can successfully com
pete with the Chinaman in the struggle for existence, if he can 
and will go down to his level and live as he does. Do we want 
that? Can we maint loin our form of government under such con
ditions? Can the family, which is the glorious corner stone of 
our civilization, be maintained when the bread-winner receives 
only Chinese wages? 

WAGES OF LABORERS IN MANUJi'ACTORIE:S. 

There is a large number of manufa.Cturing est:l blishments in 
California engaged in manufacturing for loc tl consumption. Up 
to 18ti0, and perhaps later, the workmen in these establishments 
were white men, and they earned wages sufficieJ!.t to support 
their fcLmilies.. These establishments still exist, but the work is 
done by Chinese. They have driven the white man out of almost 
every braneh of light manufacture. And this is the way it is done. 
Suppose there is an establishment for the manufacture of boots and 
shoes s uihble for t h e miners. There are a hundred men em
p loyed there, and the wages paid ar~ $3 per day. That is no, 
moee thHn sufficient for the support of a family. A few Chinese 
obtain employment there. Inallemploymentwhere mere m anual 
dexterity is required, they a re adepts. They learn the art of 
making boots. One of their number, their spokesman, goes to 
the p "oprietor and says: 

"How many men are you employing?" 
"One hundred." . 
"How much do you p ay them?" 
"Three dolb.rs per day." 
"I will fu rnish all the labor you want for two dollars and a 

half per day.:' 
H ere is a s trong temptat ion to the cupidity of the proprietor. 

He o in make $E>O a day by discharging his white men and em
ploying Chinese. Bnt he is incline~ to give preference to the 
people of his own r ace , and so he gives them the option of con
tinuing at two dollars and a half per day or quitting. The Ameri-

ica.n workmen accept the situation and continue to work at the 
reduced wages, whi~h means fewer comforts and no luxuries in 
their households. What makes the bu.rden harder to bear is the 
knowledge that the ·reduction of wages was not necessa.ry and 
that the proprietor was making a profit out of their labor at the 
former rate. 

Having failed in his :first attempt to supplant the white men, 
the Chin :l.m l:l.n tries it again and o ffers to work for two dollars a 
day, a dollar and a half a day; a dollar a day; 50 cents ad y; 25 
cents a day; 10 cents a day if necessll'y. I don't mean to say 
that the Chinaman works for 10 cents a day, but it is because he 
doos not havtj to. He will get all he can. but he will bid just low 
enough to drive the white m<tn out of employment. 

Mr. HERMANN. And I will suggest to the gentle~an that if 
the employer does not finally give the Uhinamen the employ
ment which he wants, in prefe1·ence to the American workman, 
he will start a factory on his own account, as he has in the gen
t leman's own city. 

Mr. HILBORN. Yes. There comes a time in this competi
tion when the white man has to get out; when he can no longer 
support his family. So he goes out and joins the g t·e at army of 
the unemployed. He goes to the sand lots and listens to the 
harangues o f mischief-makers. His nsefulnesa as a citizen is de
stroyed. He inveighs against the law and against the Govern
ment. He knows there is something wrong in a system which 
has compelled him to compete with men w bo support no fami
lies, and who can live on 10 cents a day. And when he hears the 
sentimentalists in their learned disquisitions say that the fittest 
must survive, and that in this contest·the Chinaman h as shown 
that he is the fittest, his breast is :filled with emotions which 
bode no good to those who have beanmorefortunatein the strug
gle for wealth. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I understand that these Cliinese gener
ally have no families. 

:Mr. HILBORN. I presume there are in the United States 
to-day not over one hundl~ed Chinese families, and those not 
families in the sense that we speak of the fa.mily. 

I have seen these American· workingmen, educated, Christian 
men, husbands and fathers, useful members of society, robbed 
of their employment by this competition with the Chinese, re
duced to penury and want. I have heard them rail at those con
ditions which have brought them to such dim distre s. 

THE VIRTUES OF THE CHINESE M.A.KB THEM.DANGEROUS COMPETITORS. 

The peculiar conditions under which the Chinese race has been 
developed h ave made them especially skillful as bread-winners. 
As merchants they have proven themselves to be the best tra
ders in the world, ~nd have outstripped all competitors in a fair 
race. They understand the laws of trade, of exchange, and the 
values of money. The merchant prince who sleeps under his 
counter, and lives on 50 cents a day, can drive out of business 
his white rival who has his house in town, his country seat, and 
his pew in church. 

. CHINESE MANAGE TO ACQUIRE SOME EDUCATION. 

The Chinese laborer is not the ignorant being he is sometimes 
considered. All of them have the rudiments of their peculiar 
education. From my observation I am convinced that 00 per 
cent of these people can read and write theit· own language. 
This can not be said of any other class of foreign laborers who 
have emigrated to this country. And -when we consider that 
the Chinese laborer in the United Sbtes is recruited almost 
entirely from the very lowest strata of Chinese society we are 
:filled with wonder at the patient, plodding methods of this peo· 
ple who find time to acquire some education while engaged in the 
fearful struggle for existence. 

PECULIAR VIRTUES OF THE CHL'mSE. 

They have their virtues. They are industrious and, with the 
exception of the use of opium, are temperate. Their chief vice 
is gambling. With. this exception they are very economical. 
This is a paradox; the very virtues of these strange people make 
them the more dangerous to our civilization. They can mo
nopoHze our labor fields if allowed to do so, and destroy our great 
middle class. 

l t is avoiding the question to say that these people are no more 
undesirable than some other foreig'Ilers. That is no argument, 
for if we can not make a success of excluding this race, we may 
as well abandon all hope of excluding any undesirable immi· 
gra tion. 

CHINESE DO NOT ASSIMILATE. 

But there is a broad distinction between this kind of immigra
tion and any other from which we have sutfered. The Chinese 
alone will not assimilate. A Chinaman who was born in this 
country thirty years ago, is to-day just as thoroughly Chinese in 
habits, thoug-ht, and language, in eve ~ything, as though he had 
been born in Canton. He kno~vs nothing of our laws or our form 
of government, and cares nothing about them. He knows noth
ing of our language o-r our religion, and he haB n contempt for 
both. 

. 
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!rl!EY ARE THRIFTY AND SEND MOST OF THEm WAGES HOME TO CHINA. 

All that they earn, excepting the pitiful sum tfiey pay for 
their expenses, goes to China, and there at last they go them
selves. 'rhe averdge period of a Chinam'ln·s residence in the 
United SttteS'is abouttJ.veyears. Inthattimethey save enough 
to maintain themse ves in comfort in their own country. Since 
their first settlement in California they have sent out of that 
State $30l>,OOJ,OOO of their earnings. My colleague [Mr. GEARY] 
places the amount much higher, and he has obtained his data 
from official sources. My estimate is certainly conservative, and 
prob Lbly much below the actual amount. 

What other State but California with her wonderful resources 
could have stood such a drain? Suppose that the laborers of 
the State of Pennsylva.nia or New York shouldper5istentlysend 
out of the·country such a proportion of their wages, how lon<Y 
would either of those St!ttes avoid ba.nkruptcy? o 

THE CHIN~SE POPULATION INCREASING DlllSPITE RESTRICTIVE LAWS. 

This is no time to relax our vigilance against the encroach
ments of this undesirable immigration. Notwithstanding we 
have h ad on our statute books for the past ten years laws either 
:estricting the incoming of Chinese laborers or actually exc1ud
mg them, the returns of our own census show an increase in this 
population in the United States. Notwithstandmg our vigilance 
in beating them off they have baffied us at every point. 

CHINESE POPULATION l.N THE UNITED STATES. 

In 1880 the tota.l Chinese populat-ion of the United States was 
105,465; in 18~0, it was 107 ,475; showing a tota.l gain of popula
lation in the United States of over 2.,000. I have obtained these 
figures from Census Bulletin No. 199! issued July 14,1892. They 
diner somewhat from the figures given in the report of the com-

' mitk.e which accompanies this bill. I have had the figures I 
have pre.sen ted veri tied at the Census Office and am assured that 
they are correct. 

In 1~80 the Chinese population in · California was '75,132; in 
1890 it was 72,472, showing a falling off in our particular State. 
They seemed to have turned their faces eastward. In New York 
in 1<:170 there were only ~9 Chinese. In 1880 there were 909' i~ · 
1830, 2,9:l5. In Pennsylvania in 1870, there were 13; in1880, I48; 
and in 1890, 1,146. 
. The incr~ase ~f Chinese in the East, ~I though not startling in 
1ts proportiOns, lS neverth2less sugges t1ve a.nd contains a potent 
warning. . If Eastern capital, which now employs the cheapest 
labor obtamable in Europe, ~ hould find public opinion tolerant of 
Chh:1 ese labor, it would not be long before the Chinese question 
would loom up in dangerous proportions in our Eastern cities and 
their suburbs. I say d Jngerous, because experience has shown 
tha.t the presence of these nonassimilative aliens is a constant 
menace to the peace of an Americ m community. 

If the Representatives of the EJ.Stern St;1.tes should bring this 
danger to the homes of their pe:)ple by sentimental legislation 
on this subject, they would in the disorders th::tt would follow 
find :r;to solace. in the reflection that they had been guided by 
gushmg emonon when they should have followed the dictates 
of common sense. 

From every point of view this immigration is undesirable and 
U we would preserve the Aineric3.11 laborer from ruin, if we 
would preserve our civilization itself we must ex:clude this pecu
liar people. 

For forty years this conflict between these rival civilizations 
has been w:1ged out on our Western slope. You of the E1st do 
not appreciate the fierceness of the struggle, for two mountain 
ranges and a broad desert plain separate us. 

:eut experience has taught us this lesson: The civilization of 
the Orient and the civilization of the Occident can not exist side 
by side in Americ.1.. One or the other must go down. Which 
shall it be? [Loud applause.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolution~ 
Reso~ved, ~at the ~ecret?~ be. directed to retur~ to the House of Repre

aensatl.v~s, m compliance "\Ylth 1ts reques~. the ;Jomt resolution (S. R. 33) 
&uthonzmg t.he Joint Comnuttee on the Library to grant the privilege of 
using and drawlng books from the Library to the chief justice and associate 
j11stices o:r the court of appeals of the District or Columbia.. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was gran ted as follows: 
To Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky, indefinitely, on account of impor

tant business. 
To Mr. BUNN, for two weeks, on account of important busi

ness. 
To Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, for five days, on ac

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

The House then, on motion of Mr. EVERETT (at 4 o'clock 
and 48 minutes p.m. ), adjourned. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, comm1ttees were discharged 

from the consideration of the following bill. and a joint resolu
tion; which were re-referred, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3934) granting a pension to Sarah S. Rather; the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A joint re3olution (H. R ::s. 75) providing for the publication 
of 50.000 extra copies of the Compendium of the Eleventh Cen
sus; the Committee on Printing discharged, and !'eferred to the 
Committee on Appr_opriations. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol

lowing titles were introduced, and severally' referred as follows: 
By M1·. STALLINGS: A bill (H; R. 3~8::i) to place cotton bag

ging or other material suitable for b::~ling cotton on the free 
list-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3984) to place cotton-ties or iron ties used in 
b ling cotton on the free list-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. · 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 3985) making 
an appropriation for the constr uction of a ship canal connecting 
L 'lkes Union and Washington with Puget Sound-to the Com-
mittee on Rail ways and Canals. . 

By Mr. BALD WIN: A bill (H. R. 3986) to establish the boun
dary of the custom-hous.e district of Duluth, Minn.-to the Com
mittee on Interst.n.te and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDI': A bill (H. R. 3!-.187) to ena.ble the Sec
retary of War to continue the reconst-ruction of the milita.ry 
post at Jefferson Barracks, Mo.-to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: A bill (H . R. 4003) to admit to 
the mails as second-class matter periodical publications issued 
by or under the auspices of regularly incorpo1'ated benevolent 
and fraternal societies and orders and ~stitutions of learning, 
and for other purposes-to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Ro.tds. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennnessee: A resolution to print 
8,000 copies of fourteenth annual report of director of Bureau of 
Ethnology-to the Committee on Printing. 

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 

titles were presented and referred as follows: 
By Mr. AITKEN: A bill (H. R. 3988) granting a pension to 

Marrilla Parsons, of Detroit, Mich.-to the Committee on Inva
lid Pensions: 

By Mr. AVERY: A bill (H. R . 3989) for the relief of Charles 
Babbitt-to the Committee on :Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BART.HOLDT: A bill (H. R. 3990) for the relief of 
Samuel E. Sneed-to the Committee on Chims. 

By Mr.CARUTH: Abill(H.R.3991)forthereliefof the estate 
of Henry O'Neal, deceased-to the Committ _e on War Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 3992) to increase 
the pension of Julia Be ws-to the Commit tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FIELDER: A bill (H. R. 31)~3) for the relief of the le<Yal 
administrators of William Boardman, dece!tSed-to the Comn~'it
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3994) for the relief of Mary H. Noonan of 
Jerse-y City, N. J.,for claim as investiga ted n.nd reported fav'or
-ably by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of 
M _ .. rch 3, 1883, and for rent and occupation of buH.ding by the 
military forces-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LOCKWOOD: A bill(H. R.3995)torelieve John Finn 
alias John Flynn, of the charge of desertion-to the Committe~ 
on Military Afi'a~rs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3996) to place Warren A. Woodson on the 
retired list for privates and noncommissioned officers of the 
United Stat.es Army-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3997) for the relief of Barton Atkins ex
United States marshal for the district of Alaska-to the Com
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3998) for the relief of Franklin Lee and 
Charles F. Dunb.J.r-to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3999) for the relief of Charles A. Danolds
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: A bill (H. R. 4000) for the relief of 
Mrs. J. ~· Fa.gg, widow of Col. John A. Fagg-to the Committee 
on Pens10ns. 
. By Mr. HEARD (~y request): A bill (H. R. 4001) for the re

hef of John W. Damel-to th ... Committee on Claims. 
~y Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R.. 4002) for the 

relief of B. Dudley Mille~r-to the Committee oil War Claimt. 

/ 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule L""'UI, the following petitions and pa
pers were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BYNUM: Memorial of D. R. Lucas, Ira J. Chase, and 
A. McLean, committee representing the Foreign Christian Mis
sionary Society, favoring the modification of the law restricting 
Chinese immigra.tion-to the Uommittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of th~ estate of Harvey D. 
Latham, of Warren County, Miss., praying for reference of claim 
to the Court of Claims under the provisions of the Bowman 
act-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the estate of Thomas H. Jett, late of Warren 
County, Miss., praying for reference of claim to the Court of 
Claims, under the provisions of the Bowman act-to the Com
mittee on War Claimr:~. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Petition of Genesee Annual Conference of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church, for the repeal of the Geary 
law-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. IKIRT: Averment and allegations of Jane Webster, 
widow of Joel Web3ter, to accompany House bill 3977-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in case of Charles Candy, to accompany House bill 
3976-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, resolutions of the Bimetallic League of Canton, Ohio, in 
regard to thepreservationof silver as money-to theCommittee 
on Uoinage, Weights, and MeJtsures. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Petitition of 65 citizens of 
Sheffield, Pa., praying that no reduction be made in the tariff on 
glass bottles-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILSON of West Virginia: Petitition of West Vir
ginia Conference, Methodist Episcopal Church, for the repeal of 
the Geary law-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

SENATE. 
MOND.A.Y, October 16, 1893. 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 

approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented ;re\'lolutions adopted at a 
mass meeting of citizens of Memphis, Tenn., in favor of the con
ditional repeal of the so-called Sherman silver law; which were 
ordered to lie on the t~ble. 

He also presented a petition of the Nebraska Annual Confer
ence of the Methodist Episcopal Chur:c~, of Beatrice, Nebr., 
praying for the repeal of the so-called Geary Chinese law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of Bliss, Fabyan & Com
pany and 116 others, merchants and citizens of Boston, Mass., 
praying for immediate action on the question of unconditional 
repeal, and recommending subsequeut legislation securing the 
use of silver as money under proper safeguards and providing 
for the use of the gold reserve; which was ordered to lie on the 
t able. 

He also presented the petition of George H. Edwards and 57 
others, merchants and brokers of Boston, Mass., praying for im
mediate action on the bill to repeal the silver-purchasing clause 
of the so-called Sherman law; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. STEW ART presented a memorial of the Franklin Club, 
of Cleveland, Ohio, remonstrating against the adoption of a 
compromise measure on the silver question, and praying for the 
free and unlimited coinage of silver at a ratio of 16 to 1; which 
w~.s ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of E. B. Bigelow and 155 other 
citizens of Jackson, Mich., and the memorial of John 0. Zabel 

' and 24 other cit izens of Petersburg, Mich., remonstrating 
against the unconditional repeal of the so-called Sherman silver 
law, and praying for the free and unlimited coinage of silver at 
ratio of 16 to 1; which were ordered to lie on the t able. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Commercial Club 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the repeal of the silver-purchas
ing clause of the act of July 14, 1890; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. ""' 

He also presented a petition of the Indiana yearly meeting of 
the religious society of Friends, praying for the repeal of the 
so-called Geary Chinese law; which was referred to the Commit
tee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of J. S. Calvin and 95 
other merchants of Chester County, S.C., -praying that an im
mediate vote be taken upon the repeal bill now pending in the 
Senate; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. HARRIS, from th~ Committee on Finance, to whom was 

referred the bill (S. 874) for the relief of W. W. Rollins, collector 
of internal revenue for the fifthcollectiondistrictof North Caro
lina, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

ELECTIONS IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I am instructed by the Committee on Ter

ritories, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 65} 
fixing_ the qualifications to vote and to hold office in the Cherokee 
Outlet, Oklahoma Territory, at the first municipal elections, to 
report it without amendment. It is a unanimous report-that is, 
all the members of the committee present in the city agreed to 
a favorable report of the joint resolution-and I ask for its im
mediate consideration. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read for information, so that we 
m ay see what it is. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Is this a report from a committee; and 

if so, is it un:mimous? It comes from the Committee on Terri
tories, I suppose? 

Mr. FAULKNER. It is a report from the Committee on Ter
ritories, and it is unanimous. The only ch::~.nge proposed in the 
law is that the present statutes of the Territory restrict persons 
entitled to vote to those who have been residents of the Terri
tory for six months. This applies only to the towns and mu
nicipalities within the Strip that was opened on the 16th of Sep
tember. The governor of the Territory has called an election 
in those municipalities. There is one town of 10,000 popula
tion with no municipal government whatever. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolption. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the restriction referred to in the re
solve? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Does the Senator mean in the orignal Ter
ritorial act? 

Mr. HOAR. The resolve refers to a certain restriction con
tained in a previous statute of the United States. What is that 
restriction, is my question? 

Mr. FAULKNER. This measure does not touch that question 
at all . 

Mr. HOAR. I want to know what it is. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I will have it read for the benefit of the 

Senator. 
Mr. HOAR. The resolve says that the voting shall be sub

ject to no other restriction except that contained in a st!:Ltute 
found in a certain volume and page named. My question to the 
Senator from West Virg'inia is, What is that restriction which is 
kept alive and reserved? 

Mr. FAULKNER. In answer to the question suggested by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, I will state that the provision 
is foui;J.d in the fifth section. The joint resolution does not alter 
that restriction. 

Mr. HOAR. I know; but I want to know whether it should 
alter it or not. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let the Senator read i t. 
Mr. FAULKNER. It is as follows: 

SEc. 5. That all male citizens of the United States above the age o! 21 
years, and all male persons o! foreign birth over said age who shall have 
twelve months prior thereto declared their intention to become citizens o! 
the United States. as now required by law, who are actual residents at the. 
time o! the passage o! this act of that portion or said Territory which was 
declared by the proclamation of the President to be open !or settlement on 
the 22d day of April, A. D. 1889, and of that :portion o! ::;aid Territory hereto
tore known as the Public Land Strip, shall be entitled to vote at the first 
election in the Territory. At every subsequent election the qualifications 
o! voters and of holding otnce shall be such as may be prescribed by the 
Legislative Assembly, subject, however, to the following restrictions on the 
power of the Legislative Assembly, namely: 

These are the restrictions: 
First. The right of suffrage and of holding otHce shall be exercised only by 

cit izens of the United States above the age o! 21 years and by p ersons of 
foreign birth above that age who have declared on oath, before a competent 
cour t of record, as required by the naturalization laws o! the United States, 
their intention to become citizens. 

Mr. HOAR. What is that statute? Does it relate to Okla· 
homa, or is it a general Territ{)rial statute? 

Mr. FAULKNER. It relates to Oklahoma. 
Mr. HOAR. What is the date of it? 
Mr. FAULKNER. May 2, 1890. 
Mr. HOAR. That is what I supposed the reading of the stat

ute by the Senator would disclose. It other words, this resolve 
which the Senator has reported establishes for Oklahoma a 
principle which is in violation of a statute of the United States 
in regard to Territories generally, which is found in the g-eneral 
statutes, in regard to persons of foreign birth, as itr proposes . to 
allow -persons who are not citizens of the United States, on twelve 
months' residence and a declaration of an intent to become citi
zens, to vote. I am opposed to that policy. I do not think that 
the purpose to become a citizen of the United States, howev~ 
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