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SENATE.
MoxnpAx, February 5, 1894.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D.
T?:{i}'(mmal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap-
proved.
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O.
TowLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House hasagreed
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4859) for the
relief of certain settlers upon the Iowa Reservation, Oklahoma
Territory. 4

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill

'H. R.5529) to repeal section3ll of the Revised Statutes of the
nited States, relating toaccountsof the Treasury of the United
States, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the followingenrolled bills, and they were thereupon
signed by the Vice President:

A bill (H. R. 633} for the relief of the heirs of Martha A. Denly,
deceased: and

A bill (H. R. 4859) for the relief of certain seftlers upon the
Towa Reservation, Oklahoma Territory.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate acommunica-
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance
with law, an abstract of the military force of the United States
according to the latest returns received at the office of the Ad-
jutant-General, United States Army, for the year ending 1893;
which, with the accompanying rs, was referred to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

He alsolaid before the Senate a communieation from the Sec-
retary of the Navy, transmitting, in response to a resolution of
January 24, 1894, certain information relative to the retirement
from active service of officers of the Navy, ete.; which, on mo-
tion of Mr. HALE, was, with the accompanying papers, referred
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate
resolutions of the Legislature of the Commmonwealth of Massa-
chusetts, relative to the tariff on cotton manufactures; which
will be referred to the Committee on Financa.

Mr. HARRIS. The resolutions of a legislative body are in-
variably read. That is my recollection.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be read.

The memorial was read and referred to the Committee on Fi-
nance as follows: 3

COMMONWRALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, In the year 1894
Resolutions relative to the tariff on cotton manufactures.

‘Whereas the people of Massachusetts believe that the passage of the Wil-
son bill, now pending before Congress, and especlally that part relating to
the cotton industry, will not only greatly injure the cotton business gener-
ally, but will entirely destroy the filne-goods business of Massachusetts:

Therefore,

Bz it resolved, That the senate and house of representatives of the Com-

monwealth of Massachusetis, in general court assembled, respectfully urge

(Congress the im ance and public benefit of defeating that por-
tion of said bill entitled “Schedule I—Cotton Manufactures,” and request
the Senators and Representatives in Co from this Commonwealth
tousetheir influence against the passage of said section. .

Resolved, That copies of theseresolutions, properly attested, be transmit-
ted Dy the secretary of the Commonwealth to the officers of both
branches of Co%eas, and also to the Senators and Representatives in Con-
gress from this Commonwealth. 7

In senate, adopted January 24, 1894,

In house of represontatives, adopted in concurrence January 29, 1804

A true copy. Attest: S

WILLIAM M. OLIN,
Becretary of the Commonwealth.,

Mr. COCKRELL presented memorials of George S. Mepham
& Klein, of St. Louis, Mo.; of Charles B. Gray and other eiti-
zens of Cruise, Mo., and of Dingee, Weinman & Co., of Lynch-
burg, Va., remonstrating against a reduction of the duty on
manufactured and unmanufactured barytes; which were referred
to the Committee on Finance. .

He also presented a memorial of the Kauffman Milling Com-
pany, of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating inst a reduction of
the duties on all articles imported into this country, until such
countries [rom which they are imported shall revise their tariff
laws and cease to discriminate against American flour infaver
of wheat: which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented memorial of the Whitman Agricultural Com-
pany, of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against placing agricul-
turil implements upon the free ljst; which was referred to the
Committee on Finance.

He also presented a memorial of Fennimore Association, No. 5,
Lithographic International Protective and Insurance Associa-
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tion of the United States and Canada, of St. Louis, Mo., remon-
strating against a reduction of the dut.s on imported lithograph
prints, and praying that the present duty be changed from ad

valorem to ¢; which was referred to the Committee on Fi-
naoce.
He also presented a memorial of 258 miners of lead ores in

Southwest uriand Southeast Kansas, remonstrating against
a reduction of the duty on lead ore; which was referred to the
Committee on Finanee.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mooresville,
Mo., in the interest of fraternal college and society journals,
praying for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill, propos-
ing to amend the postal laws; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Post-Ollices and Post-Roads.

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the
Merchants’ Exchange, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the p e

‘of House bill No. 3183, to prevent train-robbing and train-wreck-

ing: which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com-
merce.

He also presented a petition of Drs. James Weir Heddens, W.
B. Davis, and Daniel Morton, a committee on behalf of the Bu-
chanan County Medical Society, of St. Joseph, Mo., praying for
the enactment of legislation to establish a bureau of public
health within the Treasury Department of the United States;
which was referred to the Committee on Epidemie Diseases.

He also presented a petition of the Humane Society of Mis-
souri, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for an
international maritime conference for the better protection and
care of animals in transit; which was referred to the Committee
on Foreign Relations,

He also presented a memorial of Dodson-Hils Manufacturin
Company, of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the mposag
reduction of the duty on pickles; which was referred to the
Committee on Finance.

He also presented petitions of sundry eigar manufacturers of
Jefferson City and Lamar, Mo., praying for the imposition of a
uniform duty of 5 per cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco; which
were referred to the Committee on Finance. :

Mr. SQUIRE. I presenta memorial si%ned by about a thou-
sand citizens, artisans, and mechanies of Ilion, my old home in
the State of New York, remonstrating sgainst the passage of
the Wilson tariff bill. I move thatthe memorial be referred to
the Committee on Finance.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. HAWLEY presented a memorial of the Board of Trade
of Waterbury, Conn., remonstrating against the imposition of
an income tax; which was referred to the Committee on Fi-

nance.

Mr. CULLOM. I presentnineteen petitions ofcitizens of Suf-
folk County, Long Island, N. Y., praying for the retention of the
duties on agricultural products, as provided by the act of Octo-
ber 1, 1820, The petitioners, whose signatures are attached,
number 639 persons. I move that thepetition be referred to the
Committee on Finance.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of H. L. Dahl and sundry
other members of the Merchant Tailors’ National Exchange of
the United States, remonstrating against a reduction of the duty
on cloth, ete.; which were referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a petition of the drug trade section of the
New York Board of Trade and Transportation, g:;ﬁyiug that cer-
tain amendments be made in the proposed tarily to the sched-
ules which affect the drug trade; w was referred to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem-
perance Union, of Belvidere, Ill., praying for an increase of the
tax on spirituous liguors; which was referred to the Committea
on Finance.

He also presented a petition of Continental Council, No. 55
National Union, of Chieago: of sundry citizens of Greenup, an
of sundry citizens of Highland Park, ll in the State of Illinois,
praying for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill, propos-
ing to amend the postal laws; which were referred to the Com-
mittee on Post-Offices an Post-Roads.

He also presented a petition of drug millers of New York,
Chicago, Ill.; Peora, Ill.; Philadelphia, Pa.: Jersey City, N.J.,
and Fond du Lac, Wis., praying for a change in section 468, in
free-list schedule of the Wilson bill, relating to drugs, etec.;
which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. LODGE presented the memorial of George N. Nixon and
25 other operativesof the Waite Felting Manufactory, of Frank-
lin, Mass., remonstrating against the proposed reduction of the
duty on woolen and worsted goods; which was referred to the
Committee on Finance.

He also presented the memorial of B. F. Huntington and 301
other citizens of Essex County, Mass,, remonstrating against the
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of the Wilson tariff bill; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Iinance.

He also presented petitions of Charles W. Stiles, secretary of
the Council of the Washington (D. C.) Biological Society, and of
Prof. C. H. Hitchcock and 11 other members of*the faculty of
Dartmouth College, New Hampsire, praying for the removal of
all duties upon scientific and philosophical apparatus whose chief
use is for instruction or research;-which were referred to the

Committee on Finance.

Mr. VEST presented petitions of J. F. Park and othercitizens
of New London, of F. M. Chapman and other citizens of Louisi-
ana, and of J. B. Bradley and other citizens of Norborne, all in
the State of Missouri, praying for the passage of the Manderson-
Hainer bill proposing to amend the postal laws; which were re-
ferréd to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

He also presented memorials of B. A. Roy and other citizens
of Bonne Terre, and of R. Bugg and other citizens of Potosi, all
in the State of Missouri, remonstrating against the importation
of silver-lead ores from Mexico, and also against the proposed re-
duction of the duty on lead ores; which were referred to the
Committee on Finance.

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of the File Manufac-
turers’ Association, of New York City, N. Y., and memorials of
64 citizens of Morgan; of 111 citizens of Washi m; of 27 eiti-
zens of Akron, and of 116 citizens of Cleveland, all in the State
of Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the Wilson tariff
bill: which were referred to the Commitiee on Finance.

He also presented memorials of 227 business men and wool-
growers of the Territory of New Mexico, remonstrating against
placing wool on the free list; which were referred to the Com-
mittee on Finance. I

He also 'Brasented apetition of Ideal Council, No. 231, National
DUnion, of Toledo, Ohio, in the interest of fraternal, college, and
Bociety journals, praying for the passage of the Manderson-
Huiner bill proposing to amend the postal laws: which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

He also presented a petition of Carpenters’ Loeal Union, No.
143 Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Canton, Ohio,
praying for the enactment of legislation for the better protec-
tion of Amsrican labor, the enforcement of the law of domieils,
and the restriction of immigration; which was referred to the
Committee on Immigration. -

He also presented a ‘getlt‘lon of Local Union, No. 39, Brother-
hood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for
the governmental confrol of the telegraph service; which was
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

Mr, WASHBURN presented a petition of the Chamber of
Commerce of St. Paul. Minn., praying that an appropriation be
made for an examination and survey for the location of a canal
connecting Lake Superior and the Mississippi River; which was
referred to the Committee on Commerce.

He also presented a petition of 83 citizens of Minnesota, pray-
ing for the postponement of all legislation which will disturbor
repeal our present laws for the raising and collecting of Govern-
ment revenue; which wasreferred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented petitions of Lodge No. 96, Ancient Order of
United Workmen, of Tracy, Minn., andof Lodge No. 20, Ancient
Order of United Workmen, of Winona, Minn., praying for the
passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill, proposing to amend the

laws: which were referred to the Committee on Post-
ffices and Post-Roads.

Mr, PALMER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Tlli-
nois, praying that the Kaweah colonistthoi Tulare County, Cal.,
be compensated for losses sustained by them through the action
of the Government, and that every ogportunity ble be af-
forded them to carry out their plans of industrial eojperation:
which was referred to the Committee on Publie Lands.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Dakota, Big
Rock, Caledonia, Coffeen, and Cisco, all in the State of 1llinois,
in the interest of fraternal, college, and society journals, prayin
for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill, proposing to amend
the postal laws: which were referred to the Committee on Post-
Office and Post-Roads.

He also presented petitions of cigar manufacturers of Peoria,
Olney, Jerseyville. and Chieagd, all in the State of Illinois, pray-
ing for the imposition of a uniform duty of 35 per cent on un-
stemmed leaf tobacco; which were referred to the Committee on
Finance.

He also presented a petition of the board of supervisors of
Bangamon County, Ill., praying that an appropriation be made
for paving the roid from Springfield toCamp Butler, Ill., so that
convenient access may be had at all seasons of the year to the
national cemetery therelocated: which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

He also presented a memorial of sundry brewers of Peoria,
Ill., remonstrating ag inst an inerease of the infernal-revenue

Ex on malt liquors; which was referred to the Committee on
nance.

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Chicago,
Ill., praying for the passage of the bill (H. R. 4182) providing
for an international marifime conference for the better protec-
tion of animals in transit; which was referred to the Committea
on Foreign Relations,

Mr. GALLINGER. I present a petition of the New Ham
shire Medical Society, in favor of the passage of the bﬂltoestag-
lish a bureau of public health in the Treasury Department of the
United States, which bill, it seems, was prepared by the New
York Academy of Medicine after consultation with the leading
sanitarians of the country.

In presenting this petition I ask the indulgence of the Senate
for a single word. Itseems tome, while I do not desire to fore-
stall the action of the committee or of Congress on this impor-
tant matter, that it may be well at this time to put on record
the appreciation of the people of this great country of the most
excellent work done during the past year by the Marine Hos-
pital Service, which under existing law has charge of quarantine
and health affairs in the United States. I feel sure thut there
will be an agreement on all hands that during the period of
threatened invasion of cholera and of other epidemic diseases,
the medical affairs of this country have been in safe hands, and
I venture to suggest that they should not be disturbed unless
SOEB overwhelming reason is shown why a change should be
made.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the
Committee on Epidemic Diseases.

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented petitions of F. M. Joblin,
George 3nyder, and others,citizens of Michigan: of Alanson Tent,
No. 717, Knights of Maceabees, of Alanson, and of S. E. Carl and
other citizens of Morrice, all in the State of Michigan, in the in-
terest of fraternal society and college journals, praying for the
passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill proposing to amend the
postal laws: which were referred to the Committee on Post-
Offices and Post-Roads.

Mr. HOAR presented resolutions adopted by the senate and
house of ‘representitives of the Commonwealth of Massachu-
setts, urging upon Congress the importance and public benefit
of defeating that portion of the Wilson tariff bill rel.ting to cot-
ton manufactures; which were referred to the Committee on Fi-
nance.

He also presented a petition of 36 citizens of Chicopee Falls,
Mass., praying for the of Senate bill 1353, providing
cheaper postage on the publicationsof fraternal societies; which
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

Mr. MARTIN presented petitions of H. W. Nichols and other
citizens of Liberal: of Riverview Lodge, No. 204, Ancient Order
of United Workmen, of Kansas City; of W. H. Perkins and
other citizens of Munden; of A. Rosse and sundry other citizens
of McCune: of W. H. Draut and sundry other citizensof Oakley;
of George W. Ifland and sundry other citizens ol Sedan; of Levi
Horner and sundry other citizens of Lawrenca: of sundry citi-
zens of Hillsboro: of O. B. Fleming and sundry other citizens of
Minneapolis: of Lodge No. 23, Ancient Order of United Work-
men, of Oswego; of J. M. Stanley and sundry other citizens of
Tescott; of F. S. Palmer and sundry other citizens of Hays City,
and of Lodge No. 29, Ancient Order of United Workmen, of
Meriden, all in the State of Kansas, in the interest of fraternal
college and society journals, praying for the passage of the Man-
derson-Hainer bill, proposing to amend the postal laws; which
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

Mr. VILAS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Loyal
and Washburn, in the State of Wisconsin, and three petitionsof
sundry citizens of Wisconsin, in the interest of {raternal college
and society journals, praying for the p of the Manderson-
Hainer bill, proposing to amend the postallaws; which were re-
fer ed to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ore-
gon, in the interest of fraternal sociely and college journals,
praying for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill, proposing
to amend the postal laws: which was referred fo the Committee
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

Mr. DOLPH. I present the petition of B. F. Duvall, of Wash-
ington, D. C., prosecutor in the case of the United States vs. W.
C. Griswold, relative toabill which I haveintroduced and which
has been referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. Imovae
that the petition be referred to that committee.

The motion was agreed to.

WILLIAM R, WHEATON AND CHARLES H. CHAMBERLAIN.

Mr.DOLPH. Bydirectionof the Committee on Public Lands,
I report back faverably, without amendment, the bill 5. ]0&?}
for the relief of William R. Wheaton and Charles H. Chamber-
lain, of California. This is a majority report. There are u¥
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least three members of the committee who for the presentdonot
assent to the report.

Mr. PASCO. My understanding was that the report was to
be withheld for a few days inorder togive time for the minority
to preé)are areport. I did not know that the bill was to be re-
ported this morning.

Mr. DOLPH. Why not let the regort be printed? Does the
Senator prefer to have it withdrawn
Mr. PASCO. That was my understanding before the com-

mittee.

Mr. DOLPH. I wish the Senator would now indicate, so that
we may have no misunderstanding about it, when the views of
the minority are to be presented.

Mr. PAS I think that the Senator from Oregon should
at least give time to the different.members of the committee
who wish to examine the report. Some were not present at the
meeting and there was a wish expressed that the other mem-
bers of the committee should be made aware of the facts and
arguments presented in the report. I think it would be well to
withhold the report for a day or two.

Mr. DOLPH. Iam sorry there should be a particle of misun-
derstanding between myself and the Senator from Florida. I
thought it was only intended that I should withhold the report
until other members of the committee who were not present
might be informed of the action which was taken. The Senator
can have all the time hewants. It isabill thathastwice passed
Congress, It has passed the Senate in every Congress since I
have been here, and it has been discussed on a Presidential veto.
Everybody is familiar with it. I do not see how the report can
be examined before it is printed. If the Senator from Florida
desires to have that course pursued, I will submit the reportand
let it ba printed, with leave to the minority to fake any time
they want to submit their views, or I will keep the bill on my
desk, or hand it to any member of the committee, and give the
minority any reasonable time that the Senator desires. I merely
want to know what he desires about if.

Mr.PASCO. I su% est to the Senator to withhold the report
until Wednesday or Thursday, and in the meantime it can be
examined b{r any member of the committee who wishes to see it,
and we shall determine whether we want to file a minority re-

rt. My judgment is at this time that a minority report will

ed.
Mr. DOLPH. Very well.
BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1555) to remove the
c e of desertion from the military record of Louis F. Folger;
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying
paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs,

e also introduced a bill (S. 1556) to relieve Titus Priest from
the charge of desertion; which was read twice by its title, and,
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on
Military Affairs,

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 1557) to enable purchasers at
judicial sales of railroads, of railroad corporatiouns organized
under the laws of the United States, to reorganize as new cor-
porations, and to define the powers thereof; which was read
twice byits title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He introduced a bill (S.1558) for the correction of the
military record of Capt. Joseph H. Richards; which was read
gréci_a by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military

airs,

Mr, MARTIN introduced a bill (S.1559) to regulate the tax-
ing of fees, salaries, and other compensation of receivers, attor-
neys, trustees, and other persons acting under or by authority
of any judge or court of the United States, in any action, suit
or other legal proceeding pending in any court of the United
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

He also introdnced a bill (S. 1560) authorizing the retirement
of judges of the United States; which wasread twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also introduced a bill (S. 1561) to amend section T14 of the
Revised Statutes; which was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also introduced a bill (S. 1562) for the relief of Cassius G.
Foster; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (8. 1563) to prevent the abuse of
the writ of injunction, and other legal process, and for other

B!érposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
mmittee on Education and Labor.

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S.1564) to reorganize and in-
crease the efficiency of the personnel of the Navy; which was
read twice by its title.

Mr. HALE. Iintroduce the bill by request, I move that it

be printed and referred, with the accompanying memorandum,
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, in order that the joint coms-
mittee of the two Houses may consider it.

The motion was agreed to.

BILL RECOMMITTED.

Mr. STEWART. I move that the bill (S.100) to reimburse
certain persons who expended moneys and furnished services
and supplies in repelling invasions and suppressing Indian hos-
tilities within the territorial limits of the present State of Ne-
vada be recommitted to the Committee 'on Claims., I find a
mistake in the report which I submitted upon the bill.

The motion was agreed to.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Mr.FAULKNER. Ihave received acommunication from the
junior Senator I[rom New Jersey [Mr. SmiTH], who has been
compelled to leave the city by reason of sickness in his family,
in which he requested me to ask the Senate for eight days
leave of absence. I make that request.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request
of the gentleman from West Virginia? The Chair hears none,
and leave is granted as indicated.

HOUSE BILL REFERRED.

The bill (H. R. 5529) to repeal section 311 of the Revised Stat-
utes of the United States, relating to accounts of the Treasury
of the United States, was read twice by its title, and referred to
the Committee on Organization, Conduct, and Expenditures of

the Executive Departments,
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL.

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr.
0. L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi-
dent had on the 2d instant approved and signed the joint reso-
Intion (S.R.55) providing for the erection of fire-escapes and
bridges at the Government Printing Office and fire-escapes at
the Maltby Building.

HEARINGS ON REVENUE BILL.

Mr, HALE submitted the following resolution, which was
read:

‘Whereas the bill (H. R. 4861) “ to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for
the Government, and for other pmrggses," has duly come to the Senate and
been referred to the Committee on Finance; and

Whereas the representativesof many great industriakinterests and many
laboring men in the United States believe that no opportunity has hereto-
fore been given to be heard upon the provisions of said bill; and

Whereas the representatives of said industries and ma.nY men employed
in labor in the United States desire to present their objections to many of
the provisions of said bill before any action is taken by the Senate: There

ro}z.;:somsd, That the Committee on Finance is hereby directed, in its con-
siderationof bill H. R. 4864, commonly knownasthe Wilson tariff bill, to give
opportunity to all sons who represent the various interests affecting the
business and the industries and the labor of the people of the United States
to be heard before said committee shall report its action to the Senate.

Mr. HALE. I do notask for immediate action upon the reso-
lution, and I do not know that there will be any necessity for
its passage, or for the Senate to act upon it. Whatever may be
reported, I am not going to assume that the Senate Committee
on Finance, in treating this most grave subject-matter that will
come before the Senate at the present session, will decline hear-
ings. Therefore, I ask that the resolution may lie on the table,
and I shall call it up at some near day in the future for the pur-
pose of making some remarks upon it.

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Maine be satisfied to
refer his resolution to the Committee on Finance?

Mr. HALE. I think it quite likely, after——

Mr. HARRIS. Oh, if the Senator wants it to lie over for a
special EPMPESB’ of course 1 do not ahi‘ect.

Mr. HALE. I may make that motion myself, but at present
I would rather have it go over.

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed and lie on the table. ;

Mr. ALLISON. Ishouldlike tohear theresolution read again,

The resolution was again read.

. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed and
lie on the table as suggested. :
ISSUE AND SALE OF BONDS. }

Mr. PEFFER. On the 18th day of last month I offered a res-
olution in the Senate for the purpose of obt.a.ininﬁ an expression
of the Senate in opposition to the authority of the Secretary of
the Treasury to issue bonds as proposed, and I took occasion to
submit some remarksupon the resolution. The hour of 2o'clock
arriving, the remarks were continued and the resolution, as I
supposed, and as everybody else supposed, went upon the Calen-
dar. ButI do not find it Ufon the Calendar. I suppose it was
a mistake, and I merely call attention to it in order that it may
be corrected.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is advised that the res-
olution to which the Senator from Kansas refers has gone tothe
Committee on Finance.
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Mr. PEFFER. I donot know by what action it was referred
to that committee.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is unable to recall the
acticin in regard to it. What is the request of the Senator
now?: *

Mr. PEFFER. T simply want to have the resolution placed
on the Calendar; that is all.

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

Mr. SHERMAN, The formal motion is to discharge the Com-
mittee on Finance from its further consideration, and then the
- resolution goes upon the Calendar as a matter of course.

Mr. PEFFER. I did not know that it had been referred to
any committee. It certainly was not done by my request. Ifa
motion is required now, I submit it.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
motion of the Senator from Kansas.

Mr: ALLISON. I should like to know what the resolution is.

Mr. SHERMAN. It is the resolution of the Senator from
Kansas in regard to the issue of bonds. It has been referred to
the Committee on Finance, and he prefers it to be on the Calen-
dar. Istated that the Committee on Finance ought to be dis-
charged from its further consideration,and thenit will be placed
on the Calendar as a matter of course.

Mr, ALLISON. Ishould think by unanimous consentitcould
be agreed that the resolution be restored to the Calendar.

Mr, PEFFER. I wish the Senate tounderstand that I amnot
desiring to change any order of the Senate, but I was not aware
thatsuch a reference had been made. It was not mny intention
at the time that the resolution should be referred; I preferred
that it should lie on the table, as perhaps some other Senators
would desire tospeak on it. That was my wish at the time; and
I supPosed it would go upon the Calendar without any motion,
simply because its consideration had extended beyond the hour
of 2 o'clock.

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to inquire as a matter of informa-
tion what is the resolution which has been under discussion to
which the Senator from Idaho [Mr. DUBOIS] moved an amend-
ment.

Mr. PEFFER. The resolution to which I refer was one re-
citing the fact of a proposition to issue bonds upon the part of
the Secretary of the Treasury and the phraseology of the reso-
lution was so framed that the Senate would express its opinion
that thers wasno such authority for the proposed issue of bonds.
Through the courtesyof the Senate I was permitted to continue
my remarks beyond the hour of 2 o'clock, and at the conclusion
of the remarks T supposed that the resolution under the rule
and the practice would go upon the Calendar, but I see it is not
there and I wish it now to be placed there. !

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas asks
that the Committee on Finance be discharged from the further
consideration of the resolution indicated by him and that it bz
placed on the Calendar. Is there objection?

Mr. HARRIS. There is. I object toany such order.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the rule the motfion will go
over until to-morrow. S

Mr. PEFFER. Then I move that the Committee on Finance
at present be discharged from the further consideration of the
resolution, and that it be placed upon the Calendar.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair entertains the motion
of the Senator from Kansas. Itwill come upinits regularorder
to-morrow. X

Mr. PEFFER. I beg leave to suggest that what I am now
asking is not in the nature of a resolution. It is an ordinary
motion that must be acted upon now, or it would die of itself. T
guggest that it is not a motion having the character of a resolu-

tion.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will refer the Senator
from Kansas to the rule.

Mr. ALLISON. I do not see the chairman of the Commit-
tee on Finance in his seat; but the Senator from Kansas states
that this resolution offered by him was referred to the Commit-
tee on Finance without his knowledge, and that he desires it
ghall remain upon the Calendar. If that be true, I submit that
by unanimous consent it ought to be restored to the Calendar.

Mr. HARRIS. I could not hear the statement of the Senator
from Kansas; but if he states the fact that his resolution wasre-
ferred without his knowledge I withdraw all objection. I want
to put him in stafu quo. I want him tohave all the rights he is
entitled to have.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas has so
stated. Is there objection to the request of the Senator from
Kansas? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

Mr. HOAR. I rise toa parlfa.mentary inquiry. I desire to
know what has become of the resolution of the Senator from
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Nevada [Mr. STEWART), upon which the Senate has had a dis-
cussion for the last two or three days?

Mr. CHANDLER. It has gone over until Wednesday, by
unanimous consent.

Mr. HOAR. I donot find it on the Calendar.

Mr. BERRY. It went over until Wednesday by unanimous
consent,

M. HOAR. SoIunderstood,butIdonotfinditon the printed
Calzndar.

J1r, TELLER. I can answer the Senator from Massachusetts.
It was, by general consent, to go over until Wednesday moraing.

Mr. HOAR. So I understood, but it is not so noted on the
Calendar, so far as I can s:e. -

Mr. TELLER. I suppose it would not go on the Calendar.

The VICE‘PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the re-
solution has never been on the Calendar. :

Mr. TELLER. It hasnot been on the Calendar. Itis noten- .
titled to go on the Calender at present under the arrangement.
It will come up on Wednesday.

DEALINGS IN ‘‘OPTIONS” AND “ FUTURES.”

Mr. BERRY. Thereis on the table Senate bill 1537, intro-
duced three or four dags ago by the Senator from Mississippi
[Mr. GEORGE]. Itisa bill to prohibit dealing in futures, or an
antioption bill. I wish to make & motion to refer the bill to the
Committee on the Judiciary, and if the Senate will grant me the
indulgence I should like to occupy not exceeding ten minuteson
the motion to refer.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chairhears no objection, and
the Senator from Arkansas will proceed.

Mr. BERRY. I move that the bill (S.1537) to encourage and
promote commerce among the States and with foreign nations,
and remove obstructions thereto, be referred to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

Mr, President, I simply desire to state that my position inre-
gard to this matter has been somewhat misunderstood by some
persons in my own State, and misrepresented by one or two
newspa rs-—uninbention&llg, I hope. The bill now introduced
by the Senator from Misaismf)pi is the same bill he offered as a
substitute to the House bill which was known as the Hatch
bill during the last Congress. The Senator from Mississippi
[Mr. GEORGE), the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH], and.the
Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE], all three of them distinguished
members of the Judiciary Committee, supported that substitute
for the Hateh bill,

There was a yea-and-nay vote taken upon the substitute of the
bill of the Senator from Mississippi for the Hatch bill, and T ask
leave to insert in the RECORD the names of those who voted for
the George bill:

YEAS—19.
Berry, Daolph, Jones of Arl, Pugh,
Blargbum. George, Mor Ransom,
Butler, Gorman, Morrill, Vance,
all, Harris, Pasco, ‘Walthall.
Coke, Hunton, Pefier,

I wish to state that I followed the Senator from Mississippi,
the Senator from Alabama, and the Senator from Texas in their
support of the report of what was known as the George antiop-
tion bill. I voted for it at the time, and stated that if it shouid
be adopted I should vote for it on its final passage. I voted for
it precisely as did the Senafor from Mississippi, and when the
amendment was not adopted I voted against the Hatch bill, and
the Senator from Mississippi, although he was d, was paired
against the Hatch bill, and would have voted against it, as he
stated openly on the floor of the Senate, and has since stated in
the State of issippi.

I ask leave, without reading it or causing it to be read, to be
permitted to insert in my remarks a short statement which I
made at that time, giving the reasons for my vote.

The statement referred to is as follows, and will be found in
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of January 21, 1803:

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I had hoped that some measure might be
framed which Congress ooulltliﬁam which would, without viclating the Con-
stitution, directly and effect y forever prohibit dealing in futures or the
system of futures as defined In thia bill. While I have great and serions
doubts as to the constitutionality of the amendment of the Senator from
Mississippl [Mr. GEORGE], I felt willing to defer to his superior ju ent
upon that question. If that amendment had been adopted I should have
voted for the bill. A majority of the Senate, however, has voted ¢lown that
amendment, and has thereby forced those of us who belleve as I do either
to vote against the bill as it now stands or to vote for a measure which I
believe contradicts and contravenes some of the most vital principles of the
party to which I belong. i

There are no two principles of the Democratic party which have beenmade
more prominent in the past, as I concelve, than these, that each State has a
right to regulate its own domestic affairs, to make its own police regulations
in'its own way without interference by the General Government; and the
other is that taxation can only be im by the Federal Government for
the purposes of rn].si.nf revenue, asa principles have been declarsd in
aevery Democratic mt orm which has been framed for a series of years. At
Chicago it was d by that great party—aad I fully approve that dec-
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laration—that any attempt to lay taxes for any pu except for the pur-
poses of revenue was conlt?rary to the Consuitution 01 the Uaited States, and

'Wis robbery.
latform I have stood. I balieve that this evil ought to be sup.

prassu eds!m&g believe that it is tevil Iha sIrym hy whate
, an vethatitisa e ve no thy w ver
bamve that snch

with the speculators who gamble in farm products;

bling has worked infinite damage to the people of the South. Yet, while
E believe that, F believe that a greater evil would come to that people if their
representatives shonld strike down the only barrier which protects them
from Federal interference in their local affairs. If we violate the principles
of the ¥ in this most vital form, I can not see upon what basis the party
is hereafter to stand.

Much as I shonld like to vote for this measure, glad as I should be to com-
ply with the wishes of many of the people of my State who have been always
my warmest and most devoted friends, yet I can nos and will not give my
vote for a measure which im taxation, but which the Senator in charge
of the bill has stated is not expected to and it i3 known that it will not pro-
duce one dollar of revenue. I shall therefore vote against the bill

I also ask that the Secretary read the extract which I send to
the desk, which purports to be the report of an interview with
Mr. HATCH, a member of Congress from Missouri, who intro-
duced the Hatch bill in the House of Representatives and who
was its champion. The extract is taken from the Washington
Post of Saturday, February 3.

The VICE-P. ESIDENE( Is there objection to the request of
the Senator from Arkansas?

Mr. PEFFER. Yes, Mr. President.

Mr. BERRY. Imerelyaskthattheinterviewwith Mr. HATCH
be read as partof my remarks.

Mr. PEFFER. 1did not understand the request. I have no
objection to that.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the
Secretary will read as requested.

The Secretary read as follows:

Representative HATom, of Missouri, will introduce his new antioption bill
in the House next week. There will then ensue a  over the question of
its reference, Mr. HATCH being anxious that it shall be referred to the Com-

mittee on Agriculture instead of tothe Ways and Means ttee. He be-
mvesthammﬂilhemmmhudm and he also has strong hopes

i

“I am v wultdldnohpassduﬂngmlasumngma;i“mne £s-
terday, “t%?rglv‘:‘og‘:; have been made the sca for the hard times, * Xs it
is, the Sherman law has been made to bear burden. The delay, too, has
ﬁmn me an opportunity todetect unsatisfactory detalls in the old bill, and I

I have a measure that will command universal support. It distinctly
otects the legitimate sales, while taxing those establishments where
egitimate se is done.

In other words, if a sale is made, and the article sold is not delivered in a
certain time, then the tax is im I have been In conference with the
Comumissioner of the Internal Revenue, and with other officersof the Treas-
ury Department, and the bill which will be presented will be one that can
be a.dm]iulst.erod.. The exchanges of the country are now ready to support
the new bill, and soms of them have gone so {ar as to suggest that they are
ready to pay a tax—say of $10 per head—u thelr membership. This will
bring them into closer relations with the Government, and wili tend to the
protection of their rights and privileges. T feel certain that the bill will
pass the Honse, and I feel equally sure that the President will sign iy, if for
no other reason than the one w! influenced his signature to the oleomar-
garine bill, namely, that it was a revenue measure. The antioption bill
will bring revenue {nto the Treasury from the day it becomes a law."

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I merely desire to add that I
believe now, as I believed during the last Congress, and stated
on the floor of the Senate, that dealing in futures ought to be
prohibited. I believe that practice tends to reduce the price of
cotton and wheat. Istated that I was anxious to vote for a bill
if T could find a constitutional bill which would prohibitit. I
was willing to defer to the judgment of the Senator from Mis-
sissippi, and did support his bill, which dealt with the subject
diraotg , made dea.Ping in futures a crime, and fixed a penalty.
1 have not changed my views on the subject, but am still in
favor of prohibiting the dealing in futures, and will again vote
for the (Feorge bill, or any other that will accomplish the same
purpose and which is constitutional and democratic.

1 voted against the Hatch bill as it was then presented for the
reason that it was admitted that that bill would not bring one
dollar of revenue into the Treasury, and while purporting to be
& revenue measure, it was not in any sense a revenue or tax
measure.

I have not seen the last bill of Mr. HATOH of Missouri, but I
wish to state now that if he so frames his bill as the interview
says he will, then all objections to it on my part will be removed
and that will bring it within the rule and the Democratic idea,
that it is a tax to raise revenue and does raise revenue, and that
that is the pu of it, and that it will also prohibit the deal-
ing in futures, I shall support the bill, I haye believed all the
time, and 1 think since the passage of that bill through the Sen-
ate one year ago, the continued low price of eotton and of wheat
has proved beyond any question that prices are kept down by
reason of the dealing in futures. I am anxious now, as I was
then, to pass a bill which is inside of the Constitution and which
will stop and prohibit such dealings; and I am glad that Mr.
HATcH has come to the conclusion that there were objection-
able features in the other bill, and frankly says so, and that he
will remove them in his new bill.

Mr WASHBURN. Mr President, I was absent from the

Chamber for a moment, and I should like to inquire what is the
motion or business pending before the Senate?

Mr. BERRY. I made a motion to refer the antioption bill of
the Senator from Mississippi to the Committee on the Judiciary.
It is the same as the substitute offered by the Senator from Mis-
sisippi in the last Congress.

r. WASHBURN. I move, as an amendment, that the bill
be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Mississippi is absent, and if
the Senator from Minnesota desires the bill to go to the Agricul-
tural Committee, I will ask thatit may go over until the Senator
from Mississippi comes in.

Mr. WASHBURN, I was going to ask whether the Senator
from Mississippi had expressed any preference in regard to the
reference of the bill? :

Mr. BERRY. He hasnotfome. -

Mr, WASHBURN. Then I suggest that it go over and not
be referred until that Senator shall be in the Chamber.

Mr. BERRY. The reason I made the motion was that in the
last Congress the subject was before the Judiciary Committee,
and Isupposed the Senator from Mississippi wante(f itto go there

Mr. WASHBURN. Ibeg the Senator's pardon. The Sena-
tor from Mississippi did not introduce a bill in the last Con-
gress.
bﬂl\i[r. BERRY. He offered it as a substitute for the House

Mr. WASHBURN. He introduced it as an amendment, and
the bill and amendment were sent to the Judiciary Committee;
but we never had any majority report, and probably should never
have if the bill should be again referred to that committee.

I wish tosay that I am not in favor of this bill, although I
shall vote for it if it is the best bill we can get reported to the
Senate, because 1 believe more strongly to-day than I ever have
in the necessity of a measure of this kind. SoI am &mepared to
go to the utmost limit, surrender my own private judgment to a
reasonable extent and supportany bill which is likely to remedy
this great evil. I believe now, however, as [ believed last Con-
gress, that this subject must be dealt with under the taxing

ower of the Government, and that being thecase, as in the last
: 11:.gress, the bill must first come from the otherend of the Cap-
tol,

So I think we shall have to wait until we see what action wil.
be taken there and what bill is to come to us from that body.
In the meantime it seems to me this bill should remain on the
table to be referred after a preference expressed by the Senator
from Mississippi.

1 understood in the last Congress that the Senator from Ar-
kansas [Mr. BERRY] was heartily in favor of some measure to
put an end to this system of gambling, and am now glad to learn
that we are likely to have some effective measure that will re-
ceive both his supf)ort and vote.

Mr. BERRY. I agree entirely with every word which the
Senator from Minnesofa has suid. So far as I am concerned I
shoultlfprefer that the bill go to the Committee on Agriculture.
The o ‘i{rea.son I suggested its reference to the Committee on
the Judiciary was that I thought the Senator from Mississippi
preferred that it should be so referred.

Iagree with the Benator from Minnesota, and am morestrongly
convinced than I ever was, that there ought to besome law ad
to stop these transactions. If Mr. HATCH so changes his bill,
as he says he will, as to relieve it from constitutional objection,
T have no doubt that he will have the support of every Senator on
this side of the Chamber who believes, as I do, that dealing in
cotton and wheat futures ought to be prohibited, if it be possible
to do it under a constitutional law; and if he frames the bill as
the interview says. he will, then it will be constitutional and
Democratie.

Mr. PEFFER. I think the proger reference for this bill is to
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and if it should so
happen, after considering the matter, that the committee desire
the opinion or if the Senate desire the opinion of the Committee
on the Judiciary, the bill might then be referred to that com-
mittee.

Mr. BERRY. Iwithdraw themotion that the bill be referred
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to refer is withdrawn.

REPEAL OF ELECTION LAWS.
Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the unfinished business may be

laid before the Senate.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate
the unfinished business.
- The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (FL. R. 2331) to repeal all statutes relating
to supervisors of elections and special deputy marshals, and for
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other pu s, the pending question being on the amendment
proposed by Mr. CHANDLER.

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Senate fora few hours
may well turn away from the inferior question of money and its
uses to the supreme question of man and his liberty.

Banks and tariffs, stocks and trade,

Let them rise or let them {
Freedom asks our common

Controversies over gilver and bonds are incidental and ephem-
eral. Vigilance to protect the lives of citizens and the free-
dom, purity, and honesty of the suffrage is vital, and must be
eternal if the Republie is to live, =

I wish to speak briefly in behalf of the colored people of the
country, who stand sadly in need of national consideration and
national protection. It is as true now as it was when President
Hayes expressed the idea that ** the loyal people of the South
need specinl and powerful protection.” By the census of 1890
the fotal population of the United States was 62,222,250. The
total population of African descent was 7,470,040, or more than
onb-tenth of the whole. Deduct from this number all except
those living in the sixteen Southern States and there are 6,813,-
580 colored people in those States. Thiscolored population gives
the sixteen Southern States 39 I:Efsmsent.atives in the House out
of 127. I have a table, which I will insert, showing how this re-
sult is obtained.

The table is as follows:

==L b
- E2E3
g BEel
i Ratio of represen- 2 273 #
§§ Colored tation. 5535
Southern States. g% - 52 o%
2 on, 1880, B
u8 o2
5 Divided 2
oo
2 Dy =d | Gtves— 7
1 28,386 | 174.000 L1681 0
8 215,657 | 174,000 1.239 1
10 635,438 | 174,000 3.610 4
4 32,690 | 174,000 L184 0
9 561,018 { 174,000 3.2 8
7 684,034 | 174,000 3. 950 4
11 858,815 | 174,000 4.935 5
2 166,180 | 174,000 955 1
15 150,184 | 174,000 . H 1
11 268, 071 174, 000 1.540 2
10| 4306 | 17400| 247 2
] 078,489 | 174,000 3.899 4
7 742,650 | 174,000 4. 266 4
6 B659,193 | 174, 000 8.213 3
13 488,171 | 174,000 2.805 3
] 800,117 | 174,000 1.776 2
127 | 6,813,580 | 174,000 39.1 39

The total ecolored population of 7,470,040 in the whole United States,
divided by 174,000, gives 43 Representatives in Congress.

Mr. CHANDLER. The basis of representation in the act of
1891 was 174,000 inhabitants for each Representative in Con-
gress, and the sixteen Southern States, by reason of their col-
ored population of 6,813,580, became entitled to 39 additional
Representatives, with a fraction more. The total colored pop-
ulation, 7,470,040, divided by 174,000, would give 43 Representa~
tives in Congress. Of those 39 Representatives, out of 127 from
the sixteen States in the present Congress, T are Republicans.
1f we may assume that the votes of the colored people, if they
had been freely cast under the fifteenth amendment, would have
elected 39 Republican Representatives in Congress, those who
are curious about coincidences in figures may note that the 32
Republican Representatives in addition to the 7, making the 39,
would have defeated the Wilson tariff bill when it came up for
consideration in the House of Representatives and passed by 64
mﬁzrity. i

. President, the question is as to the future of the colored
race. A million and a half of them are given the ballot by the
fifteenth amendment to the Constitution, and in order thatthey
may besecure in the exencise of the constitutional right thus given
them there have been passed civil-rights laws and national elec-
tion laws, which it is now proposed to repeal. The questionbe-
fore this people to-day, which, as I have said, is one of more im-
portance than questions of stocksand bonds, of money and its
uses, is whether the million and a half voters, the male repre-
sentatives of the 7,000,000 people constituting ona—tenttt:ﬁﬁvart of
all the population of the United States, whoare given the ballot by
the fifteenth amendment to the Constitution, shall have the right
tocast their ballots freely and fully and to have them counted as
the ballots of the white citizens,at least in the Northern States,
are counted, and thus exercise that influence in Government
which they are entitled to exercise under the Constitution of

th?‘ United States as it stands written upon the records of the
nation.

The record of the Republican party with reference to the col-
ored people of the country is a record of honor. It is a defensi-
ble record; it is one for which to-day,now and here, I challenge
the eriticisms of Senators upon the other side of the Chamber,

Mr. PALMER. May I ask the Senator from New Hampshire
a question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, HALE in the chair). Does
the %ana:.or Irom New Hampshire yield to the Senator from Illi-
nois?

Mr. CHANDLER. I always yieldtothe Senator from Illinois
with pleasure.

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator say the laws that are now
sought to be repealed have secured to the colored people the
rights which he claims for them?

r. CHANDLER. They have not.

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator then say what is the use of
retaining them on the statute book?

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Illinois, when at the
head of those forces of the Union Army which he commanded,
failed to win a victory, it certainly would have been a singular
argument to have insisted that his forces should be disbanded
and he himself dismissed from the service of the United States.

Mr. PALMER. When defeated under circumstances similar
to those t0 which the Senator refers, I waited until I obtained
re’nforcements and found a more favorable opportunity for the
struggzle. One of the reasons why I oppose the election laws is
because they are uiterly useless.

Mr. CHANDLER. Iaccept thestatementof the Senatorthat
he advocates the repeal of the election laws because he believes
they have not accomplished the end which they were intended
to momﬁli.ah, but I do not commend the reasoning of the Sena-
tor that having deliberately adopted the fifteenth amendment
of the Constitution as the last of the conditions which the vic-
torious North exacted of the defeated South,and havingenacted
laws in pursuance of that amendment which may have failed to
enforce the amendment and to make it a living reality to the
colored people of the South, we should therefore abindon those
laws, blot them from the statute book, and do as the Senator
from Illinois does in his new political associations, forsake the
fifteenth amendment and leave the colored people of the South-
ern States without the ballot with which to protect themselves.

Mr, PALMER. Instead of abandoning the fifteenth amend-
ment I regard it as one of the erowning triumphs of modern civ-
ilization and republican government. But regarding the elec-
tion laws as a mere menace, as merely useless, merely offensive,
injurious to both races, I propose to abandon them because they
have failed.

Mr.CHANDLER. The Senator from Illinois is in favor of
the fifteenth amendment, but against its enforcement. That is
the substantial position of the Senator.

Mr. PALMER. The Senator from New Hampshire isin favor
of the fifteenth amendment, T take it, and he iavors the reten-
tion upon the statute book of laws which he admits are worth-
less Ellth reference to the colored people, for whom he is now
speaking,

“ Mr. CHANDLER. I did not admit they were worthless.

Mr. PALMER. Useless:; they have failed to accomplish the
purpose for which they were enacted.

r. CHANDLER. I admit that they have not accomplished
the resulf they were designed to accomplish.

Mr. PALMER. They have failed. hy retain that which
has failed?

Mr. CHANDLER. If thatargumentisgood it is good against
any laws for the enforcement of any clause in the Constitution
which have not fully accomplished the purpose for which they
are designed. The way to do if a constitutional amendment is
defied in any section of the Union is to pass laws for its enforce-
ment, and if those laws do not enforce it, then to pass further
laws for its enforcement and go on until the clause in the Con-
stitution is a living relity, or else abandon the Constitution. I
ask the Senator from Illinois whether he is in favor of blotting
the fifteenth amendment from the Constitution and of giving u
the a.t.temgb to secuve suflrage to the 1,500,000 voters ol the col-
ored race?

Mr. PALMER. Does the Senator wish an answer now?

Mr. CHANDLER. [ should like an answer.

Mr. PALMER. T should no more abandon the fifteenth
amendment than I should abandon the Declaration of Independ-
ence. I regard them as being essential parts of each other, the
one intended to give effect to the other. Its beneficial effects
have already been experienced by the country: but the question
is, when these laws have utterly failed and are mischievous in
another aspect, why retain them?

Mr. CHANDLER. The argument of the Senator from Illinois
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would apply to all laws.  If his argument amounts to anything
it is this: Point out any law either on the national statute
book or any State statute book which does not accomplish the
ob’ect for which it was enacted and then that law should be
repealed. The Senator may be satisfied with his position in
reference to the fifteenth amendment. He, a soldier of the
Union Army who did his part to put down the rebellion, and to
give freedom to the colored man, who gloried as he did in the
adoption of thefifteenth amendment, now appears upon the floor
of this Chamber to advocate blotting from the statute book all
the laws made in pursnance of the Constitution in order to en-
foree this most valuable and sacred right which was grandly
given to a whole race of human beings.

Mr. President, I szid the record of the Republican party on
the question of the colored man is one of honor, one that is eas-
ily defensible, one which can challenge assault from any quar-
ter. The first act of the Republican party was o resist the ex-
tension of slavery intofree territory. The three greatactsof the
Republican party with reference to the colored man have been,
first, opposition to the repeal of the Missouri Compromise and
and resistance to the extension of slavery into Kansas and Ne-
braska; second, the emancipation policy developed during the
war and mads fixed and certain by the thirteenth amendment;
third, the conferring of the suffrage upon the colored race,
made secure, as was supposed, by the fifteenth amendment, to
aid in the enforcement of which the civil-rights acts and the
national election laws were passed. Upon each and every one
of those great deeds of the Republican party which constitute
its imperishable record now and for the ceuturies to come I
challerige criticism. They are defensible one by ona down to
the present hour.

Mr. President, does anyone upon this floor, Republican or
Democrat, who was a Union man or who was a Confederate dur-
ing the war of the rebellion, now undertake to question the wis-
dom or the ?atriot.ism of the Republican ?m‘ti in resisting the
extension of slavery into fres territory? That struggle was
broughton by the determination of the slave power to bring into
the Union additional slave States. The declared policy of the
slave-holding interests in early days soon came to be this, that
the slave States should exceed, or at all events egual, the free
States, so that there should never be a majority from the free
States in the United States Senate; and that whenever in the
growth of the nation new States should be added to the Union,
if the slave States could not be kept in the majority there should,
at least, be ndmitted a slave State for every free State, so that
there should be no opportunity afforded by legislation for weak-
ening slavery in its intrenched position in the National Govern-
ment.

Tha thirteen original States had arranged themselves, seven
free, six slave. Louisiana, with slavery, became a State in 1812;
and the free and slave States were thus made equal. Thence-
forth the slave power took care that new States should come in
only in pairs: Kentucky and Vermont, Tennessee and Ohio, In-
diana and Mississippi, Illinois and Alabama, Maine and Mis-
souri (the free States here gaining the Missouri Compromise,
dedicating to freedom in the future all the Louisiana purchase,
except Missouri, north of 36° 30’ north latitade); Arkansas and
Michigan, Florida and Iowa. When Mr. Polk became Presi-
dent fifteen States had been admitfed, eight slave and seven
free, and the States were twenty-eight in number, free, four-
teen; slave, fourteen. Next the Mexican war, unjustifiably
waged toenlarge the area of slavery, gave to the Union the
slave State of Texas; but the free State of Wisconsin was close
at the door and kept the balance even.

At last, however, the country came to the compromises of
1850, when both of the great political parties became proslavery.
But the result of the election of 1852, when a proslavery Presi-
dent was chosen from New Hampshire, indicated to the slave in-
terests that the Northern people, In their fears that the slavery
conflict would bring a dissolution of the Union, would submit to
almost any measure for the protection of slavery which might
be demanded by its advocates. The compromises of 1850 had
also proved unsatisiactory to the South. Although it had ob-
tained the passage of the fugitive-slave law, it had been com-
pelled to consent to the admission of the free State of California,
which had suddenly, through the discovery of gold,sprung into
being as a great and prosperous Commonwealth; and this ad-
mission, without that of any counterbalancing slave State, had
at last broken the Southern scheme, and made the Union of
States one containing sixteen free States to fifteen slave States.
Herein we see the motives for the repeal of the Missouri Com-

romise and the struggle to bring in an additional slave State
m Kansas, and if possible another slave State from Nebraska.

Mr. President, here was the birth of the Republican tﬁarty,
the resistance to the repeal of the Missouri compromise, op-
position to the enslavement of the free plains of Kansas. The

Ear? then first came into being, one which had not before ex-
ted and which never would have existed as the Republican
party if it had not arisen from a sense of devotion to the prinei-
ple of hostility to slavery embodied in the determination that
this country should not be cursed with any mors slave territory
than that which then existed within its limits. The Republican
party was organized because of the existence of the black man
within the limits of the country and for no other reason. It was
organized because this race then five million, now seven million,
people existed within our borders. As the Republican party
was organized because of the existence of the black man within
our limits and has besn faithful to the black man and the true
interests and real interests of the colored race up to this hour, I
trust it will do its duty, such as it may see it to be, atthe present
time and from this time onward. If the Republican party aban-
dons the fifteenth amendment and forsakes the colored man and
submits him to the oppressions which are now being heaped
upon him; if it surrendersits great principlesconnected with the
race which gave the party birth and existence and its glorious
career, I say it will lose the hold which it has always had upon
the public sentiment of the North, it will die the death of all
parties which are faithless to their professions and to their
trusts, and it will die a deserved death.

The next act of the Republican party in reference to the col-
ored pzople was the emancipation policy. The slave power, de-
feated in its attempt to bring into the Unicn new slave States
formed upon the pfama‘ of Kansas and Nebraska, brought on the
war of the rebellion. The Republican party became the war
party of the country; and great as that war was, terrible as it
was in its expenditure, of life and of treasure, until 300,000 Union
lives were sacrificed and six thousand millions of Union treasure
were expended, and an equal number of livesand an equal amount
of treasure probably were lost upon the Southern side, yet that
heroic and historic conflict to maintain the Union of the States
was only one that was incident to the question of slavery, inci-
dent only to the existence in the country of the black people of
:pe country, constituting a tenth portion of our whole popula~

icn.

The war was fought; the Union was saved, and that Union is
now enshrined in the hearts of all our countrymen, North and
South. In the course of the war it became the policy of the Re-
publican {)arty to give freedom tfo the black man,and that free-
dom proclaimed by Abraham Lincoln in two immortal procla-
mations was embodied in the thirteenth amendment and isnow
a part of the Constitution. Is thereanypersoninthisChamber,
is there any man of prominence either North or South who will
stand before his countrymen and condemn the action of the Re-
publican party in giving freedom to the colored race? T takeit
that it is one of theadmitted propositions upon which men North
und South, Union men, and men who were in the rebellion,
agree, that slavery was a curse to the nation, and that it was
wisely and beneficially and patriotically abolished by the Re-
publican party.

The next great actof the Republican party was the conferring
of sufirage upon the male members of the colored race. The
war being over, the Southern States proposed to come hack into
the Union, under the reconstruction policy of PresidentJohnson,
with no proseription of any of the men who had been engaged
in the rebellion, with no disabilities imposed upon any of them,
and without giving suffrage to the colored race which had been
enfranchised. Under theattempt at reconstruction of President
Johnson came the black codes, the horrible laws of the South,
which are described in the minority report, and which were so
well characterized by the Senator irom Massachusetts [Mr.
HOAR] in the Senate on March 30, 1881, as ‘* contrived with dev-
ilish ingenuity to reénslave that race which the Constitution of
the United States declared free,” and as proposing ** to sell free
citizens for the crime of being out of work.”

In response to the atfempt of the South to come back into the
Union without restrictions, conditions, or limitations, under the
reconstruction policy of President Johnson, and with increased
political power to the extent of sixteen Representatives in Con-
gress and in the electoral college by reason of the existence of
the colored race to whom the ballot was denied, making forty
votes in all based upon the colored population, the reconstruc-
tion policy of Congress was adogted and fipally the fifteenth
amendment became a part of the law of the land.

Mr. President, it will be remembered that President Johnson
exacted of the reconstructed Southern States that they should
recogniza the abolition of slavery and the repudiation of the
rebel debt. This exaction he secured with difficulty. It was
hard for the men who had been in rebellion, but who proposed
within a few short months after the close of the war to come
back into the Union, to consent even to the adoption of the thir-
teenth amendment, abolishing slavery, and to the repudiation
of the rebel debt. It took many admonitions from President
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Johnson to secure the acceptance of thess conditions on the part
of the newly reconstructed States. So far as suffrage for the black
man was concerned, they refused to giveit. President.Johnson
at one period in the progress of reconstruction thought there
ought to be suflrage conferred mpon the most intelligent black
men, and he wrote a letter on the 15th day of August, 1865, to
Governor William L. Sharkey, at Jackson, Miss., whom he had
appointed provisional governor of that State. Isend tothe desk
and ask to have read an extract from the letter to Governor
Sharkey.

~ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as di-

rected.
The Secretary rezd as follows:

Extract from letter of President Andrew Johnson. dated August 15, 1865,
to Governor W. L. Sharkey, Jackson, Miss.

If you could extend the elective franchise to all persons of color who can
read the Constitution of the United States in English and write their names,
and to all persons of color who own real estate valued at not less than £250,
and pay taxes thereon, you would completely disarm the adversary and set
an example the other States will follow. This youcan dowith perfect safety,
and you thus place the Southern States, in referenco to free persons of color,
upon the sams basis with the free States. I hope and trust your convention

1do this.

Mr. CHANDLER. President Lincoln had also recommended
that in Louisiana the same experiment be tried, and he wrote a
letter to Governor Michael Hahn which will forever live in his-
to%; 1 ask the Secretary to read what I send to the desk.

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as di-
rected.

The Secretary read as follows:

ExecuTive MANsION, Washington, March 13, 1564,

MY DEAR SIR: Icongratulate ?ruu on having fixed your name in history as
the first free-state governor of Loulsiana. Now you are about to have a
convention, which, among other things, will probably define the elective
franchise. I barely suggest, for your private consideration, whether some
of the colored people may not be let in; as, for instance, the very intelligent,
and especizlly those who have fought gallantly in our ranks. They weuld
pro!mbi{‘ help, in some trying time to come, to kesp the jewel of liberty in
the family of freedom. DBut this i3 only a suggestion, not to the publie, but
to you alone.
Truly, yours,

Hon. MICHAEL HAHN,

Mr. CHANDLER. While the Southern governments which
were organized under the plan of President Johnson reluctantly
accepted the thirteenth amendment and repudiated the debt in-
curred in aid of the war of the rebellion, no notice whatever was
taken by any one of them, either of the recommendation of
President Johnson or the advice of President Lincoln. Butthe
Republican party; when it became necessary in the progress of
reconstruction, gave the ballot to the black man. The Repub-
lican party cams to the conclusion that this em:necipated racz
could never be protected effectually unless it had the ballot. It
gave the ballot, and forever to secure it the fifteenth amend-
ment was adopted, and from that hour to this, theoratically at
least, the right of suffrage for the colorsd man has beena part of
the Constitution. Is there now any Senator upon this floor who
contends that the suffrage ought not to have b2en given under
the circumstances by reasonof which it wasconferred? Isthere
any Senator, is there any statesman, or is there any public man
of eminence in this country who condemns the fifteenth amend-
ment and censures the Republican party for the reconstruction
policy which Congress adoptea?

In the North American Review of March, 1879, there is a not-
able discussion of this point in answer to two questions asked
by the editor of the Review: ‘*Ought the negro to be disfran-
chised?” ‘‘Ought he to have been enfranchised?” The con-
tributors to the colloquy were Senator Blaine, Senator Lamar,
Governor Wade Hampton, James A. Garfield, Alexander H.
Stephens, Wendell Phillips, Montgomery Blair, and Thomas A.
Hendricks. The debate is a notable contribution to the litera-
ture of this subject, and throughout the discussion there ishardl
a suggestion, except from Mr. Montgomery Blair, that the blac
man ought not to have been enfmnc‘flised; while most of the dis-
tinguished Southerners admit that the wisest policy with which
to follow the emanciﬁatiou of the colored race was to give suf-
fragetoevery man who was a citizen, without regard tothe color
of his skin,

The Republican party having thus emancipated the black man,
having givenhim thesuffrage havingfastened thatsuffragein the
Constitution by the adoption of the fifteenth amendment, found
itsell confronted with a determined and demoniac resistance
upon the part of the white men of the South to the practical ex-
ercise of h%e right of suffrage by the black man, and they also
found themselves confronted with enormous frauds upon the suf-
frage in the State of New York. Under these circumstances the
Republican party adopted whatisknownas the national election
laws. FPirst they passed, after the adoption of the fifteenth
amendment, the act of May 31, 1870, to enforee the right of suf-
frage in the several States, and subsequently the national elec-

A, LINCOLN.

tion laws providing for national supervisors and for special dep-
uty marshals.

submit upon the whole record that the Republican party
could have done nothing else but passall these laws. When the
Republican party, step after step, led on by the necessitiesof the
gituation, and, as I believe, by the will of God who rules above,
had given freedom to the negro, had also given to him sufirage,
and had found that the free exercise of that suffrage was being
resisted by crimes horrible to humanity, it determined thatlaws
should be passed by the Congress which should make the suf-
frage a living reality and which should remove all obstacles to
voting that might be put in the way in any of the Southern
States. I assert that the record will show that if emanecipation
wes right, if the fifteenth amendment granting suffrage was
right, it was equally right and equally defensible to put upon
the statute books of the country the national election laws which
it is now attempted to repeal.

Mr. HIGGINS. And equally necessary.

Mr.CHANDLER. IftheRepublieanparty wasjustifiedinpass-
ing all these msasures while 1t had power in this country, and if
without dishonor and without cowardice, having adopted the fif-
teenth amendment as a part of the fundamental law of the land
as the last condition which the triumphant North required of
the defeated South, the Republican party did wisel X in placing
thz election laws upon the statute books, why should the Demo-
cratic party, now in power, begin to tear down this great work
of the Republican party? Where is the deed that is to be done
to-morrow in this Chamber, in the passage of this bill which is
the first fruits of Democratic power in all the hranches of the
National Government to end? Where is the Democratic party
to stop if first it repeals the national election laws, which were
appropriate and fitting assertions of national power for the en-
forcement of the fifteenth amendment? Will the Democrats in
power notalso attack thefifteenth amendment itself, and if they
atlack and destroy the fifteenth amendment and virtually take
the suffrage away from the black man, will they not also, little
by little in this process of reaction and retrogression, come to
reduce him virtuzlly toa stateof slavery? Such, Mr.Presi lent,
is a fair argument, such is a fair inference. The work that is to
be begun to-morrow, if it is not stopped before it reaches its
legitimate results, will be destructive of the interests, rights,
and citizenship of the black race throughout the entire South.

Mr. President, it may be pertinent to-consider what has been
the conduct of the colored race during all this time, How has
the negro bzhaved? Has he given any excuse for the attack
upon his rights which the Senateintends shortly to consummate?
1t is agreed that the colored man from the beginning to the end
of the struggle, which was toresult in making him free and which
resulted in making him a voter, has been judicious and has been
humane. Itiseonceded thathe waswell bahaved from the begin-
ning to the end of the controversy over slavery. It isadmitted
th .t during tha war of the rebzllion the colored man did not under-
take, whataver his sympathies may have besn, to organize in-
surrections. He wasglad torecaive freedom under the thirteenth
ameniment, but he did not demand the suffrage. That great
gift was given to him without his asking by the power of the
United States. He accepted it. He endeavored to exercise it.
He has tried to exercise it wisely and well, and to-day, notwith-
standing the terrible condition of their race in the Southern
sountry, the colored men as a whole must be acquitted of any
misbzhavior, of any misconduet, or of anything that rejuires
them to be ¢2nsured. And yet what is their present condition?

‘T'he lift2enth amendment is practically anullity throughout the
South. No one of the 39 votes based uI}on the colored people,
either in the House or the electoral colleges,is cast effectively
as the colored people desire to have it bestowed. Moreover, the
eslored people arenotonly denied the rightof suffrage, but their
lives ara constantly taken from them in defiince of law, in defi-
ancs of eivilization, and in defiance of all the rules of humanity.

Mr. Frederick Douglass in a recent discourse, on Tuesday,
January 9, 1884, in this city, discussed the variousaspects of the
“go-called, but miscalled negro problem.” Hiseloquent oration
will take permanent place in the history of this momentous ques-
tion. Mr. Douglass describes the present condition of his race
in the Southern States under the rule of mob law which sooften
prevails throughout that whole section. I ask the Secrefary to
read the extract from Mr. Douglass’ discourse which I have
marked. 3

Mv. HARRIS. Who is the author of the matter which the
Senator from New Hampshire desires to have read?

Mr. CHANDLER. Frederick Douglass. an inspired apostle
of the colored race.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re-

uested.
2 The Secretary read as follows:
Ihave waited patiently but anxiously to see the end of the epidemic of
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mob law and persecution now prevailing at the South. But the indications
are not hopetul; great and terrible as have been its ravages in the past, it
now t:eems b:nl:ie necreasing, not only 1n Elﬂ 1}umher of its vietims, but in its
frantic rage savage extravagance. Lawless vengeance is beginning to
be visited upon white men as well as black. Our newspapers are daily dis-
figured by its ghastly horrors. It isnolo local, but national; no longer
confined to the Sonth, but has invaded the North. The contagion is §pread-
ing. extending, and overlaaf geographical lines and State boundaries,
and if permitted to go on it threatens to destroy all respect for law and
order, not only in the South. but in all parts of our country, North as well
as South. For certain it is that erime allowed to go on unresisted and un-
arrested will breed crime. 'When the poison of anarchy is once in the air,
ke the pestilence that walketh in the darkmess, the winds of Heaven will
take it :guand favor its diffusion. Though it may strike down the weak to-
day, it strike down the strong to-morrow.

Not a breeze comes to us now from the late rebellions States that is not
tainted and freighted with negru blood. Im its thirst for blood and itsrage
for muﬁeance. the mob has blindly, boldly, and defiantly supplanted sheriffs,
pconstables, and police. It has assumed all the functions of eivil authority.
It laughs at legal procasses, courts. and juries, and its red-handed murderers
range a unchecked and unchallen by law or by public opinion.
Prison walls and iron bars are no protection to the innocent or guilty, if the
mob is in pursuit of negroesaccusaed of crime. Jail doors are battered down
in the presence of unresisting jailers, and the accused, awaiting trial in the
courts of law, are dragged out and hanged, shot. stabbed, or burned to death,
as the blind and irresponsible mob may elect.

Weclaim to be a Christian country and a highly civilized nation, yetI

st the

tearla%scls affirm that there is nmothing in the history of savages to

the blood-chilling horrors and flendish excesses perpetra agains

colored people by the so-called enlightened and Christian people of the South.
The minority of the committee, in the text of the report which

I had the honor of submitting to the Senate, refrained from dis-

eussing the lynchings of negroes that made such an appalling

record during the last few years. In a note, however, we spoke

as follows:

Such barbarities during the reconstruction period, and while the process
was going forward of desiroying Hepublican gg\rammama at the South and
making that section, Including almost all the Congressional districts therein,
solidly Democratic, were justly atirlbutable to a determination to subdue
and terrorize everywhere the colored people as well as the white Republi-
mﬁh ::lﬁ ?}etltl.. hazards and by all means to accomplish the predetermined

o

zﬁlut ngw the m&:,llﬁlg all acm;nﬁggslhaﬁi, the ﬁrtaomhua:;e[flndmam practl-

subverted,and all dangero ublican governmen! negrosuprem-
a.c}'j;l. an end, and the declaration of Gen. B]g:iranﬂ Mr. Bayard made good,
that one or the other race must have all the 'nger or none, why is it that
the crimes against the colored race increase number and atrocity? It
has been ¢l ed that the unlawful homicides arise from the desire
E-omptly to punish assaunlts upon women, but surely for this purpose there

1o need to change the method from the usual one of shooting or hanging
to burningat the stake; and moreover the record shows that of late years
the negroes are unlawfully slain under charges of many other offenses than
the one named. We submit in the appendix a few statistics which certainly
ought to arouse the most LProround and serious reflections upon the terrible
condition of our civilization. the discussion of which seems to be as much
suppressed as was thatof slavery before 1860,

In 1891, according to the Tribune of January 1, 1892, there were
lynched 195; of whom 150 were men, 6 women; 169 South, 26

orth; 121 negroes, 69 whites, 2 Indians, 2 Chinese, 1 Mexiecan.

In 1892, according to the Tribune of January 1, 1893, there
were lynched 236; of whom 231 were men, 5 women; 200 South,
86 North; 155 negroes, 80 whites, 1 Indian.

In 1893 there were lynched, according to the Chi Tribune
of December 31, 200 victims, 196 men, 4 women: 183 South, 17
North; 154 negroes, 30 whites, 5 Mexicans, 7 Indians, and the 4
women.

The memorial of the National Citizens’ Rights Association,
dated June 2, 1892, and signed by Mr, Albion W. Tourgee, says:

The lives of the citizens of the United States are taken by lawless mobs in
all the Southern States upon the most trivial tense, and without any fear
of punishment. The right of trial by jury is denied by the establishment of
lynch law. Punishmens for murder is practically unknown if the victims
have & black skin. In twenty-seven years oniy four cases of the execution
of a white man for the murder of a colored person can be found, though
such killings have averaged more than one a day during that time. * * *

The most barbarous and cruel tortures, for ages unheard of in elvilized
lands, areinflicted by unrestrained mobs. Seven men were burned alive. one
was flayed alive. and vne slowly and cruelly dismembered in twelve recent
consecutive months.

Within less than ninesy consecutive days ohh?j'preaent ear more thansixty
eolored citizens of the United States were publicly lynched in those St.atgs.

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, this is no overdrawn pic-
ture. It is not rhetorically stated; it is simple truth. e
colored people have not only been deprived of the suffrage under
the fifteenth amendment, but they are deprived of the privilege
of being protected by the laws which protect the white people
of the North and of the South. When accused of crime they are
seized and subjected to mob violence. They are tortured; they
are mutilated; theyarecoal-oiled and burned—and this in a land
of pretended civilization; this in a land which pretends to be
Christianized.

Mr. President, it is not a pleasant task to refer to these un-
toward events which are so fatal to the claim of this country to
be a humane and enlightened and civilized nation.

I am not willing to refer to specific cases of cruelty, of tort-
ure, and of murder that have existed in States of this Union.
Senators are sensitive about the honor of their States, and they
would reply with warmth and heat if any specifications were
made.

This subject has not been troated in the report of the minority
in a spirit of harshness, but it has been treated in a spirit of

truth, because it is necessary to bring it into full view in order
to do ﬂmatiue to the political situation of the colored race. Nec-
essarily a race that can not be protected by the laws of the States
and the laws of the United States in its rights to life, liberty,
and property, which can not be protected from cruel deaths b
torture, and by hanging, and by burning, and lynchings for B.E
leged crimes, can not be protected in the right of suffrage. The
result is that the colored people at the South, notwithstanding
their constitutional rights, are rapidly being deprived of every
right that is worth the having toa freeman. If they complain,
they are told that it would be wise for them to leave the coun-
try.

There are upon this floor Senators who advocate the proposi-
tion that the whole colored people, 7,000,000 strong, must leave
this country and go elsewhere. That is the only answer the
apologists for the present condition of affairs in the Southern
States can make when they are confronted with the fact that
although the black man theoretically, according to the Consti-
tution and before the laws, has every right that every other
man of any othercolor is entitled to, yet all the rights which are
dear to men are violently taken from him. He is told if he does
not like the treatment to which he may himself be subjected, if
he does not like the treatment to which his race is subjected, he
may leave the country and go to foreign lands.

Mr. President, the question is a serious one. Mr. Lincolnhad
forebodings at the close of the war when he uttered that pathetic
sentence which was repeated by the Senator from Massachusetts
[Mr. LODGE] the other day. Mr. Lincoln feared that the war
never would end until all the wealth that had been piled by the
bondsmen’s two hundred and fifty years of unrequited toil had
been sunk, nor until every drop of blood drawn with the lash
had been paid by another drawn with thesword. Mr. JefTerson
in a spirit of prophecy looking at slavery said he trembled for
his country when he reflected that Godis just. These twogreat
men have told us that there is no solution for the negro question
except justice, and, Mr. President, that is the only remedy that
will solve this terrible problem that now afilicts the country.

We were told by Gen. Blair and Mr. Bayard that the two races
can not live togetherside by side in this country, sharing equally
in poiitical power: that the black man can never be allowed fo
live by the side of the white man and exercise the right of suf-
frage; that all the political power must be in the hands of one
race or the other, and the one that seizes it must be the superior
race, the Caucasianrace. 'We are told, as the superior race never
has yielded to the inferior race, that there is no remedy for the
existing condition of affairs,

Mr. President, I do not accept the assertion as correct. I ad-
mit that the history of mankind has constantly shown superior
races trampling upon inferior races, but do we not believe that
humanity is making progress? Do we not believe that advanc-
ing Christianity is doing something for mankind? I believe so.
The remedy for the condition of things at the South is to be
found through a higher eivilization and a nobler Christianity
than any to which we have yet attained in this country.

The basis of Christianity is forbearance. The essence of
Christianity is that the strong shall not oppress the weak. I
believe that this people, with their great and glorious future
before them, will find themselves able to deal with this problem
and will at last find that they can allow equal rights to all men,
the right of suffrage as well as all other lE»:liti(m.l rights, with-
out regarding the [act that a tenth partof the freemenof America
have black skins while the other nine-tenths have white skins.

Mr. President, I desire to close this branch of what I have to
say by again using language of Mr. Douglas, wherein he points
out the remedy for the existing condition of affairs. I appro-
priately join with him in saying:

But, my I muststop. Time and strength arenot equal to the task
befora me. But couldI be heard by this great nation, I would call to mind
the sublime and glorious truths with which, at its birth, it saluted a listen-
ing world. Its voice then was as the trump of an archangel, summ
hoary forms of oppression and time-honored tyranny to judgment. Cro
heads heard it and shrieked. Tolling millions heard it and clapped their
hands for joy. 1t announced the advent of & nation based u human
brotherhood and theself-evident truths of 1i and o‘qusliry. ts mission
was the redemption of the world from the bondage of ages. Apply.these
sublime and glorious truths to the situation now before you. Putaway your
race prejudice. Banish the idea that one class must rule over another,
Recognize the fact that the rights of the humblest citizen are as worthy of
protection as are those of the highest and your problem will be solved; and
whatever may be in store for it in the future, whether prosperity or adver-
sity; whether it shall have foes without or foes wi ; whether there shall
be peace or war, based npon the eternal principles of truth, justice, and hu-
manity, and with no class having any cause of complaint or grievance, your
Republic will stand and flourish forever. .

Mr. President, it has been with feelings of no ordinary regret
that I have witnessed in this Chamber the defection of the dis-
tinguished Senator from Nevada [ Mr. STEWART]from the friends
of the national election laws. When I first came to this city,
some thirty years ago, T

saw him in his pride of place in the
Senate. I came to know him and to admire him in all the
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strength of his intellectual and moral greatness. Isaw in him
the author of the fifteenth amendment of the Constitution. In
February, 1869, the Senator from Nevada led the movement in

. Congress which placed within the Constitution the fifteenth
amendment, granting the right of suffrage to allcitizens. The
Benator has never claimed too much credit to himself for that
act. Itoriginated with him. It was conducted through the
Senate and its committee by him. It was promptly sent out by
his agency to the States in the spring of 1869, and was speedily
adopted and became a part of the Constitution.

TEia was not all which the Senator from Nevada did. As soon
as the fifteenth amendment became a law, the Senator took the
floor in this Chamber in advocacy of the bill of May 31, 1870, to
enforce the right of citizens of the United States to vote. He
is entitled to great honorforthe passageof that law. He wasnot
only the author of the constitutional provision, but he was also
the leader in the movement to pass the statute of May 31, the
most valuable provisions of which are to be repealed by the
pending bill, to which I sadly realize he gives his support.

I will read from some of the utterances of the Senator from
Nevada in the Forty-first Congress, at the second session, page
8560 of the Congressional Globe, May 18, 1870. He said:

You may create as many offenses as you please, but if you provide no ma-
chinery for punishing them it will amount to nothing.

On May 24 he advocated a section of the bill which he said
was designed—
to give effect to the fifteenth amendment, allowing the voter not only the

t to vote, but the right to have his vote counted and to be made effec-

tive. (Page 3574.)
On May 25, 1870, the Senator from Nevada said:

Icongratulate the Senate and the country that we are about toassertsome of
the powers of Congress for the protection of volers; for the protectionof the
downtrodden; for the protectionof personsintheir political and eivilrights;
that we are about to get a bill which asserts something of the dignity and
power of this nation. (Page 3807.)

On the same day the Senator said: .

Rights guaranteed and granted to the people can not be taken from them.

No }farcy can stand on the basis of taking away such rights. (Page 3807.)
The Senator further said:

‘We have commenced legislation in the right direction by attempting to
ard the ballot box in New York against the trampling of it down by the
mocratic party. Why should gentlemen talk about our want of faith in

the people? Sir, our faith in the people is unlimited; but we have no faith
in a Democratic oligarchy in New York City or New Orleans or Georgia,
which by its power shall drive 10{&1 men from the polls.

‘We believe that it is the duty of this Govgm.mem to see that republican

institutions prevall in this country. * *
‘We proclaim now and here that we will exert all the power we can exert
under the Constitution to protect the ballot box in every State of the

Union. *= * #
1 tell you, my Democratic friends—
The Senator said—

1 ever expect to succeed you must turn your attention more to the jus-
gcl;oorgthe case, and stop yogr technical pleas. The same technical pleas
have been made ever since the war began. You have been all the time try-
ing to find in the Constitution ‘‘ how not to doit.”" (Page 3808.)

And on July 4, 1870, an appropriate day, the Senator from
Nevada made a strong appeal for the American negro. He said:

The negro was among us. This was his native land. He was born here.
He had a right to protection here. He had a right to the ballot here. He
was an American and a Christian, as much 80 as any of the rest of the people
of the country. He loved the American flag. Although he was ignorang,
although he had been a slave, 1t became important that he should be enfran-
chised, so that he might protect himself in this great strife that we always
have and always must have in a free government, where every man must
take care of himself. (Page bl52.)

In the discussion of the elections amendment to the naturali-
zation bill, April 13, 1871, the Senator from Nevada also ad-
vocated a similar doctrine. He said:

‘When the weakest man in this nation, when the poorest and humblest
ereature in this nation may lose his life with the approbation of any consid-
erable portion of the people for political purposes, the foundations of your

are shaken, the stability of your Government is at hazard. (Forty-

::ccéﬁ(‘.ongmsa, first session, page 640,)

Much more to the same effect is tobs found in the language of
the Senator from Nevada, who, having secured the p of
the fifteenth amendment, and having been the champion of the
national elections bill, now discovers that it is wise that those
laws should be stricken from the statute book, abandons the
friends of freesuffrage, and joins himself with the Senators upon
the other side of the Chamber in striking down the very laws of
which he was the champion and the conspicuous advocate.

Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate longer at this
time, for I find that I am not atronﬂlenough to speak as I should
like to do. 1 submit that these lawsare a part of the great
scheme of the Republican party and of this people for the pro-
tection of araceof seven millionsof human beings, constituting a
tenth part of our people. There wasnoescape for that party from
the duty of resistance to slavery extension; there was no escape
for that party, after the folly and the madness of the slave power
had brought on the warof therebellion, from the duty of emanci-
pating the slave; there was no escape from the enfranchise-

mentof the slave, and after the fifteenth amendment wasadopted
there was no escape from the enactment of laws that would
cause the fifteenth amendment to be a living force, to be obzyed
bﬁha whole people of this counfry, and that would enable the
black man toenjoy thesuffragé which was given by that amend-
ment.

Mr. President, I look with dire apprehension upon the course
which the Senatorsupon the other side of the Chamber propose
to pursue. I look with great fear forward to the era whﬁh they
are inaugurating the firstmoment that they find that the Demo-
cratic party, after twenty-seven years’ exclusion, is in power in
every branch of the National Government.

Mr. President, the majority report twice proclaims that it is
the purpose of the mujority to wipe out the legislation which is
u]{lon the statute books thatgrew out of the war of the rebellion.
The reconstruction measures of Congress are to be wiped out.
The wiping-out process begins with striking down the national
election laws. If it is the intention of Senators to go on with
that process and to carry out by all the legislation which they
can put upon the statute book the work of undoing the result of
the last thirty years, they have undertaken a task in which I do
uot believe they will be sustained by the people of the country.

Mr. President, this question is one of infinite importance be-
cause it concerns so vital a subject as the suffrage. It is notan
unhealthy condition of a republic that there are changes of the
political power of the country. Itisonlyunderremarkable con-
ditions thatonepolitical party inany country will retain power for
a quarter of a century and the other great political party for that
long period be excluded from political power. It is notunnat-
ural nor always lamentable t such changes take place, pro-
vided always that the suffrage is free and that the result of any
one election may be undone as the resultof asucceeding election.

But, Mr. President, it is fearful danger to a republic when
the suffrage is so destroyed that there can not be a change of
political control from one party to another as the result of sue-
cessive elections. It is to that condition of things that we are
coming in thiscountry. The Democratic party having acquired
possession of all branches of the Government intend to strike
down the national election laws; they intend to maintain asolid
South, sixteen solidly Southerm States, with 32 Senators in this
Chamber, and they intend to maintain 127 Representatives in
the other branch of Congress, the representatives from a solid
South. They intend to prevent any reaction which may arouse
this people from taking effect in the election of a House of Rep-
resentatives or a Senate or a President contrary to the politics
which they have adopted. To resistacondition of this kind the
American people ought to be invoked by every power which Re-
publican Senators and Republican Representatives are capable
of exerting. g

Mr. President, in addition to the review made in the minority
report of the election laws of some of the Southern States which
are averred tobe unjust, I desire to submitcertain further state-
ments. Although the names of the authors are in some cases
not given they are known to me. The statements areasfollows:

ALABAMA,

To Senator CHANDLER: In repl to your letter of December 80,1 do not
know where to begin or leave off. The frauds, ballot-box stuffing, stealing
of the boxes after the close of the election, destruction of same, false connt—
that is, coun Republican ballots Democratic—false returns or false cer-
tificates of result, and by driving colored men who are Republicans from
the polls (this is seldom resorted to in later years) and by what Democratic
authority claims as a most virtuous remedy against a large Republican ma-
jority precinct, the prevention of the opening of the poils in various Ways,
fallure to.produce the required lock box, the registration list, or appearance
of the appointed managers, have made elections in this State a sham and a
fraud since Angust, 1876.

These frauds in this State have been so otpen, S0 common, and so constant
that a review of the appointed managers of each precinct will enable one to
name the Democratic ority at each precinct in advance of the election.
It is rare to find an intelligent man in this State whowill dan{ the charge of
fraud, but who readily admits, justifies the same, and declaresit will go on so
long as negroes are allowed to vote, or at least whenever they are g) A ma-
jority. No Senator or Representative from this State in the United States
Congress will declare the elections in this State to be full, free, and fair.

I know thousands of white men in this State who in their personal ana

ivate affairs and dealings are as honest and fair as could be desired, yet

the ma ent of an election feel justified and believe it to be ngh:l’,
patriotie, fair to falsify the returns or to supyress the Republican o
anti-Democratic vote. This has been the conduct of elections since Augusl:-
1878, No vote is allowed to be in the way of the organized Democratic wis

The present State election laws were ly gotton up and passed t0
screen Democratic managers and to make frand easy. The last law (Sayre
law) is only an amendment to former laws, becoming necessary on acconat
of the appearance of the Alliance-Populite-Jeflersonian-Democratic party,
which numbers a majority of the white vote of the State. The Sayre law
should be called, “A law for the more effectual swindling of the voters of
this State, ete."

[Rooﬁls of the Republican State Executive Committee of Alabama.]
MONTGOMERY, ALA., Oclober 10, 1592,
To the Republicans of Alabama:

By direction of the Republican State campalgn committee, 1 present the

following for your co! eration: For elrgm.een years the Republican party
in this State has been out of power; and for all that time the Republicans of
Alabama have been prac! dis possessing, it is true, the legal
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right to vote, but without the legal power to have that vote counted as cast.
This condition of affairs has come about through election laws, and methods
which are areproach to the State and a stain upon the chivalry and civili-
zation of the age. So long as none but Republleans were affected by these
methodsand frauds allremedy appeared hopeless. Butwhen these methods
were applied, as in the recent State electlon in August last, to the Jefferso-
nian Democracy of the State—the protest against these frauds upon theright
ol sufirage became 50 great as to rend in twain the Democratic party of

Alabama. .

1t permitted, organized Demoeracy would appl{;ho game frauds against
any form of opposition, it matters not on what platform or by whatsoever
name it may be callad. The white people of the white counties will no longer
submit to the dictation, the arrogance, and intolerance of the few lead-
ers of nr%anlaed Democracy in the Black Belt counties ofthis State. So op-
pressive have become the rule of the machines, so autocratic the bosses, so
appalling the frands upon suffrage, that the friends of honest elsctions and
popular government have united to defeat organized Democracy and restore
the governmentof this State to the handsof the people. Alabama is no
longer a certaln Democratic State, for election fraudshave recoiled upon their
originators. The overdoing of the frauds have brought their own condem-
nation. The great movement of the people in this State forsell-government,
which can only be secured by a “free vote and a fair count,” is sure of suc-
cess in November. We as Hepublicans can rest assured that the solid South
is 50:‘&11 to be broken, and that Alabama will be the first tolead in this glori-
ous advance.

The perpetrators of election frauds have been condemned by the people,
who will crush them in the wreck of thelr own crimes. Freedom and hon-
esty of elections are not only fundamental principles of the Republican
R&rl}y. but **the right ervative ol all other rights,” the palladium of

merican liberty, and the only security of free government. ithout hon-
est elections no individual can make his infiuence felt upon the legislation
of his country, either State or national

The citizen is but a mere cipher—possessing the ht to vote, but pow-
erless to make his vote.express his will, e people of Alabama have
awakened to these vital facts. They have thrown off the memories, shadows,
and prejudices of the past. They have declared for a *‘free vote and a fair
count’’ as their only hope for the future, as their only escape from the ma-
chine and the bosses. t us, then, join them in securing this cardinal doe-
trine of Republicanism and assist them in vindicating the majesty of law
and the rule of the people. The present struggle in Alabama is'to dethrone
the bosses, destroy the machine, and restore the control of the government
10 the hands of the people. So adroitly has ballot-box stufiing in Alahama
been carried on that many honest Democrats have, for many years, refused
to believe the story of iis crimes. Awakened at lasttothe enormity of this
outrage upon citizenship they, alike, with Republicans, now acknowledge
theirdebt of gratitud= to the heroic men who have exposed ballot-box fra
in this State. The oligarchy which has so long governed this State in the
name of Democracy has for years been supreme. It has governed in opposi-
tion to the popular will, defled the people, acknowl no masters but the
machine. It has cajoled and mocked the le with false promises. What,
then, is the duty of the hour? So far as Republicansare concerned, that duty
is plaln and imperative. We should stand shoulder to shoulder with those
who propose, if clothed with authority, to secure and tect in this State ‘'a
frea vota and a fair count.” This heritage of American freedom has lo
been & delusion; let us now help those who can make it a living, potannqﬁ

reality.
& o o * £l . s
G JMR A, HOSELEYb JR., i
hairman Republican State Cam ommittee.
BEN. DE &%S. Secretary.
ARKANSAS.

EUREKA SPRINGS, ARK., January 6, 1894.

DsAR Sir: In accordance with your request, I inclose herewith a copy of
the election laws of the State of Arkansas, as digested by the Hon. Ben B.
Chism, secmt.a!&y of state. I will first direct your attention to such provi-
gions as I consider serlously defective, and afterwards to such remedies as

B t themselves to my mind.

tion 2 provides for a State board of election commissioners, consisting
of the governor, auditor, secretary of state. Asall of these ofilcers are
strong and active partisans of the same political party, and as they consti-
tute the force that gives motion to the whole election machinery, 1 think it
will te admitted that this provision is defective. The same section also pro-
vides that the State board, so constituted, shall *“ appoint withinand for each
county in the State a county board of election commissioners.”

ESection ? provides that “‘all of sald county commissioners shall not be
members of the same political party.” This seems fair uponits face, butits
disingenuousness will be a t when considered in connection with the
provision in section 8, which says: * Each commissioner (county) shall have
one vote, and two shall constitute aguorum, and the concurring votes of an
two shall decide all questions befors them. They shall, after their organi-
zation as aforesaid, not less than five days before any general election, ap-
point three judges of election for each voting precinet in the count¥." The
most important function of the county board, in the interest of ess, is
the appointment of judges of election, but under this n}:rovision two mem-
bars of the board belong to the same ty have only to make up their
slate, and by their concurring votes, put it through. The other member of
the board, for all practical purposes. It as well beathome; besides, even
if the minority member was allowed toselect one judge, the fact that he owes
his official existence to the state pa board doesnot secure to the party
he is intended to represent a faithful, wise, and efficient officer, but upon the
contrary he may be merely a R.epubllcan in name, and either f.nacuve. half-
hearted, intemperate, ignorant, or corrupt.

The same disingenuousness will be found to exist in section 11, which,
among other things, provides that *‘the judges of election so appointed
shall be discreet persons, able to read and write the English language, and
g:muﬂed electors in the precinets for which they are appointed to act; and

ey shall not all be selected {rom the same political party ¢/ compelent per-
sons of different politics can be found." In many counties in Arkansas a
white Republican, if he exercises his right to vote and shows an interest in
the success of his party, is not considered a discrest p#rson by his Demo-
cratic naghbors\ and the negro Republican, no matter what his educational

ualifications may be, is not considered a competent person to fill any i-
tion of honor or trust. So it is in the power of the two partisan members
of the county board, who contemplate frands at the polls, to either selectan
inefficient or corrupt Republican, or under the pretoxt that no discreet or
competent person can be found, to select all of the judges from their own
Rou dcal partiv. The first election held under the provision of this act pro-

uced many instances of such action, resulting in the subversion of pre-
vicusly existing large Republican majorities.

You will observe that in section 11 the words ‘‘ discreet persons ' and “ it
competent persons of different politics can be found™ are emphasized, lay
the use of italics, amd, as no other sentence in the digest is so emphasized,
pom+, perhaps over suspicious, persons have hinted that the person respon-

sible for such italicizing intended thereby to furnish a cue to his partisan
members of the county boards. i e

Section 20 provides that *“If any election judge shall be absent, at the time
fixed for the opening of the polls, the other judge or judges shall appoint
S0me pPerson or persons ha the qualifications ribed by this act for
election 11111- es, to supgly such vacancy.” Ithas hapened, in ?re?ious elec-
tlonsin this State, for the p e of securing a solid board of election judges
in the interest of one political party, the ju or judzes of the other part
have, either fraudulently or forcibly, been kept from the polls; hence I re;
this provision as defective. The same section pravldea that ‘' Judges of elec-
tion shall appoint two clerks at each pracinet.” You will observe that the
clerks are not required to be of different political parties, which makes that
provision defective.

Section 28 provides that “‘the police force at each precinectshall be a)
pointed and under the control of the sheriff." As the sheriff is likely to
? p;n'llmn, this might result in the entire police force being all of oné polit-

ca pm'tir

In section 43 it is provided that “no one shall be permitted, under any
pretext whatever, to come nearer than 50 feet of any door or window of any
polling room from the opening of the polls until the completion of the count
of the ballots and certification of the returns, except as herein provided.”
When both parties have a fair representation in the electlon boards, the
clerks of election, and the police forc: outslde, this provision is wise; but
without such representation I consider it as defective in the extreme.

Under section 54 it is provided, that *any elector who shall tell the judges
that he can not read or write, or that by reason of physical disability he is
unable to mark his ballot, may have the assistance of two of the judges in
the preparation of his ballot, who, in the presence of the elector and in the
presence of each other shall prepare his ballot for him as he wishes to voteit.”
As there are many voters in Arkansas, both whiteand black. who are unable
Dolonging 50 06 POUIEAl PAFLY 10 Dropave the DAILOS of the IgnoTRat vd

0l one pol party to prepare the ot of the 1 Vo
belonging t6 the other, I regard this provision as opetu.n%a Way to gross
frands on the part of election officers; for even if the election board should
have one member belonging to the different party from the other two, under
this provision the two members of the same party and of the opposite party
to that of the voter may prepare his ballot.

Section 22 provides that *no ballot shall be received from elector or
deposited in the ballot box which does not have the name or initials of at
least one of the judges indorsed on the back of it.” I do not think the voter
should lose his vote on account of the failure, either accidentally or inten-
tionally, of the election officers to make such indorsement.

Under section 64 1t is provided that ‘* the judges of election, if for any rea-
son they shall deem it proper to do so, may adjourn the count for any rea-
sonable (Period. not beyond the day succeeding that on which the election
was held; pending the making of the count any judge shall have the right
to remain with the ballot box, but during the time for which the count is ad-
goumed a safe place of deposit may be upon by all of the judges.”

lpmvi.slon opens the way for tam with the ballot box, either by
the election officers, when they are all of the same political party, or by
persons in charge of the safe pgaca where the box may be dapoalr.elf Past
experience, in this State, has too frequently shown the abuse of such privi-

leges.

'fn the foregoing I have attempted to point out the most g defectsin
this law. There are doubtless others of less importance that I may have
overlooked. I willnow suggest in general terms suchchangesinthe law as
geem absolutely necessary in the interest of fair and honest elections.

Section 2 should be amended 50 as to make the State board of commission-
ers consist of members belonging to different political es,and these

members should be representatives of their %uerues: for tance, the gov-
ernor and auditor might constitute two members of the board, and the can-
didate for governor who recelved the next highest number of votes upon the
ticket upon which the governor was elected might constitute the other
member. And in case he should be dead or unable to serve, the other can-
didates Lt;gon the State ticket receiving the next highest number of votes
should @ his place in the order named upon said ticket. If three

had tickets in the fleld, any one of which tg;lolle(l more than one-tenth of the
entire vote, then the election board could consist of the governor and the
other two candidates for governorrecel thenext highestnumber of votes,
and vacancies could be provided for as in the first case. This section ghould
be amended so as to provide that in the appointment of county commission-
ers each member of the State board should select one. This wounld provide
for a county board of commissioners, in which each party would have at
least one bona fide representative.

Section 8 should be amended 8o as to uire each member of the county
board to appoint one judge of election, which would secure a board of elec-
tion judges composed of members belonging to different political parties and
bona fide representative men.

Section 10 should be amended so as to provide for the filling of any vacan-
cles in the county board, by the.selection of a commissioner by the member
of the State board who made the o selection.

Section 11 should be amended to require the election judges to be of differ-
ent political unless thers should be noqualified elector who can read
or write in the ct of the different politi ty toselect from. In or-
der to provide for vacancies in the board of election judges, each member of
the eoum.f board should have the right to select an alternate, whose selee-
tion should only be known to the commissioner making the selection and
the person appointed, so as to prevent any fradulent attempt to keep him
from the polls upon election d;{.

Section 20 should be amended so as to provide, in case of the absence of
any election judge atthe time fixed for ope the polis, that the Mtemm
if present, upon producing his written authority, should take his place;
it neither the original judge or alternate should be present, that the electors
present should elect a j for the time being. Section 20 should also be
amended so as to require that the 3udﬁes belonging to different political par-
ties, if the different political es should be three, should each select one
clerk; butif the different political parties should only be two, then, that the
two judges belonging to one party should select one clerk and the judge be-
longing to the other shonld select one.

Section 26 should be amended so as to require the judges of election to se-
lect the police force necessary to preserve order, ete., and if three political
parties be represented in the election board, then each judge shall agpomr.
an equal number of policemen; and if but twoof the political parties bere
resented in the board, then the two judges of one party shall select one—h&
of the policemen and the judge of the other party the other half.

Section 48 should be amended so as to allow the elector who fails to make
out his ticket, in the time prescribed, to obtain the assistance of one of the
judges belon, to his o:‘;dpolit.ical party.

Section 54 should be amended so as to permit the elector who may be un-
able to read or write, or otherwise disqualified to prepare his ballot, to re-
quire one of the jud of his own political party to assist him.

Section b3 should, in my o om, be stricken out.

Section 64 should be amended so as to require the ju{l%as before separat-
ing, at the closing of the polls, to count the ballots and declare the result,
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and not to permit the ballot box at any time, from the ning of the polls
to the counting and declaring of the result, to be out of their om.

Ot course these alterations will only apply toelections where Congress has
the constitutional power toalter or amend the State law. If there ever was
a time when some ﬁwer should be invoked to protect the rights of voters
in Arkansas that time now exists. The present law was framed by a parti-
san Legislature, in both branches, and was approved by a par ov-
ernor: and as I have shown, under its provision it is within the power of the
party in power to prevent any human being not a member of that party from
witn or scrutinizing the acts of the election officers within the sacred
circle of 50 feet radius for fortg-alght hours, from the opening of the polls
until the votes are counted and the result declared; and it isalso under cer-
tain circumstances within the power of the same party to place the entire
police force upon the outside in the hands of its members.

The effect of this law as it now stands is %mtimléy to take fromthe voter
at the polls theright toselect their public officers and transfers that right to
the primariesand conventions of the }:a_rty in power, which certainly is sub-
versive of republican government. Ifitisnecessary to correctthe evilsof un-
restricted suffrage in certain localities in this State, I respectfully submit
that this is not the way tobring itabout; for theevils arising from unconsti-
tutional and antirepublican methods will in the end surely produce public
disaster far greater than those affording excuses for such legislation.

SHIE PR POWELL CLAYTON

Hon. W. E. CHANDLER,
Uniled States Senate, Washington, D. C.

LiTTLE ROCK, ARK., January 9, 15894

DEAR SIR: I am in receipt of a letter from Gen. Powell Clayton advising
me that he had written you, transmitting a copy of the Arkansas election
law and giving his views as to the defects in the law and the remedies which
he thought should be applied. Gen. Clayton requests that I advise youasto
the practical working of the law here.

The county of Jeflerson ranks second in population among the counties of
the State, and prior to the passageof the presantalecuonlawcaatthemrgwt
g‘:}mblicm vote of any county in the State. I give herewith the vote in 1888,

ore the passage of thislaw, and in 1892, after its passage: ¥

Year. Harrison. | Cleveland.
1888 = 5,363 1,855
1802 ... 1,002 1,784

This shows a falling off in the Republican vote of 80 per cent after the pas-

of the law.

sn%em State board of election commissioners refused to appoint a Repub-
Hean recommended by the Republicans of Jeffersvn County and appointed a
man who, while he made some claim to be a Republican, us: voted
and worked with the Democratic party, and, of course, the county board ap-
pointed such judges and clerks of elections for the different wards and town-
ghips in the county as would carry out the orders of the Democratic county
committee. This was the plan pursued by the state commissioners in Re-
publican counties generally.

Below I give you figures from a few other R&?'tlbucan counties, if you de-
gire to use more than the figures in relation to Jefferson County:

oy v | ot [ Clove
2,123 789
1,831 1,481
1,167 784
616 700
1,018 1,164
647 1,004
1,165 1,303
630 1, 806
1,621 211
665 881
800 1,089
478 1,000

Yours, truly,

Hon. W. E. CHAXD!
Washington, B 0.

FLORIDA.

PALATEA, FLA,
DEAR S1r: Noticing in the papers the report of of the United
States Se%:t:. I beg to draw to your attention some matters relative to

Florida. conngemmmiaaiunars are appointed by the governor, and
they are nlwng;aall mocrats and generally of the poorest materialin their
party. They draw the jurors for the circuit court.

Mr. Pasco complains of the United States officials, judge and marshal,
for doing just what the Florida State authorities are known to have done.
In our new election law a capitation tax is required; we are required to
have a certificate of registration, giving age, and general description, and ex-
act of residence, and reqguired to vote inseparate boxes, for each officer

the inspectorsare to be agpotntad by an appointee of the governor, with
no provision to re nt both parties; the State and county officials to be
voted for at one place, and Congressman and Presidential Electors at an-
other, but not to be separated more than some few hundred feet. At the
first election in 189) we are required to have but one capitation tax receipt,
butafter the year 1830 we are required to have the two receipts for the two
years next preceding the election. As to Deputy Marshal Sanders, it is gen-
erally understood that he was elected to the Legislature from an honestly
Democratic county, and simply upon his merits.

In our constitution and the laws of 1850 may be found the provisions herein
cited. I mightadd that Duval County (Jac ville) has as many voters
as the eleven smallest counties in the State. It is represented by one sena-
tor and two or three assemblymen, while the eleven smallest counties are
represented by five senators and eleven assemblymen, the representation of

the large Republican countles having been cut down. Most of this I
sume you are acquainted with, but, with the idea that some of these points
have not come to your notice, I send them.

Very respectfully,

Senator W. E. CHAND
Wawlfn;tnr;n, D.

FRUITLAND, FLA., March 7, 1590.

DEAR SIR: Our ernor is elected, therefore is a Democrat. Our State
canvassing board i{s the same. Twoof the county canvassing boards of each
county are appointed by the governor, and the third elected. Therefore in
about thirty-five counties the entire canvassing board are Democrats, and
in ten eounties the Republicans may get one.

The registering officers in each county are appointed by the governor.
Therefore everyone in the State are Democrata,

The inspectors of elections are appointed by the county commissioners,
who are appointed by the governor. The supreme court is elected, recanse
they are sure to be Democrats. The seven circuit judges are appointed by
the governor. The district attorneys are a inted by the governor. The
jgrymen are selected by the county commissioners, who are appointed by
the gOVernor.

The city of Jacksonville is a strong Republican town, but the Democratic

ature ldgnve them a charter that allows the Democratic governor toap-
point the aldermen.

The Democratic Legislature gave Palatka, a Republican town, a charter
dividing it into wards, so the Democrats can get ten out of fourteen alder-
men.

I am yours truly,

Mr. CHANDLER.

January 81, 1890,

DEAR SIR: Isee by the papers that you have been debating with our Sen-
ator, Mr. PAsSCoO; you ought to have told him that the election of 1576 was
not an election by the poonla. but by the supreme court, so far as the State
was concerned. rge F. Drew, the defeated candidate for governor that

ear, asked the supreme court fora mandamus compelling the canvassing
ard toreturn elected governor, and he got it and the office, and to
show how they managed to keep in power, I quote from the law:

“SEC. 13. Each elector, upon beingregistered, shall be furnished by the reg-
istration offlcer with a certificate, which shall be numbered by consecutive
numbers for each district, and shall contain a statement of his name, aga,
color, occupation, place of residence, and date of registration as entered in the
registration book; which certificate shall be signed by the registration officer.
No person shall be allowed to vote in any other election district than the one
for which he is registered, nor shall any person whose name doesnot appear
upon the registration list be allowed to vote unless he procures and e!iel%_
its such certificate to the managers of elections.”

Now the day that the registration books were opened for registration in
this (Putnam) County, Democratie brokers a ed on the streets to buy
Republicans’ certificates, offering from one to five dollars, and when they
bought one (orcould get one to hold for safe-keeping until election, as they
sometimes did), off went the name fromthe registration list, and one the lass
Repuhucsm vote was ? ‘

‘*SEC. 23. The voting shall be by ballot, which ballot shall be plain white
m?er, clearand evencut, without ornaments, designation, mutilation, sym-

or mark of any kind whatsoever, except the name or names of the per-
son or persons voted for, and the office to which such person or persons are
intended to be chosen, which name or names and oflice or offices shall be
written or printed or partly written and E:ruugeprmwd thereon in black ink,
or with black peneil, and such ballot s so folded as to conceal the
name or names thereon, and, so folded, shall be deposited in a box to be con-
structed, kept, and disposed of as hereinafter provided, and no ballot of
any other description found in any election box s be counted.™

0w, that Is & very innocent law if you do not know the object for which
it was made. Inclosed areillustrations. Each county is divided into jus-
tice districts, and an honest Democrat will aspire to that honor in each
voting precinct, and provide himself with a blue or red pencil with which
to write his name on the ballotsof his Re[}mbuuan friends in the blank space
left for that pn;ﬁose: and when that dodge won't work or plays out, he
shortens his pencil so that he can hold it between two fingers without being
noticed, the point being in the palm of the hand; then he will say to his Re-

ublican friends, * Let me see who you are golng tovote for,” and take his

ot by the th and put it in the Ea.nd in which is the pencil and press
his thumb ligh {on it over the point of the pancil and moves it slowly up
with the other , like he was carefully reading the names on it, thus
lea a blue or red mark on the back. Judging from reﬁgrts from
cinets I have heard from, 150 would be a low estimate of the ubllcan%
lots not counted inthis county in consequence of such marks. en a State
makes a law on purpose to have the votes of the unsuspecting thrown out, I
think that Congressshould put heavy penalties on those that play the tricks
for which the law was made.

Very respectfully,

\ Late private, Company A, Fifth New Hampshire F-r;lrst‘un.
Hon. W. E. CHANDLER,
Washington, D. C.

[The Mail and Express, Monday evening, December 8, 1890,]

FLORIDA FRAUDS—HOW REPUBLICANS ARE DISFRANCHISED IN THE SOUTH-
EASTERNMOST STATE—XNO JUSTICE POSSIBLE FOR REPUBLICANS—A CON-
STITUTION AND LAWS MADE ON PURPOSE TO KEEP THE ENTIRE CONTROL
OF POLITICAL AFFAIRS IN DEMOCRATIO HANDS—FACTS ABOUT THE ELEC-
TIONS OF 1883 AND 130—THE REGISTRATION TRICK, THE POLL-TAX TRICK,
AND THE BALLOT-BOX FRAUDS.

; OCALA, FLA., December 8.
[Special.]

Florida was once a Republican State. Itis Republican yeton afair count.
This county, Marion, has a nominal Republican majority of about 500 votes.
Duval County, in which Jacksonville is situated, has more than 2,000 Repub-
lican majority. St John'sCounty, of which St. Augustine isthe chief town,
i8 now represented in the State senate by the only Republican in either
branch of the Leglslature, the Hon. O. B. Smith.

Until the last three or four years the Republicans have been able to elect
some local officers and some members of the Legislature, But the Demo-
crats have been working to secure absolute control, and at last they have got
it, and they do not propose to allow a single Republican to be elected as such.
Here are some of the methods by which complete control has been secured.
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THE REGISTRATION LAWE.

A new constitution went into effect in 1885, and the election of 1888 was the

first general election held under its provisions. It vested the on of
tration in ofcers appointed by the governor, who may be of the same

political ‘party. In Ocala the supervisor was a man named He took
charge of the registration books, both old and new, and proceeded to make
ther try to suit himself. Local Republicans applied to him for copies of
the old registration books, and for transcripts of the new registration lists,
offering to pay whatever sum was needed for transeribing. He put them off
for awhile on various pretexts, but finally they got him cornered, and he said
to them: “ Boys. I can'tdo this thing. If Ishould let youses the regi.smg:
tion lists I wounld be turned outof office before the sun sets t0-MOrrow.
Then the Regublicans applied to the court for a mandamus com
to show the . The matter was put off by the court until a few be-
fore election. when it would have been too late in any case to add new
names to the lists, and then the mandamus was granted, provided it did not
interfere with his duties, He swore that it did so interfere, and the manda-
mus was dissolved.

ANOTHER FRIVOLOUS PRETEXT.

In Duval County that same the B?nhum county ticket was elected,
and the officers-elect their bonds, which were amply secure. But
the State comptroller, whose duty it is to approve bonds of officers-elect,
refused for one pretext or another to & e these until the legal limit of
sixty days, during which according to law such bonds must be approved,
had ggﬂrsﬂ. Then the old county officers held over until the governor ap-
pointed a new set, who were of course all Democrats.

THE POLL-TAX FRAUD,

The law in Florida makes the payment of a poll-tax a prerequisite to
voting, and this tax is made assessible and collectible separate, and sepa-
rate receipts must be given for it. The taxes must all be paid and receipts
given before thirty days previous to-election. This year in Jacksonville up
to October 1 the Republicans who had their taxes pald and held tax receipts
outnumbered the Democrats by several hundred.

Three more days remained, and Republican leaders made every effort to

their men to come and pay. They came and stood in line, sometimes a
g%ﬂred at onca, at the nmg &r the ﬁlocl;aﬁm H:h hg.i;dno axtra mmm.
the zovernor having refus 8 &P on whi Dbeen presen: a
number of leading Hepublicans that an extra force be granted him tempo-
rarily, and he had himself sent away one of his assistanta.

HOW IT IS DONE.

Further, the business licenses for groceries, lignor stores, stables, and all
sorts of business feil due the 1st of October, and although theywmy;hh
at any time within the year. the Democratic business men cro t0 the
collector's office those first four days of October and he attended to them
first. The result was that he issued only about twenty-five tax receipts a
October 4 the Damocratic managers
dated and sizned in blank by the collector, and they paid the tax of
every Democrat who was delinguent and sent him or gave him the recaipt.
Further, the Democrats ali along had been allowed to pay poll taxes for each
other, while the ifepublicans were compelled to pay e for himself, Of
eourse, the result was that all Democrats were q to vote, while a
great many Republicans were not.

HOW A REPUEBLICAN WAS CHEATED OUT OF OFFICE.

Notwithstanding all the efforts of the poll-tax tricksters, Mr. J. ', Nichols,
the Republican candidate for sheriff of Duval County, was elected, receiving,
on account of his personal ngu]a‘ri and the general disgust at his
nent, neariy half the white ocratic vote, But the Domocratic executive
committes informed the inspectors of election that t.hlzg must declare im-
perfect and illegal all ballots which had been mutilated by the scra.wmnﬁ
out of one name #nd the insertion of another. The inspectors, of course al
Democrats. adopted this rule, and 8o to count in the Democratic
sheriff, These inspectors are all :gfcﬂ.u by the county executive com-
mitiee, who themselves are appointed by the governor, all may be Dem-
Derats.

THE BALLOL-BOX TRICK.

The State law provides that the separate ballot boxes for different officers
shall ba labeled inprinted roman letters or plain seriptin the English, Ger-
man, or Spanish language. In Jacksonville the election was hals; ina dark-

ened room. .

The ballot boxes were labeled in a fine, almost illegible script. An intel-
ligent white voter told me it was all he conld do to make out the labels on
the boxes. When an ignorant voter came in he could not tell where to put
his ballots. If the previous voter had told him the order and arrangement
of the boxes, they were shifted around so he got confused.

Still further, in every part of the State a pile of Democratic ballots was on
each box. All an ignorant Democrat had to do was to take one of these bal-
lots and put it in the box on top of whichhefoundit. A Republican in Jack-
sonville asked why Republican ballots were not also piled on the proper
boxes, and an inspector told him * It would confuse our voters.”

A leading Democrat in St. Augustine told me he asked the inspectors there
why Republican ballots were not put on the boxes, and they told him the
Repu! hadn't furnished any to put re. A Republican in Ocala
took in a lot of Republican ballots with him when he went to vote and
them on the proper boxes. The inspectors said , ’but when the next
Republican went in to vote the tickets had disap and the inspectors
denied all knowledge of their whereabouts.

KO VOTES ALLOWED CAST IN SOME PLACES.

One wonld think that all these arxmmems wonuld be entirely sufficient
for all but the list of e mts is not exhausted yet. The law
provides that the inspeetors shall be three in number. If one is absent, the
two present may choose a third., I om¥ ons is present, he may appoint the
other two. If none are present, no election can be held.

In some of the strongest Republican precinets, as in Madison and Gans-

den Counties, the inspectors, being all ocrats, did not appear, and no
votes could be cast.
These all tend to give the greater significance to the Alliance move-

ment. If the Alliance men are 4 will see to it that there is afree
ballotand a fair count. If there is, then there is a living chance for the Re-
publican party, even in this State.

If they are not sincere, if they attempt to draw the color line and to pre-
vent Republicans from voting, then the colored Alliance men will inevitably
break away from the organization. What the colored Alliance men desire is
a fairchance—to be allowed to buy and sell goods on equal terms with white
men, and 1o vote as they plaase and have thelr votes counted. Ifthe Allance
doss Dot give them this r.ﬂy will bolt it.

W. A, PLATT.

had a book of tax receipts ante-

LOUISIANA—REPUBLICAN ADDRESS.

MMITTEE OF LOUISIANA,
4 New Orleans, May 2, 1502,
T'o the Republicanz of Louisiana:

The so-called election held in Louisiana on the 19th ultimo was acrime
against Hberty, an ontrage on soclety, and a dis to civilization. perpe-
trated iy a faction of the Democratie party num among its adberents
less than one-half of the Democratic voters of the State. But this faction
had the powerful assistance of the acting governorof Loulsiana, and accom-

hed its purpose by the unscrupulons use of a partisan election law, and
combining the mothods of assassins, murderers, highway robbers, per-
jurers, forgers, ballot-box stuffers, thieves, and common cheats,

The leaders of this faction glory in their infamny, unbius Ty proclaim
that they have captured the State, and insolently say tothe ublicans
whom they have outraged and wronged, ** Well, what are you to do
about 1t? Protests are useless. Itwillavail youno to ch

Anges
on charges of intimidation and frand. That which we did was done in the
name of the Democratic party: therefore, throughont the nation that party
will sustain us. Asforihe Reg‘tgjucan party of the North, it is tired of the
negro; it repudiates Southern Republicans: it will give you neither aid nor
sympathy, so what are you going to do about it

The question thus presented is a very serious one tous. There 1s much
truth In the statements therein made, Protests are usually onmeaning for-
malities, A contest to be determined by those who were c¢hiefs inthe con-
spiracy to control the State and who sharelargely in the spoliswould be ap-
parently mere folly.

The national Democratic party will of course unhesltatingl; accept & Te-
sult which counts in advance the electoral vote of Louisiana for the Demo-
cratic nominee for President, and the Republican party in the Northern
States (if we are toj from the recent utterances of prominent leaders)
excuses, it it does not justify, Democratic outrages in the Southern States.

Itis even worse than that, If the statements of prominent Federal of-
ficials here are true, there are reasouns to believe that the Nutional Adminis-
tration, Eﬂlaced in power by Republican voters. and largely by the votes of
colored Sfdmm sympathizes with the cons Iree govern-
not act give to the conspirators aid and comfort. Noas-
gistance was given to us the Republicans of the North. They know we
are . They knew we were s ling desperate 8. Yet no
words of encouragement or sympathy came to us from them. On the con-
Lrary, ah? listened to the infamous slanders circulated against us by our
political foes and by the traitors who bolted from our party. Some of them
eyen rapeated thoss slanders and falsely averred that the Republican party
was simply an annex of the lottery and that the ticket nominated by the
Hepublican convention was placed in the fleldin the interest of McEnery.

e best refutation of these calumnies is found in the campaign which the
Republicans of Lounisiana made to win, and which they did win at the polls.
The Republicans of Lonisiana know that we had scarcely any mone{ with
which to make thatcam Not-even enough to defray the unavoidable
necessary expenses of the campaign. We received no money from the lot-
tery or from any other source save the voluntary contributions of a few de-
voted Republicans who were determined that a canvass of the State should
be made, that the party should be organized, and that tickets should be

A:rm m ;em. S he Republi onl

or ottery company, t publicans were against it, not only on
moral and ecomonic grounds, but for other reasons. The lottery has always
beenagainstus, Itgave the money whichenabled the Democrats totake pos-
session of the State ?overnmen's in 1877. It has always contributed large
sums to maintain b{nome and frand Democratic government in this State.

The influence of that company secured the appointmentof Warmoth as
collector of the port of New Orleans and his confirmation by the Senate,
against the wishes and protests of the Republicans of this State. All this
is well known in Louisiana. Itwould be idle to attempt to make the Repub-
licans of this State believe that Warmoth is or ever has been o] to the
lottery. Itissimply impossible to make them believe that the ublican
party of this Stateeither favored the lottery or was in any manner assisted
by the lottery in the late campnl%

But toTeturn to thequestion. hat are we going to do aboutit? Wenow
pro to submit to you, and through you tothe people of the United States,
‘a plain, unvarnished siatement of tacts. We appeal to the conscience of tha
nation. What theeffect will be remains to be seen. Meanwhile we will con-
tinue to thatsruth and justice will in the end prevail.

The Republicans of Lounisiana should be congratulated, and may congrat-
ulate themselves on the earnest, zealous, resalute effort made by them to se-
cure the success of the B.ernhlh‘.u party. With a few exceptions, each and
every Republican did his full duty faithfully and well. Itis not their fault
that the resnlt of our splendid vi at the will be stolen from us.

In the face of dangers and difficulties which must be experienced to be ap-
preciated. and with very inadequate means, we have accomnlished great
results. The State has been thoroughly canvassed. The Republican party
is efficiently organized in every parish of the State, and over 120.00) Repub-
lican voters are registered. om 20,000 to 30,000 colorad Hepublicans were
kept from the polis by intimidation and violence, but, as shown by the re-
turns made by partisan election officers, more than 85.000 colored volers cast
their ballots at the recent election. If the election had been peaceable every-
where the Republican ticket headed by Hon. A: H. Leonard as candidate for
governor would have had a majority over all other tickets in the fleld, and
as it was that ticket was elected by a very large plurality.

This ean be demonstrated by considering the returnsof theelection in con-
nection with certain facts, which, if not conceded, can not be successfully
denied. The primary election held in this State on the 22d of March last,
10 determine whether McEnery or Foster should be the candidate of the
Democratic party, at which only white Democrats were allowed to vote, was
hotly contested and unguestionably bro outthe full white Democratic
vote of the State. Accord to the returns of that primary, Foster
recelved 43.602 votes, and McEnery received 43,052 votes, in the ag-
gregate 86,655 votes, which is the total Democratic vote of the State. The
number of voles cast at the election is as returned 174616 Assuming that
86,665 white Democrats voted, then 87,801 votes must have been cast by white
Republicans and colored voters. The number of white Republicans in this
State is unknown. It iscertainly small, but at least ex: the number of

hlack Democrats.

The relative strength of the two istherefore measured by the color
line. Thewhites are Democrats, the blacks are Republicans, and the blacks
have st least 20,000 more volers than the whites. The colored voters of
Louisiana are Republicans. They can not be Democrats. They are not al-
lowed to be Democrats. They are not permitted to vote in primary elec-
tions, and their right to vote at all is denied by the Democratic . Mare
than that. it was well known that Mr. Foster, the candidate of one faction
of the Demoeratic party, favors a constitutional provision depriving the
nerro of the right of e. :

The number of colored men in Loulsiana who are I ats is sosmall
that it is never taken into account b,

f anyone here. The few white b
| Ticans of this State who voted at :muacuonmdanummn
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ticket, and all the colored voters who were to vote voted that
ticket. Thesefacts, whichare frankly admitted by the Democrats of Louisi-
ana in their ordinary conversaticns, appear when the returns ot the general
election are com with the returns of the :

The parish of Lafourche gave at theprimary 1,8M votes for McEnery and
850 votes for Foster: total,2814. At the general election it gave to McEn-
ery 1,804 and for Foster 1,000 votes, making 2.804 votes. 40 votes less than the
white Democratic vote cast at the ary. Itis evident that no colored
men voted a Democratic ticket in that parish, and as Leonard received in
that parish 1.080 votes and Breaux 05 vot:s, which were cast by colored men,
it is also evident that in Lafourche Parish the colored voters unanimously
vote the Reg.uhuean ticket. The parish of Tensas gave at the primary 801
votes for McEnery and B0 for Foster; total, 887. At the election it gave for
McEnery 190, for ter 207, making 397 an increase of only 10 votes,
cast probably by whites who failed to vote at the primary, but at most it
can only be clalmed that 10 colored men voted the Democratic ticket.

According to the returns, Leonard receivedin that parish 1,264 and Breaux
190 votes, cast by colored men. It is therefore certain that in Tensas Parish
the colored voters unanimously vote the Hepublican tieket. The parish of
Lafayette gave at the primary 579 votes for McEnery and 1,080 for Foster;
total. 1,609: at the election it gave for McEnery 568 and for Foster 1,059,
making 1,628 an increase of 19 votes, which must have been cast by whites
who failed to vote at the primary. because that parish was effectually *reg-
nlated.” Nocolored men wers allowed to vote there.

It must be evident to any sane mind thatthe colored voters would have
Jbeen allowed to vote a Democratic ticket if they had wanted to do so, and
that they were kept from the polis by violent means to prevent them from
unanimously voting the Republican ticket. This conclusion 1s made still
stronger when it is remembered that at the general election of 1888 the par-
1sh, with a registration of 1,344 blacks, cast for the then Republican candi-
date for goveranor 1,234 votes. The parish of 5t. Martin g.ve at the primary
600 votes for McEnery and 683 votes for Foster, total 1. At the election
it gave for McEnery 359 and for Foster 865, making 1,324, an increase of 32
votes, which must have been cast by whites who failed to voteat t_ha}lrimnry
because that ish was also “regulated.”” No colored man was allowed 10
vote there. The colored voters were unguestionably kept from the polls in
St. Martin by violent means to prevent them from unanimously voting the
Republican ticket. This conclusion is further borne out by the fact that at
the general election of 1B8B, this . with a registration of 2,198 blacks,
cast for the then Republican date 1.624 votes.

The parish of Terrebonne gave at the pri 1;152 votes for McEnery and
687 for Foster, total 1,780 votes, At the election it gave for McEnery 1,126
votes and for Foster 500 votes, making 1,716 votes, a decrease of 73 votes.
It is eertain that no colored man voted a Democratic ticket in that
and as the returns give Leonard 206i votes and Breaux 2 votes, it is cer.
tain that all the colored men who were allowed to vote there voted unani-
mous.y R?u'num tickets, The registration of Cameron parish in 1888
ghows: whites 398, blacks 564. As shown by returns of racent election that
parish gave for the Democratic candidate 382 votes and for the Republican
candidate 62 votes. It is certainthe colored voters of that parish donot vote
the Democratie ticket.

East Carroll Pa.rlah, with a registrationof 321 whites in1888, gave, asshown
by the recent election, 301 votes for the Democratic candidate and 1,095 votes
for the Republican candidate. St. James Parish gave at the prfma.rym
votes for McEunery and 607 for Foster; total, 1,453, At the electionit gave
McEnery 539 and Foster 760, making 1,305, & decrease of 148 votes. It is cer-
tain that no colored man votes a Democratic ticket in that ish, and asthe
returns give Leonard 1.285 and Breaux 206 votes gast by colored voters, 1t is
also certain that the colored voters of St. James un ously vote the Re-

uhlican ticket. The city of Shreve fava at the ry 634 votes for

cEnery and 416 for Foster; total, 1,0 t the election it gave McEnery 448
and Fostel 566, mal 1012 votes, a decrease of 20 votes. Itis certain that
the colored voters of Shreveport do not vote the Democratic ticket. The
fact that they vote the Republican ticket unanimously is shown by the af-
davits of 703 voters of that city to the effect that they were registered, that
they went to the polls on election day to vote, ami would have voted the

Republican ticket, but that the commissioners illegally refused to
receive their votes.

In quite a number of fa.riahesthedjﬂemcebet.ween the white Democratic
vole at the primary and the vote cast for the Democratic candidates at the
election is very slight.

Bienville—Primary, 1,214; election, 1,276; difference, 62

Grant—Primary, 829; tion, 358; difference, 29,

Jackson— , 632; election, 686; difference, 34.

Tangipahva—Primary, 1,1561; election, 1,177; difference, 26,

Assumption—Primary, 1,82; election, 1,018; difference, 92.

The registration of 1888 of these &3 was asfollows: Blenville, blacks,
§82: Grant. blacks, 561; Jackson, bl 469; Tangipahoa, blacks, 1,115; As-
sumption, blacks, 8,143

It {s evident that the colored men of those hes do not vote the Demo-
cratic ticket. These facts justify the conclusion that 87,891 Republican votes
were cast at the late election. The returns give to Leonard 24,831 votes, and
to Breaux 11,301 votes, total, 40,135, Consequently 47,060 votes were stolen
from Leonard, the Republican candidate for governor, and given to the two

]I:D‘emocrrot:%g} candidates in the following proportions: to McEnery, 7.306; to
oster, ¥
In twenty-nine parishes the te vote given to McEnery at the elec-

tion was 3,620 less than that received by him at the primary. This of course
was a loss of white Democratic voles. The returns of election give him 46,-
739 votes, an increase of 3,683, which must come from colored votes, The de-
crease in white votes, 3,620, had to be made up also from colored votes, ag-

gating 7,308. The remainder of the stolen votes, 40,350, were given to

Ler.

The people of Louisiana do not need tobe told how this was done. They
arefamiliar withall the sickening details of the various elections which have
been held in this State since the Democratic party usurped power, but the
Republicans of the North may ask how this great steal was effected. It was
eflected by intimidation, by violence, and by open munipulation of the ma-
chinery of the electlon. In this connection it is important to note the fact
that on the face of the returns the immense majorities of Foster a; to
have been given by parishes where the whitesare few and the col voters
A8 Very nunerous.

The election law of the State vests the control of all elections in the gov-
ernor of the State. He appoints returring officers for each parish,removable
at pleasare, except Orleans Parigh. This power was exercised to its utmost
extent by Governor Nichols, and he took great pains toappoint returning
officers in each parish who could be relied upon to obey his instructions. In
nearly every parish a new returning oflcer was appointed, and in some .
ishes several changes wera made bafore a suitable man was found.
appointments were made during the campaign and down to within a few
- ;of e a!loctlc-% fix the elscti ecinets theirreagecﬂ

Gﬁl.ﬂfﬁ.]lgﬂ cers X the elaction pr G or Ve -
ishes and appont three commissioners for each precinct. The wrequ?:us
thecommissioners of election to be sel-cted from opposing political parties,

but this provision was disregarded. In one parish (Caddo) the judge of tha
district court made ptory a mand.a.mu.smqbu the returning officer
to appoint co oners for the Republicans, but that officer treated the
E:gmem of the court with contempt, and in that parish, as in zll other par-

es of the State, except Orleans, the Republican party was denied repre-
sentation at the polls.

In mostof the Eumm the commissioners of election ran things to suit
themselves in the interest of Foster. No one except members of their own
faction was allowed to be near the boxes, and the count was made secretly.
No Republican was permitted to witness it, and in many parishes no Me-
Enery Democrat was allowed to witness the count. All votes east for the
Leonard ticket were counted for Foster ticket except in some few precincts
where the Leonard vote was dlvided between Foster and McEn-ry. Allthis
is well known throughout the State. The adherents of the Foster faction
have openly asser for months that they intended to win by the election
machinery no matter what the majority azainst them might be.

The facts with regard to the election are notorious and can be proved be-
yond all doubt by the testimony of Democratic witnesses and by record evi-
dence if an investigation can be had. The majorities to bs given to Foster
by the commissioners were it seems agceed upon in advance, as such ma.
jorities in distant parishes were publicly announced in New Orleans papers
which went to press before the election commenced.

It is unnecess: to state facts in detall at this time. Enough has been
published by the Democratic press of the State to show that the late elec-
tion, as conducted and returned by the Foster election officers, was a stupen-
dous and glaring fraud.

1t would seem that the Foster faction should have contented themselves
with perjury, forgery, theft. and fraud; but insome parishes that wounld not
suffice. The ishes of Lafayette, St. Martin, and bonne were tarror-
ized by armed bands on election day and for several days previous thereso.
In St. Martin and Lafayetie no colored man was allowed 1o vote. in Terre-
bonne, as an act of courtesy 10 Hon. H. C. Minor (so the bulldozers express
it), the calored voters on his plantation were parmitted to vote, and at two
other precincis a few colored men were allowed Lo vote; bul the mass of the
colored men were not permitted Lo vote,

Several days before the election msioadinioolorad men of the parish were

driven out of it, and throughout the parish the negroes were threatened, as-
saulted, and effectually bulliozed.
In many other bulld , While not so un and

disguised open

valled to a considerable extent. the three parishes just named the

ublican ticket headed by Hon. A. H. Leonard was, molen@a. deprived

of at least 5.000 votes, and the totalloss from thiscause ughout the State
must have besn trom 20,000 to 30,000 votes,

We have stated that the 47,656 Republican votes given to MeEnery and Fos-
ter by the election commissioners were stolen from Leonard. Such is the
fact. The Breaux ticket named by H. C. Warmoth and other Federal officials
‘was itsell a fraud. The Warmoth-Breaux faction was the ally of the Foster
faction. The Breanx ticket was put in the tield toaid the Foster faction and
better enable the Fosterites to commit theirstupendous frauds. Thatticket
was practically not in the race, and Warmoth and his henchmen did not in-
tend it to be seriously in the race.

It is a mistake to suppose that the Breaux ticket serlously affected the
party so far as the voies are concerned. The returns give Breanx 11,301
votes, The machinery of election was in the hands of hisallies and friends,
He was certainly allowed his fulfvota. He was allowed much more than his
full vote. In sixteen parishes of the State he did not receive a vote. In .
two parishes he received in each 1 vote. and in one parish he received 2
votes, Inthe h of Pointe Coupee, where Breaux claims his residence,
and where he is presumably best known, he received only 31 votes, while
Leonard recelved 2.000 votes, carrying the parish by a majority of more than
600 over all other candidates.

In the following parishes the count was fair, with the following result:

Parishes. Leonard. | Breaux.
1,721 | None.
1,273 18
1,285 208
1,264 180
West Baton Ro 828 8
St. Charles._. 998 52
Lafourche . 1,080 (5]
Livingston.... 214 | None.
Washington 315 | Do.
St. Helena _. Sw] e i 203 =
on Mo 2038 " f

‘With regard to above parishes it must be remarked that while the count
was fair, still in Tensas fully 2.000 eolored voters were ko;ft from the polls.
In Lafourche, which adjoins Terrebonne, the intimilation effectually re-
sorted to in the latter affected the colored vote of the former and caused a
1oas of fully 500 votes to the Leonard ticket. In St Charles two boxes were
stolen, which, if counted, would have increased the Leonard vote 300 to 400,
We deem it unnecessary to present further evidence on this point. The Re-

blicans of Lonisiana know that the Warmoth-Breaux custom-house com-

tion has no following except among Federal officehclders and empl

of the Government. The Republicans of Louisiana know that H. C. War-
moth, collector of the port of New Orleans, wanted to defeat and did all he
could to defeat the Republican party of this State because that party, mind-
tul of his t record, would not trust him, and because that party, kno
that his followers were confined within the walls of the custom-house, igno:
his self-asserted claim to leadership.

If the abillty of ex-Governor Warmoth had been equal to his desire he
would have done us much harm, and might have aroused our anger, but he
was not able to do us any serious injury and deserves only contempt. .

Considering the vast patronage at his disposal, the large salaries which he
and his chief marshals receive from the (Government, the number of em-

loyés whose employment depends on his will, the contributions extorted
B‘o‘m them, and considering further thatthe Federal Administration was (as
he claims) at his back, surely the spirit of the collector should not be proud
when he contempilates the 2,150 votes cast for his candidate in the city of
New Orleans, ana recalls bis frequent boasts that his infiluence with the Re-
publicans of Lounisiana was all powerful.

Those who know him must tind it strange that any political leadershould
have deen deceived by the vain pretensions of this political charlatan who
fancies that he is waging desperate war when he simply blows his own

trumpet,
‘We find it even more strange that a Republican President indorses tacitly

at least his a intees here, w0 (in the N=w Orieans Republican, a news-
per, edi A. R. Burkdoll, coiner, anl o7n 1 aa !l published by H. C.
armoth, collector; W. L. McMillen, surveyor: A. S. Badger, appraiser;
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M. Eaton, postmaster, and other officials) openly rejolce in the defeatof the
Republican g:&tiy and advocate the disfranchisement of the negroes.

t the vidual opinions of the President are with to these
matters we can only surmise. It would seem, however, that he should con-
sider the interest of the Republican party of the nation which would be
Jjeopardized if the expressed opinion of his ap;!)olnms should be even tacitly
accepted by him. The votes of colored peopls in the Southern States are
not counted, but the votes of the colored people in the Northern States are
connted. The Republican party can not elect a President without the as-
sistance of the eolored volers of the North. Their assistance may be with-
held if they realize that thelr brethren in the South have been ruthlessly
abandoned by the National Republican party and that its leaders favor the
disfranchisement of the negro.

The adherents of tho Foster factlon, confessing the crimes by which the
political control of the State was gained, attempt to justify their acuo;asgg
asserting that it was neces in order to maintain what they are ple:
to term Caucasian civilization and to Fteserve Christianity. Is Caucasian
civilization simply the development of mere brute force and low cun ¥
Has “the Lord of humankind,” the proud Caucasian, fallen so low in Louis-
iana that he can not compete with the recently enfranchised negro in a fair
contest? Can it be that in the struggle for existence the whites, because of
the superlor intsl ce of the blacks, can exist omiruby resorting to vio-
lence and fraud? preserve Christianit{t Can blasphemy go further?
What! Preserve Christianity by violating its purest, holiest principles!

WWas it to preserve Christianity and maintain Caucasian eivilization that
a former governor of the State suspended the laws until Franecis T. Nicholis
could be counted in as governor by a fraudunlent majority of nearly 90,000,
or was that action taken in order thatthe then incumbent should be (as he
swas) by his successor iranslated to a seat on the supreme bench? Was itto

reserve Christianity and maintain Caucasian civilization that Francis T.

1cholls, acting as governor, used as he did the power vested in him? Oris
Governor Nicholls to share in the spolis? Will he be as some predict ap-
pointed by his successor chief justice of the supreme court, or be sent, as
others say, to the Uaited States Senate?

Are the chiefs in this conspiracy to cnﬁpt-ure a great State—now that the
erime issup to have been successfu {consnmmatod——engaged in their
pious devotions, or are they tumultuously struggling and clx.moriunf for
their proportion of the booty? Are therank and file occupied in building
achoomguses and churches, or are they anxiously looking to see where they
come in?

The so-called reasons advanced by the Fosterites as justification for their
crimes are absurd, ﬂlmsi' pretexts.

Christianitv and civilization are menanced in Louisiana, but they are
menanced by the outrages and the crimes committed here by, the Damocratic
party. The rights and liberties of all the people of the United States are
threatened bﬂthese outrages and crimes.

Louisiana is without a government republican in form. Itcannot long
remain in that condition without serlous danger to the Republic.

The Federal Union cau not loniz exist unless free institutions are main-
tained in each and every State, If violence and fraud are to be permanent
in Louisiana, the other States of the Union must soon be contaminated.
Let us hope that these truths will be realized by the nation. Let us hope
that some action may be taken which will restore to the people of Lonisiana
the government guaranteed to them by the Constitution of the United States.
The facis herein stated can, we repeat, be established before any fair tri-
bunal empowered to hear and decide. Itiswithin the power and itisclearly
the duty of Congress to investigate the recent election in Louisiana. Do not
mock us with the Democratic shibboleth that there can be no interference
with the action of a soverelgn State. The guestion lies deeper than that.
Thequestion is this: Is the government which exists in Lonisiana republican
in its form?* Do the people of Loulslana enj%y a government such as is
guaranteed to them by the Constitution of the Uni States?

Thaxt is a Feleral question, a question of national importance. Itwillnot
down at the bidding of the assassins of liberty, backed though they be by the
Ir?'pocrmcai timo-servers of the North, who say they are Republicans in the

orih, but would be Democrats if they lived in the South. Such Repub-
licans we hold in utter contempt. A true Republican is a Republican where-
over he may be. We demand that an investigation of the late election in
Louisiana made by a Congressional committee to be vested with full

wer. What response will be given to that demand remains to be seen.

eanwhile let us bear whatover the future has in store for us with such pa-
tience, resolution, and dignity as we may command. Let us remember that
* they also serve who only stand and wait.” Let us remain steadfast in the
faith. true to the rights of man, true to liberty, true to the principles of the
Republican party—for though the triumph of these principles may be de-
l:t;'cfl. it will come in the providence of God with the revolving years.

I'he Republicans of Louisiana do not despair of the Republic. Though
the fruits of victory have been wrested from us by force and fraud, still the
work done, the sacrifices made, and the dangers inc by us in the recent
campaign were not invain. The Republican party of this State is organ-
ized. It has been purged of the time-servers, mercenaries, and traitors,
whose baleful influence has so often in the past blighted our councils. It is
in many respects in a better condition than it ever has been. It is here, and
it is here to stay. It will grow sironger and stronger every day. Itmust
receive accessions from sugar-planters, rice-producers, lumbermen, riparian
proprietors, and others whose interests imperatively require the success of
the Hepublican party. It will receive accessions frommany whoin the t
have asted with the Democratic party, but who have grown weary of the
meansand methods by which the ascendency of that party has been main-
tained in this State; from whorealize the truth that men who bulldoze
those whom t.heg believe are unable to protect themselves will bulldoze their
own wives and children; thatthose who steal ballots will steal anything else
they can get away with; that those who will forgeelection returns will forge
checks; thatthose who usurp offices to which they arenot elected will appro-
priate all that they can; and that the continued domination of such men
must disgrace and degrade the State beyond redemption.

In conclusion, we urge the governor and leutenant-governor-elect to de-
mand justice from the Legislature when that body assembles. We urge all
members elected to the General Assembly who have been counted outto
contest for their seats. We urge all Republicans who have been elected to
offices for which they were candidates to institute suitstherefor. Such pro-
ceedings may be vain, but whatever the result may be all that can be done
ghould be done.

By order of the committee.

L. J. JOUBERT, Secrelary.

MISSISSTPPI.

Article 12, section 244 of the State constitution, is so framed as to allow
the registrars to admit persons to register whom they wish registered and
refusing those of different polities, as they may choose. If a personcannot
read any portion of the constitution, he may register if he “can understand
the zame Wwzan read to him,” or * give a reasonable interpretation thereof.”
This places the power of registering entirely in the of the registrars,
am{ the most flagrant wrongs and discriminations are pracuca%. there-
unvler

Again, in article 12, section 241, the requirement to have paid all taxes
due for two years prior to the 1st of February in the year in which he offers
to vote and produce *'satistactory evidence that he has pald said taxes,’ i3
hardship is worked against all those whom 1t is intended to affect, for
the reason that colored people have but little means of preserving thelir tax
receipts for such length of time, and having lost them, country people can
not get *‘the evidence” without traveling to the county gite for some state-
ment from the tax collector that the taxes have been paid. Then if the
voter is not the man wanted to vote, some small balance is found
him—sometimes only 13 cents, but he can not vote, all the same.

Elections in this State are conducted by a central power or board, the gov-
ernor, attorney-general, and secretary of state constitute the board; they
appoint the election commissioners for each county, and the county com-
missioners appoint the election officers at each voting place in the several
counties to hold the election. The three officers that constitute the State
board are zll Democerats and they invarlably appoint the three county com-
missioners upon therecommendation of the Democratic county committees,
They refuse to recognize the recommendations of the Republican eounty,
district, or State committees, and the persous that are u{ppomt-od to repre-
sent the Republicans are generally ignorant or Republican o in name.
In the seventy-five connties there is less than a half a dozen active Repub-
licans appointed by the State board.

While it is claimed that these provisions are against illiteracy, both white
and colored, the administration of them and discrimination under them is
altogether against the colored side. 1n fact, the obstacles to be overcome
and the hips which have to be undergone to enable a colored man to
vote, are 50 many that few colored people care to undertake the task, and
practical disfranchisement is the result, and the colored man as a voter i3
practically eliminated in Mississi

The form of law is changed and the guaranties of the amendments to the
Constitution are set aside and avoided by a constitution as could not have
been by statute, and the promise of political rights and the franchise given
the negro by the United States Government to protect his manh and

sedom is made a farce and a failure, and this, too, by a constitution never
adopted by the people.

No amendment embodymig this wholesale disfranchisement submitted by
the Legislature to a vote of the peogle could have been adopted, hence to
perpetuate this great wrong upon the rights and privileges of the colored
people they were enacted by a convention and put in forece by an ordinance,
and never voted upon by the people. We are living to-day under a consti-
tution never adopted by the people, and under the law of force, powerless to
help themselves as a sheep in the shamble they have to submit to these acts
of tyranny and oi) .

‘Where to look for relief colored people know not. Their rights have well-
nigh vanished, made to travel in *‘jim crow cars,” and are humiliated in
every conceivable way, until now, from short crops and the low price of
cotton, destitution prevails on every hand, and the m is reduced to a
state only a little better than slavery itself. It is a doleful picture, but it is

|New York Dally Tribune, Thuraday, September 18, 1880.]
JUDGE CHRISMAN'S UTTERANCE IN MISSISSIPPI CONVENTION:

Speaking on the fm)posed franchise amendment, on September R, J ndﬁ:
Chrisman said: *“It is no secret that there has not been a full vote and af
count in Mississippi since 1875—that wo have been preserving the ascendan
of the white people by revolutionary methods. @ have been stufing bal-
lot boxes, committing parjury. and here and there elections by
fraud and violence until the whole machinery for elections was about to rot

down."
[The Sun, Friday, September 12, 1890.]

MISSISSIPPI'S CONVENTION—JUDGE CALHOUN SAYS ITS PURPOSE IS TO RE-
STRICT NEGRO SUFFRAGE,
JACKSON, Seplember 11.

Judge Calhoun, president of the constitutional convention, occupied the
floor for nearly two hours to-day in snggrs of his electoral-college plank,
which has been fully deseribed in these dispatches.

The judge reviewed all the franchisa plans submitted to the conventlon,
and insisted that nmone but the Campbell plan and that which he had pre-
sented himself, but of which he disclaimed the paternity, would insure white
control in the State. It was a law of Divina ordination, he said. tnat the
white race can not tolerate divided sovereignty, and any 'Leglala.mra would
have the stamp of 1d10cg upoa it that would assemble such a body as this,
with the enormous attendant expense, with an object short of this. Let the
truth be told, if it bursts the bottom out of the universe.

The speaker did not share the apprehension of those who thought thatany
change of the constitution that would have the effect of depriving a great
number of negroes of the right to vote, would involve the State of Mis-
gissippi ina conflict with Congress. He thought there was no probability of
such aconflict, as it was generally conceded among lawyers that the funda-
mental conditions of the act of 1570 were unconstitutional, and that Missis-
sippd had aright to impose elucational or property qualifications as other
States, provided there was no discrimination on account of race or color.
“But,"” he continued, *if the worst comes to the worst, and we loso some of
our representation in Congress, we can stand it complacently if allowed to
manage our local and State affairs undisturbed.”

Even the Presidency, he said, was a matter of insignificance compared
with local self-government. He did not propose to mince matters and hide
behind a subterfuge, but if asked by anybody if it was the purpose of the
eonvention to restrict negro suffrage, he would frankly answer: ** Yes, that
is what we are here for.” The flat ;m.d gone forth that fraud, force, and in-
timidation must cease,and if the convention failed to insure white suprem-
acy by peaceful methods, he would, in case a negro was hereafter killed in a
politieal riot, regard himself and every member of the convention as acces-
gory to the murder. y

The speaker then made an elaborate constitutional argument to prove
that the plan he favored wus republican in form. This plan divides the
State into thirteen gerrymandered election districts, eight of which will
havewhitemajorities, and electors of these districts shall elect all State and
county officers, and ths senate andl the Legislature shall alone be elected by

the people.
s SOUTH CAROLINA.

In South Carolina is seen the culmination of partisan malevolence and
adroit ﬂ;!xgg[lng with the inherent rights and needs of citizenship. Political
power is centered in the executive of the State, and the people are denied a
voice in the management of elections. They are practically precluied from
exercising any cholce in the selection of election ofiicers or from redress in
correct.ing abuses. The machinery is entirely in the hands of the dominant
party, and Republicans, in the management of elections, are not only ex-
cluded from any icipation, but they are shut out from all knowledge
about the tration, being even prevented from havink the inallenable
right of challenge, inspecting the conduct of the election, or witnessing the

t.

coun
There is but one supervisor of registration for each county, who i3 ap
pointed by the governor. The three supervisors of election for the State
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offices and the three supervisors of election for the Fedaral offices are ap-
inted by the governor and they select the subordinate election ofiicers.
hey are always of the governor's party and size ug to the standard re-
quired for the work to be done. The opposing party is denied the right of
selection and debarred even the privilege of suggestion, while any protest
would be futile All boards of review are composed likewise of unmixed
tisans. So the entire framework of the election machinery of the State
the creation and ereature directly and indirectly of the despoticexecutive,

The election law upon its face is a cunningly and heartlessly devised
kcheme to stifie opposition and perpetuate thie dominant rule. There is no
provision for. nor has there been any attempt to have, a registration of the
voters since 1852, and all voters then quallfied to register who failed to do
so0 are prohibited from registering and have since been and are now abso-
lutely disfranchized. The attorney-general of the State in a formal opinion
has declared that this unsxampled status is without cure or remedy.,

The only place or time for the registration of voters coming of age or
moving into the State or for transferring certificates incase of change of res-
idence or their loss, is at the supervisor's office in each county on the first
Monday in each month up to the July preceding the election in the follow-
ing November. This registration is closed before the campaign opens and
interest has been aroused. No new books of general registration are pro-
vided for in the law, nor have they been procured and the old ones are so
torn, worn, erased, and mutilated asto be unreliable and even unintelligible,

The only new boois provided for are those for the various geracmcts which
are sent to the different polis and in which are supposed to coplad by the
supervisors the names of the voters of the respective polls. Neither the
gggeml county registration books or these copled precinet registration

ks are allowed to be seen by the public, and there is no way of ascertain-
ing who are or who are not registered. And Uircuit Judge Izlar has decided
that the public has neither the right to see these registration books nor to
have them ted or transcribed; so that voters go to the polls utterly in
the dark as to whether their names are in the regiswration books beyond the
presumption that follows the possession of the registration certificate and
a blind faith in the supervisors. Should the serial number upon the book
and certificate differ or there be a variance in the name, age, or residence,
the rﬁht to vote may be forfeited. The &)ubncauon of the names of the reg-
istered voters has never been made, and Republicans are 'pu{fosely, studi-
ou.slly, and irrevocably kept from knowledge about this constitutional and

lenable right

‘With this dismal and dubious entrance across the threshold of the elective
franchise the helpless voter has to ran thaﬁaum-let of innumerable and con-
stantly varying culties and pitfalls. he desires to register, transfer
his certificate to his new ence, or obtain a duplicate for the lost one he
must go to the supervisor's office on one of the first Mondays of the month,
whatever be the tance, inconvenience, lack of means or facilities for
trave in a sp gettled country, where the supervisor's ofice may
be from 30 to 70 miles from the extremity of the county, with no certainty
that the supervisor will be in his office and with the convictlon that, if undue
interest is manifested in registration by Republicans, they will be delayed
and the hours of closing welcomed if not hastened, so they will have to come
agaln and again until they weary and become disheartened.

‘And as the law provides that a change of residence requires the possession
of a new certificate, its effect upon the negroes who are so largely farm la-
borers, nently ch their place of work and tampornﬁ; home, is
manifest. e ordinary mm%m rpose of registration is to locate
the voter and ent repeating. But is the least and last object sought
by the South lina law. Its real design is to make voting cult, and
to distract, confuse, and hamper Republicans.

The primary r%ht. to vote is based on the possession and presentation of
the certificate. ithout that, if he be a Republican, he is disfranchised.
This imsy piece of paper, so difficult to get, so easily lost or mislaid, is the
prerequisite for voting and the voter's only passport, providing he is a Re-

ublican.

¥ H,ﬁngood fortune and taking, the Republican voter has thus gunali-
fled self, then, according to law, he must go alone, with no one to aid or
detect if he is misled or cheated between a barricade and the election boxes,
and place the eight ballots mthea.pgropmte boxes in the presence of hostile
managers of election, who believe there is no sin in deceiving or defrau

a political enemy and that m:g sdmnm%e taken of such a voter is wise pol-
icy and justified by the sitnation. The law purports to beregardful of the
interests of the illiterate and dim-eyed when, after provid & boxesshall
be labeled, it sac{s these managers shall, upon the demand of the voter, point
out to him the desired ballot box, but forbids giving him any other informa-
tion. But this treacherous provision is of but little service if the voter can
not read or disarranges his aight ballots, and may be a pitfall if these man-
agers misinform or otherwise trick him. Ordinarily it would not be rash to
imlpuqe such designs to such mauﬁers of election who know they will be
safe in trapping the unwary, especially as it would be less of a strain on the
conscience than engaging in the more grossly frandulent practices expected
of them if the exigency demands it. And yet, in spite of this handicap upon
the illiterate, this law was framed by a State whose constitution prohibits
any law being which establishes an’educational qualification for the
electlve franchise.

In addition to these Inherent vices in the election laws of South Carolina,
there are glaring wrongs in the grotesque ander of the Congressional
distriets, which m po&ulation from 120,000 to 2105000, and extend in one
instance to over miles in length, dividing counties and splitting town-
ships to make the contiguous territory connections, and in the location of
the polling places, most conveniently with small size in Democratic coun-
ties, and mostinconveniently where the Republican vote is heavy, with often-
times 1,000 to 1,400 voters in a precinct to fare as best they can with the
dilatory tactics and harsher methods to Southern elections.

Torecoug the Democrats and discount the hardships and drawbacks in-
flicted on Republicans, the voters of the dominant party have thelr fran-
chise privileges dalntily ed for and facilitated. They are rarely seen
about the registration o s, be saved the trouble and annoyance of
visiting these omm ha their certificates kindly and thoughtfully
sentthem when d , or, if they are indifferent, furnished to the captains
of their clubs or some worker who will see to their distribution. And past
experience has taught them, if they have forgotten or mislaid their certifi-
cates, some handy repressntative of the supe will be present to fill up
& blank certificate duly signed by the supervisor. But what need for a
Democrat to have a certificate, seeing there is no Republican allowed to be
present to observe what transpires and neither mgldate or challenger to
witness the course pursned? d thoungh the law provides that no one but
the managers s be present in the polling places, this does not prevent
thmumns of the managers having easy and welcome access.

Republican ballots would no more be allowed within the precincts
of the managers than would slips tainted with smallpox germs, the Demo-
tratic tickets are everywhere at hand, and the correct ones are Hlacad on the
ttg'% lrirf }:ie t:ggfomte boxes 80 as to avoid mistake and be y accessible

8

As g fitting sugflemant to the act of voting nnder the general dificulties

mentioned, as well as the varying devices and obstructions which partisan

ingenuity suggests, therecomses the fatal count and declaration of the result
of the election. This, atall the State polls, it should be borne in mind, takes
place in a room from which all Republicans are excluded, including the
candidates, while at the Federal polls the only Re%l;bllcan permitted to be
present is the United States supervisor. But he is kept at such a distance
from the ballots that he can not distinguish them or know a good deal that
is done with them while being assorted; for, under the law, they must all be
of the same quality of paper and of the same size, color, and type, with no
distinguishing marks or devices.

Under such conditions only the crudest and least effective methods can be
employed by Republicans to ascertain their vote and determine the result.
But the capstone of this legally constructed election edifice is the provision
regal the drawing out of the ballots in the box in excess of the names
on the poll list. There 18 no limit to the number of s ous ballots the box
may contaln without vitiating the poll. When the tissue ballots were used
it was the bona fide ballots ely which wers withdrawn and destroyed,
leaving the fraudulent ones to be counted. But without the use of those
villainous ballots the arithmetical advantages in this schems, even falrly
conducted, where the boxes are generously stuffed, is sufficient.

Following and winding up this travesty on election proceedings comes the
canvassing of the result by the county and State returning boards. These
officers are likewise and invariably members of the dominant party. They
can be as summary and arblirary in their action as they please, and an
amendment to the original law confers on them despotic judicial powers.
'&‘tllmlyalajr_nealaw unto themselves, and there is practically no redress from

eir findings.

This outline of the constituted alaeuoWg in South Carolina is
a bare statement of the methods purs under the provisions of the law
and the obstacles set up toa free and untrammeled franchise. Upon its face™
it isviolative of the fundamental principles of honest elections, and in
some particuiars is indirectconflict with the State constitution. The vicious
provisions and practices referred to are inherent in the law.

But lying of these exists the Pandora box of evlls and excesses that
are the natural product and accompaniment of election excitement. Thesa
effects and dangers exist eve: here, but they are intensified in a State
where race prejudice increases the normal ﬂass&ona and publie opinion sane-
tions election frauds and cruelties, especially where there is no publie press
to condemn nor dread of prosecution. The natural propensity of the un-
scrupulous politician has unrestrained sway. To catalogue the practices
gursued in & State where the Kuklux ¥y was born and wontonly
: olurl.shed and the tissue-ballot iniquity was invented would be a revolting

ale :

The effect on blicans of this repulsive and repressive law has been
that year by year it has crushed out hops and spirit until at last, thongh re-
maining true to their party even in itsapparent desertion of them, they have
become disheartened and apathetic. Perhaps not over a tenth but surely
not over an eighth of the Republicans of the State are now qualified by the
possession of correct registration certificates to vote. The Democrats are
not in any better fix. Under the practice in vogue that has not mattered
with them. Butnow they have two hostile camps. Heretofore their bitter
warfare has been confined to their primary elections where registration is
not required. But t.hegare nan.rht;? a sugmme struggle. When the final
fight between these embittered factions takes place the enormities of this
outrageous election scheme will be bronght home to the faction which will
have to contend &?mst the same villainous machinery and methods that
have ground to subjection the servile Republicans.

CHARLESTON, S. C., January 17, 1855,

DEAR Sin: Your bill to regulate elections in this State meets the hearty
approval of all Republicans here, who have a voting majority of 30,000—but
au'Fpmssed b{gthe election machinery in force here.

here are eight boxes provided by law at each precinct: One for governor
and lieutenant-governor, another for State senator, amother for members
oghe houfce of representatives, another for State ofiicers, another for county
officers, ete.

It is provided that no one shall be admitted into the pougg place exces?
the voter, and any ballot put into thewrongbox is not counted.  As ons-|
of the loyal citizens can not read, the managers of election, by shifting the
position of the boxes, induce the voter to put his ballot in the wrong box
and it is thrown out.

‘When you remember that the commissioners of election are appointed by
the governor and they appoint the managers at the several voting preein
the coun out is an easy matter. The polling place for President
member of Congress is in another place. but there are two boxes there and
the same deception and counting ont takes Rla.oe there. At this latter pre-
cinct the Democrats are admitted by a back door while a line of Republicans
200 feet long are denied admission, and when one of them gets in the timeis
taken ng by the managers In asking him irrelevant questions, so that not
one-third can poll their votes before the closing of the polls.

Berkeley County, which was cut off from Charleston because the Repub-
licans had 10,000 votes to 1,200 Democrats, has returned five Democrats to the
h?fesg ot Congrasstanal disted ted by rrymand pro-

e Seven ngressional district, separa a ge erl.nﬁ
cess and called the * biack district ™ (because it oonta&ned ten Republicans
to one Democrat), at the last election returned Mr. Elliott to Congress
against Robert Smalls, the Republican candidate. A Legislature so elected
has sent Hampton and BUTLER to the Senate.

On Edisto Island, where there are 1,200 votes, there is only one polling
place, becanse there are 1,120 Republicans to 80 Democrats; and you can
easily see that 1,200 votes can not be taken in 720 minutes (the poll opening
at 0a. m. and closlm_riat 6 p. m). 3§

There has been no fair election here sines 1878, :

Itis claimed that there 1s nodiserimination, before the law, of races. In
theory this is true, but practically the negro is not represented, except in
the penitentiary, whero he i leased out to phosphate mines and railroads
for 5§10 a month for the benefit of the State Which refuses him representa-
tion in the Legislature and the jury box. And it will continue so until his
ballot is counted. The penal laws have been made severe for his benefit,
and e%:;jcu?ins B?-e easy because he Is not represented in the jury box.

pectinlly,

Senator CHANDLER.

Mr. President, in reference to the cost of maintaining the
supervisors and special deputy marshals, I submit the following:
'otal cost cf supervisors from 1877 to 1893, $2,854,858.94; also of

special deputy marshals, $1,127,595.75. (Seeletter of Comptroller
wler to Representative J. C. BLACK, March 19, 1893, CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD of September 20, 1893, speech of Mr.
BrACK of September 28. Seealso Bragg-Durham report, Forky-
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gtli szgn)greas, third session, House Report No. 120, February
+ 1818,
The expenses for 1892 appear as follows:

TREASURY DEPARTMENT,
OFFICE OF THE FIRST COMPTLOLLER,
Washington, D. C., January 19, 1994,
Simr: Thavethe honor to Inclose h erewlth a statement showing theamount
gg to supervisors and chief supervisors of eiections in each judicial dis-
of the United States or their services in connection with the Congres-
sional election of 1882, as shown by the accounts on tile in theTreasury De-
partment. The amount may possibly be increased by the accountsof super-
visors not yet rendered.
This R:;awmem-. Ibelieve, covers all the information you desire.

yours,
R.B. BOWLER, Comptrolier,
Hon. WILLIAM E. CHANDLER,
United States Senate,

Statement sho the amounts to supervizors and chisf su, of elec-
tions in each judicial district of the United Statez for their in connection
arith the Congressional election of November 8, 1592, a8 shown by the accounts on
Jile in the Treasury Department.

|
Judicial districts. cm&gg_’“']smm

Alabama, northern aistrict. . ooeoooone oo 205,57 £345.00

Alabama, middie district ... 202. 80 65, 00

Alabama, southern district. 521.00 870.00

Arkansas, eastern district . 336,890 110. 00

California, northern districs_. 4,8232.71 B84, 650. 00

California, southern districs 216.75 4, 335. 00

Colorado 102.90 2, 080,00

Delaware.._.._. 75279 4,645.70

Filorida, northern distrios .. —-.....coooeee.. 5 o T S

Georgia, northern Qistrict .. oo cceccerccmcnccccccan 1 e e

Georgla, southern district L)

Illinois, northern district 17, 706. 78 938.26

Illinois, sonthern Aistriob . .. ..o ioccceocia |ommm i B65. 00

TORIANE . . L i n it e s dmsTas 8, 309, 05 B, 830,00

HEansss .. ... ... s N M

Louisiana, 1 district 800, 85 7,750, 00

Louisianns, western distriet. .. ... oo ... 13.15 |. TR

T f L S N S A R B 577.30 17, 760. 00

Massachusetts. ... . 12,238, 23 , 755, 00

Michigan, eastern districs ._.__..___... 190,70 7, 585. 00

Mississippd, northern district 139.05 e e

Mississippd, southern district B8] ...

Missour], eastern AiStrict. .oov oo icne i csancaas! 1,414.45 910.00

New Jersey .... L T By 14, 915.00

New York, northern district. ... .eenoceeeeomaaes 15, 576. 84 4, 427.50

New York, eastern distriet . 23, 664. 18 43, 000. 00

New York,southern districs. ... coccececeneccamcaas 38,228, 50 60, 250. 00

North Carolina, 1 distriet Skl BRE B0 oo

North Carolina, western district - PR R TR

3 e e R B ST DL TP L 87 1,170.00

Pennsylvania, eastern district 2,807.53 91,135, 00

Penosylvania, western district. .. 40 5,820, 00

RO OB TR o e S e e 1,818.19 2,005.00

South Carolina__ _____..... = o3 720,

Tenneasee, eastern district 31.50 310,00

Tennessee, middle dlstrict sl 17.7% 1,885, 00

Tennessee, western district 00 b i e

Texas, northern distriel .. oo F ¢ 1 ) (RS R

Paxan: sastarn Aot S e s e s T 340.00

Virginia, eastern distries ..o 620, 1,730.00

Virginia, w n district. AN Y ot

L e e e ek a L 187, 185. 63 451,460, 76

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, the Senate was kind enough
to listen to me a short time ago inthe discussion of this question,
and I think I shall make a few additional remarks at this mo-
ment.

This to me is anexceedingly interesting question. I thinkmy
estimate of its importance is equal to, if not greater than, that
of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER|. That
portion of his speech this morning which was directed toward
the condition of the colored race in this country interested me
very much, for it may be my fault or it may be my misfortune
that so many years of my life were spent in political controver-
sies involving the condition of that race that perhaps it has
taken control of me to an extent that even I may not be aware

of.

I recollect the history of the beginning of the Republican
party. It wasa party of accidental creation, not of premedita-
tion; it was not the work of politicians, nor of great leaders; it
was created by the spontaneous movement of the people of the
Northern States, in which some people of the South participated.
Its purposes were limited to a very important, but narrow field.
Its purposs was, in the first place, to resist the reopening of the
slavery agitation. That induced thousands of men who had be-
longed to the Democratic party—I speak now of Illinois particu-
larly—men who desired to preserve the peaca of the country and
be rid of the d ingeronsstrife which the reopening of theslavery
controversy sugrested, to join it. Its pu was further de-
veloped as its ussaults became more distinet to resist the exten-
sion of slavery. Later its purpose was to preserve the Union;
and the destruction of slavery was an incident to the effort of
the country to preserve the Union. :

In 1861 1 was in this city attending a session of that abortive

assembly called the peace congress. I met a gentleman from
Kentucky who was once governor of that State, a Union man.
He was deprecating the election of Mr. Lincoln as a great ca~
lamity to the country, and deprecating a war for the Union. He
said no war could ba waged for the defense of the Union which
would not destroy slavery, because, he said, the presence of
armies in the slave States would of necessity destroyslavery. I
became satisfied of that by my subsequent experience. Tha de-
struction of slavery wus aconsequence of the war. It wasacon-
dition forced upon the country by those who sought to over-
throw the Union, a necessary incident to the struggle for the
preservation of the Union.

After slavery was destroyed, as I have said on a former oc-
casion, the faith of the nation—I use the term in its proper
sense—was pledged to the maintenance of the freedom of the
slaves. The baliot was given to them in place of that protection
which eould only have baen furnished them by armed men. It
was the belief that it would be a defemsive weapon, Though it
might not accomplish all that was hoped for at once, nor
within a decade, it was hoped that the time would come when
the ballot—which is of itself a liberal education to a ireemsan,
although it might be obstructed or might be hindered—would
ripeninto fruit, and the time would come when the free ballot,
with all the difficulties that might be thrown in the way of its
free exercise, would accomplish the result for which we all
hoped so ardently and so earnestly.

The Republicen party, in my judgment, up to the time of the
adoption of the fifteenth amendment, was an accidental organi-
zation. Therewere ma.ng opinionsand policies about which the
members of that party did not agree, but then there was an
agreement upon these questions. The radical trouble with the
Republican leadership after that was that it gave to party what
was meant for mankind. Suddenly, after emuncipation and af-
ter suffrage was given to the black men, they were claimed as
the retainers,as the Erpstua.l servitors of the Republican party,
and whatever might be the great public questions which inter-
ested the country, the negro vote was calculated upon as a fixed
contingent,

Mr. :i-’resident, within a few years in my own State, on one
of those occasions, I believe it was the 1st &y of August, when
the negroes in my town were assembled together to rejoice over
the anniversaryof emancipation of the blacks in the West Indies,
I heard a governor of Illinois and a Senator from that State—he
isnot now within the sound of my voice—say that the negroshould
vote the Republican ticket; and those gentlemen gave the rea-
son for if, which was, that the Republicans emancivated them,
That was held as a sufficient reason, in the judgment ol those
orators and statesmen, for maintaining that the colored race
should support the policies of the Republican party, whatever
they might be, upon the prineciple of gratitude for the services
rendered by that party in their emancipation.

That was the cardinal mistake, not of the earnest antislavery
men, I believe, but of the men who led, and the legislation now
under consideration was passed, I think, with an entire miscon-
ception of the true duty of the Republic to the colored men.
Undoubtedly there were difficulties in the suffrage in the South
which can hardly be understood without some personal knowl-
edgeof the previous relations of the races. Thenegro,asI have
said before, could hardly be declared to be suffici=ntly intelligent,
as a rule, to exercise the right of suffrage wisely and the master
race had not been accustomed to sharing with them in the par-
ticipation of political power. There were embarrassments at~
tending the condition of both races. Itwould have been the wise
and the just policy at that time on the part of the whole country
not to have abandoned the right of the blacks, but to have en-
couraged amicable relations between the two races and permitted
them, as the result of experience, to work out their own salva-
tion, if I may use that term in this connection, to gradually har-
monize their interests, without any attempt at compulsion or
force, except that necessary compulsion or that n force
which every government possesses and ought to employ to pro-
tect its citizens.

The Senator from New Hampshire the other day spoke of the
eénormous naturalizations in New York, by which, he said, the
Democrats gained power. The Republican party, if it claimsto
have emancipated the blacks and given them the right of suf-
frage, by an act of naturalization, which has no parallel in the
history of polities, suddenly converted more than a half million
negroes into Republican recruits, and continually employed the
agencies which would hinder them from the free investigation
of public guestions and continually appealed to their prejudices
and kept them in adherence to the Republican party.

The Senator himself to-day in his analysis OPt.he state of the
vote of the Southern Staies assumes that the Southern blacks,
now entitled to j})roportiona.l representation do not enjoy it, and
assumes that # they did, the members of Congress elected
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by the blacks would be supporters of the McKinley law, possi-
v, that they would be Republicans, and would follow the Re-
ublican party in any direction its leaders might point out.
g‘h&t is the radical trouble.

Mr. President, it is not that the love of liberty has decayed in
this counutir; on the contrary, in my judgment, it is because we
are gradually becoming one people, including this black race.
The employment of irregular force, as this bill employs it, is use-
less, Whatever may have been thought before, it is useless
now. The Senator from New Hampshire admits that this law
has failed to accomplish the object for which it was passed. It
exists, therefore, as a mere festering wrong, a mere menace
without any possible advantage. Indeed it exists now mainly
for party purposes. \

I have said that the Republican party is no longer the party
of mere liberty; and I propose to examine the questionnow. In
the little painted kingdom, lately ruled over by a nominal queen,
there is an area of about 6,000 square miles: the population is
about 90,000. I perceive by a statement that the American

pulation there is less than 2,000. I observe that that popula-

ion owns T4 per cent of all the ggopert.y of that little kingdom;
that another white race owns $6,000,000, another white Euro-
pean race some 34,000,000 worth probably, and that the natives
own eighty one-hundredths of 1 per cent, and that a portion of
the population of this island, not 10 per cent of the whole popu-
lation, as I have described who own the property, have over-
thrown this Government, have estiblished a property qualifica-
tion,and I understand they are about to issue a new constitution
by their own authority or by the authority of the Provisional
Government. Yet a few d:ys ago I heard one of the distin-
guished leaders of the Republican party in this body say this
mere commercial colony, which has acjuired the property and
subverted the Government of the natives, were Russells and Sid-
neys and Washingtons. This illustrates the wonderful changes
which take place in the public mind. This is R2publicanism:
thisisin harmony with the views of the party which now claims
to be the champion of the rights and interests of the black race!

Mr. President, I opposed slavery always, so far as I can re-
member. 1 did not oppose slavery so much or alone for the
reason that it enslaved the black man; I opposed slavery because
it endangered the liberty of all men: I opposed it as an essen-
tially radical devilish vice, and I desired to see it eradicated in
order to secure the liberties of all the people of thiscountry and
of all countries. The specious argument that slavery was sim-
ply injurious to the black race ought to have been long ago re-

ected. Both races, who have been the vietims of the system—
use both were victims in some sense—demanded, and the
interests of humanity demanded, that slavery should no longer
exist on this continent. The same principles need application
everywhere, and the rights of men, North and South, white and
black, need that same careful attention and regard which com-
menced with the struggle for the abolition of slavery,and found
its fruition in the fifteenth constitutional amendment.

I oppose the law which it is now proposed to repeal. I per-
haps have spoken of it as being an element of party agency.
That is placing my opposition to it upon grounds entirely too
low. I oppose it because it is an assault upon gogula.r liberty.
Believing as I do that the people of the United States are ca-
pable of governing themselves, believing that the interests of
every community are safest in its own keeping, believing as I
do that no man was ever capable of governing another man—of
course I make this statement with some proper limitations—that
no man was ever good enough to be a master and that no man
was ever base enough to be a slave, believing that this legisla-
tion is & mere menace, a useless, idle, insulting menace, to every
community where it has be2n put in force, I can not do other-
wise than assert the duty of Congress to repeal it.

For example, I mentioned the other day an incident of one of
its features. Two men utterly worthless, except that they pos-
sess the mere quality of citizenship, may at least put in motion
machinery which ogemtes or may operate on every individual
in the community which makes a master for me. Itmay besaid
that if I behave myself the master will not disturb me. Ah,
but that is the question. It makes a master for me, makes a
master for my neighbors, make a master for my fellow-citizens.
That master is created by two persons in a populous distriet. It
is true there are other forms of appointment; but from that
time forth during that election day there are a number of men
who go about who are created by the action of those persons,
good or bad, and who are a standing menace to the perfect self-
reliant liberty of each citizen. Is it worth while to make such
a sacrifice for so little? How much do we receive in exchange
for the surrender of that important right?

1 hold the Senator from New Hampshire to his declaration that
the law has failed. Can there be a more emphatic statement of
its value than that involved in this admission—it has failed? It

has not accomplished the }ilurpusea for which it was enacted; and
ulthough the Senator with pathos, and, I must confess, with a
certain measure of justice, denounces 1agisla.tion which is in-
tended to be practically subversive to individual rights, yet upon
the law is written the words, ‘‘Failed, failed, failed.” If this
law remains on the statute book, will there still be mobs in Tlli-
nois or elsewhere? For, Mr. President, I am sorry to say that
in my own State within a year or two there have been mobs. It
has been so0 in Ohio; it has been so in Indiana. Will this law
tend to suppress or extinguish this miserable, shameful mob
spirit? The law has failed; it is notdirected against that spirit,
and a law which is useless is necessarily bad.

I repeat the proposition—meaning to limit it—a law which
affects the conduct or control of men’s conduct, or is intended to
do so, which fails of the good purpose is necessarily a bad law.
There is no possible method by which a law can be defended,
and there can be no possible reason why a law should not be re-

aled if it is admitted that it has failed. It is the failure of

aws which subverts society,and I think I know instances where
the very lact of the passage of useless laws has done much to
subvert or destroy popular confidence in legislation. It is like
the crime of a judge or the crime of a public officer. The very
crime itself is a erime against law and morality, and it is more
than that, it is a crime against society.

I desired to say this much, for if the Senator had said he be-
lieved, or asserted, or what is more important, if he had proven
that the election laws had been productive of benefit, there
would be some excuse for their retention upon the statute books,
butasthey have failed, asthese erimes,of which the Senator spoke
so eloquently, have continued and still continue, as the colored
race in the South is still without representation, as no good has
been done by the laws, as they are regarded as offensive, as the
are offensive in a measure, why keep them on the statute book?

I look forward, Mr. President, to other agencies by which these
results are to be accomplished in the diffusion of education, by
sound political prineiples, by the cultivation of the principles of
self-reliance in the colored race.

I think myself that history has shown nothing so remarkable
as the advance of the colored race. It is a remarkable fact that
in most instances of enslaved peoples, in the struggle which se-
cured them emancipation they have acquired the hardihood
which enabled them to maintain their freedom, for, as a rule, a
man who is willing to be a slave is a slave, and usnally the
nations in their progress toward freedom reach first the point
at which they can resist despotism, and then the aggressive force
which enables them to win freedom.

This race were free without their own intervention. Indeed,
whenever I hear of an instance of organized oppression towards
the colored race in the Southern States I imagine nothing can be
more ungrateful, for while this great struggle was going on these
negroes sta.fed at home and industriously struggled for the sup-
port of the families of their masters who were absent in battle.
I know I can say for them that, while I would sometimes get them
to give me information which mightaffect their masters, Inever
found one in my life who would do any harm or permit any harm_
or give information that might affect the mistress and the chil-
dren. No race was ever 8o remarkable for the affectionate devo-
tion they gave to the interests of the families of their masters as
was this colored race.

A period of struggle seems to be a necessity of mankind., Itis
not possible to make men free in an instant; but I anticipate the
time when the negro race on this continent will cease to be a
source of trouble or embarrassment. To the Master a day, a
year, a century, is but a short period in which to work out His
mysterious Providence. I repeat that no historic race hasmade
such advances or has done better than this race, which was made
free by the acts of others. It will continue to advarce.

It needs but to be assisted with education and with those aids
which Christianity and civilization will give to it. It has not
been benefited by these abortive eTorts for its welfare, for a re-
markable fact exists now, upon the concession of the Senator
from New Hampshire. Although inmany districtsin the South

_the negroes are superior in point of numbers to the white race,

these laws still have not secured them the rights which the law
intended to confer upon them. The negroes have felt helpless;
and, indeed, perhaps that is a result, for I am inclined to
believe that when a man finds that nobody will help him he will
help himself. I am inclined to believe that the political cod-
dling of this race has done more good than harm. But I hesi-
tate about expressing my views onthis point, for the matter has
been a problem with me from the beginning.

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Illinois a
question. Would he recommend to the negro race to do what
he supposes white men would do under the same circumstances?
Suppose there hapgened to the white men in what is called the
black belt in some States in the country what we believe, and
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what 1 suppose the Senator, with his candor, does not deny,
happens to the black men in regard to their votes. If the Sena-
tor lived down there he would take uparms and fight. He would
not submit to it a year. He would not wait to see whether the
law operated. Now, does he recommend to ths black men, if
they are satisfied that that is true, that they are deprived by
fraud or violenca or in any other way of their right fo vote, that
they had better take up arms and do what white men would do
under like circumstances? The Senator isspeaking of the negro
helping himself. Does he advise thatkind of helping himself?

I\Fr. %ALMER. I would advise nobody; but if a time ever
comes when the negro becomesimpatient he willneed no advice
from me or anybody else as to what he will do.

Mr. HOAR. That is not the question.

Mr. PALMER. I have just said that men who consent to be
deprived of their rights are deprived of their rights already.
That the time will come when there will be either no organ-
ized injustice to this race, or they will resist it I have no doubt.

Mr. HOAR. Would the Senator advise that?

Mr. PALMER. I havenotadvised that.

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps the Senator does not want to answer
the question.

Mr. PALMER. I would not advise them—

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will say so, I will not press it.

Mr. PALMER. I will notsay so.

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator is willing to answer the guestion

I wish he would answer it.
. Mr.PALMER. I will notsay so. I can say what I would do,
and that is about all I can say. I say the time will come when
these questions will be settled rightly or there will be resist-
ance. ILamgquitewellaware of the fact that at present any formal
advice to any particular race would be unwise in the beginning.
I should not edvise them to resist, but I think I know what I
would do if I were in their situation. I do not think I should
gsubmit. I have nmot been taught submission. I suppose thatin
after generations of these black people they will cease to be
taught submission: and I :gprehend that when that time comes
no resistance will be needed, for the principles of right and jus-
tice will prevail; they will assert themselves. _

You may ask me if 1 would defend my lifeif I were assailed. I
may answer yes, but I do notsuppose thatdeclaration would con-
tributein the slightest degree to my personalsafety. I suph)ose
that that which insures my safety against attack from the law-
less is in some measure the fact that it is believed within a cer-
tain limit I would not submit to outrage. Men pass through
their lives without ever having ocecasion to assert the right of
self-defense, yet the knowledge of its existence and the belief
that it will be asserted is of itself protection enough.

Mr. HOAR. Ido not think the Senator quite answers my

uestion yet. Ishould like to repeat it in this way: T suppose
there were a Congrassional district in Illinois where a majority
of the white men, Perhﬂ.ps being of a peculiar religion or pecu-
liar occupation or for some other reason were deprived, by these
processes which have been so common in some parts of the coun-
try, of their right o vote by a minority, the law failing to help
them, and they went to the Semator from Illinois and said to
him, ‘*Now, Governor Palmer, you are a braveand a wise man of

reat experience "—so far we will agree upon that—;

Mr.PALMER. Thatisaverygreat compliment,wlﬁch I hope
I will deserve; I am not sure of it.

Mr. HOAR. And they say, ‘‘ Now, whatshall we do? Shall
we stand this thing? e are deprived of our political rights,
and whenever one of us is charged with crime of any gravity we
do not have any trial or any judge or jury, but are strung u;l) to
the nearest tree, sometimes under circumstances of greatcruelty.
Now, what shall we do about it? We can take care of these
men; we are in the majority; we can get some rifles,and we can
defend ourselves and stop this thing if we declare to fight it.
‘What would you advise us to do?” Now, I sup there is no
question that Gen. JOHN M. PALMER, of lllinois, that eminent
and brave soldier of whom we have heard for so many years,
would say *“ Of course: if you are Illinois men, with the blood
of freemen in your veins, take your rifles and fight it out, and
let these men understand they are acting:.t- the peril of their
lives.” If a Southern negro came to the Senator with precisel
the same story would he give him precisely the same advice?
That is what I want to know.

Mr. PALMER. Perhaps I may fairly ask the Senator from
Massachusetts whether he has made up his mind on the subject.

Mr. HOAR. When the Senator answers me, I will tell him.
Answer me and I will answer you.

Mr. PALMER. I should say under those circumstances, ‘‘ If
you have a mind to submit to it, you may.”

Mr. HOAR. That is not advice, because—

Mr. PALMER. That would be my advice. I would say: *If
youchoose to submit, do s0.” If I weve going to define the ab-

stract right I would define it. If I were advising men as to
what they should do under particular conditions, I should want
to satisfy myself that I fully understood all the conditions, and I
would then advise them according to my best judgment. Speak-
ing for myself, with all the conditions in my mind which I have
assumed, I should snbmit with very great reluctanca.

Mr. HOAR. Will not the Senator say he would not submit
with any kind of reluctance?

Mr. PALMER. Well, I do notf think I would.

Mr. HOAR. That is it exactly.

Mr. PALMER. I do not think I would. But on two or three
occasions in my lifa I have submitted to things that I did not
want to submit to.

Mr. HOAR. And would not submit to again?

Mr.PALMER. In fact,I have laughed at jokes when I would
rather have struck the man who imposed them on me, if I had
not felt that it was not quite a safe thing to do.

Mr. President, T am not disposed to continue the discussion
at any greater length, but I will make a statement in regard to
what I believe to ba the duties of these races, and that is to ex-
ercise mutual forbearance. For that advics they owe me noth-
ing and nead not accept it. I am dealing to-day with, this legis-
lation that does nobody any good, which is offensive, and is an
assertion of a right which, like all other mere assertions of po-
litical power, is in its essence mischievous, becauss I believe
the least possible restraining legislation, coercive legislation,
most favors personal liberty.

While the Senator was out of the Chamber I paid him a com-
pliment which, I hope, he will appreciate. I mentioned the fact
that the Senator (who Iunderstand is very earnest in his support
of legislation like that which it is proposed to repeal) hasspoken
of a few thousand people in a distant island who have monopo-
lized all the property and have usurped the Government and
have secured control so as to exclude the 85,000 inhabitants from
all share in political power. Iwant to know if that is consistent
with these ideas of enforeing perfect equality and justice among
the people in the Southern States?

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me; it is not consistent
with any such thing. Itis nottrue. Itis consistent with noth-
ing except the report of a prejudiced, one-sided person who was
sent out there by a usurpationof the right of the people at home
and in flagrant violation of our Constitution, and who went out
there and made his report im flagrant violation of the evidence
and the facts.

Mr. PALMER. I will state to the Senator that he hardly
deals with me with as much candor as I expected.

Mr. HOAR. I will be a good deal more candid if the Senator
Iv'}ll give me a little more time. There is a great deal of candor

eft.

Mr, PALMER. I understand there are facts nobody has at-
tempted to controvert. One of those facts is that a population
of less than 3,000 have acquired the control of four-fifths or three-
fourths of all the property. They have improved their consti-
tutions, and by excluding from them the native races, and have
left the native races in possessionof 1 per cent of the property of
the islands.

That is according to the statements, not of Mr, Blount, but
from sources, I understand, of unquestioned reliability. In view
of the laudation of the Republican party which my friend from
New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] indulges in so freely, I ask if
itis an exhibition of the Republicanism of New Hampshire, of
the Republicanism of John P.Hale, and the Republicanism of
Charles Sumner, that this small handful of people shall take
possession of that little kingdom, seize the largest proportion of
the properiy, and by constitutions forced upon the king gradu-
ally circumseribe and destroy the rights of the native voters
and in the end to subvert the government, and then claim, in
the language of the Senator from Massachusetts, that they are
to be compared with Russell and other distinguished devotees
of liberty, more particularly with the great American, Wash-
ington himself?

r. FRYE. Mr. President, I know the Senafor from Illinois
[Mr.PALMER]is a brave man. I thinkhe isagood man, I think,
because he was once a Republican, that he averages o great deal
better than the Democrats on the other side of the Chamber, and
therefore I should like to talk to him a few minutes.

I should like to tell a twice-told tale, and then ask him to give
me a frank answer to a frankly put question. I admit that itis
a twice-told tale, but I do not believe the Federal election laws
should ever be considered without its being told, because it is a
tale which inspired this l?‘ﬁlslmion, which compelled the United
States Congress to enact these laws, and which ought to compel
us to keep them on the statute books unless circumstances and
f?lc:s have so changed that we are to-day justified in repealing
them.

If the States can be depended upon now to do what is fair and
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reasonable and just, then possibly it mightdo toallow the States
toadminister the election laws themselvesif they please. Ifthey
can not be depended upon (and that is a question of fact to be
determined by looking at their statutes to-day and their manner
of enforcement) then the United States should retain its laws.

Now, the twice-told tale. In 1868 Gen. Grantwas a candidate
for the Presidency on the part of the Republicans and Horatio
Seymour on the part of the Democrats. 1t was a great contest,
attracting the attention and commanding the interest of all men
in the Republic. New York was regarded as a pivotal State.
Tweed was at the head of Tammany in that State. Tammany
was ready to do anything under the sun, utterly regardless of
conscience or law, to carry the State for Horatio Seymour. Ido
not believe Tammany has changed her spotsa jotfrom thathour
to this. I believe, from the statements made by the Senator
from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]and the Senator from
Massachusetts [Mr. LoDGE], that the Tammany of to-day is just
as corrupt, just as wicked, just as determined to avail itself of
every violation of law possible to accomplish its purposes as it
was 1n 1868,

Now, what did they doat that time? Theelection wastocome
on, The court of common pleas had been the court accustomed
to naturalize foreigners into American citizens; about 9,000 a
yearon an average. There wasa very respectable judge atthat
time presiding over the court, too respectable for Tammany.
Therefore, for the first time in the history of New York politics
and the New York judiciary, they made use of the supreme
court, with Judge Barnard as its presiding judge, a candidate
in that very election for reslection, and the other court of the
State of New York, with Judge McCunn as its presiding judge,
also a candidate for reslection in the same election. These two
courts started in October6 to naturalize, and in that month they
made over 40,000 foreigners into American citizens with not
twenty days inwhichtodoit. Inthesupremecourt, underJudge
Barnard, they naturalized over 2,000 in a single day. I heard a
witness testify who was before the court while this process of
naturalization was going on—

Mr. HAWLEY. Twenty-five hundred and twenty-two in a

day?

&r. FRYE. Twenty-five hundred and twenty-two in a single
day. One of the lead'm% members of the New York bar testi-
fied that he succeeded finally in getting into Judge Barnard's
court while this process was going on. He saw at least 150 men
brought into that court room at one time. They had two or
three little tables, with a Bible on the center of every table. The
men form an inside circle and touch their fingers on the Bible,
another cirele was formed around, and so on, the men reaching
their fingers out towardsthe Bible, and Judge Barnard admin-
istered t.%a oath, and 150 citizens were made in less than two
minutes of time. Nineteen thousand men were admitted in
Judge Barnard’s court in that month of October, and some 16,000
or more, it was found on investigation subsequently made, who
did not appear on the record. Judge McCunn's court was the
same. Bothjudgeswereafterwardsimpeached. JudgeMecCunn
died pending impeachment proceedings. I think Barnard went
off from the court.

Who were the witnesses? There were ten standing witnesses
to 8,200 applicants. There was a Patrick Goff, who was astand-
ing witness to 2,100 apElicant-s for citizenship. Patrick Goff
was afterwards sent to the State’s })rison, and stayed there eight
years. Pafrick Goff one day in Judge Barnard's court was a
witness to 370; the next day, October 10, to 385; the next day
was Sunday, and the next day, the 12th of October, to 356. John
Moran was a witness to cover 1,800 different applicants. Thou-
sands were admitted to citizenship without any witnesses a$ all.
‘Witnesses gave their names in these two courts as Commodore
Vanderbilt, as Chauncey Depew, and so on, men known per-
fectly well to the court, and yet no attention was paid to it.

Any quantity of false names weregiven. Thousands were ad-
mitted to American citizenship who never went into the court
at all as applicants. Tammany at that time was provided with
red slips, to be furnished to applicants of its own selection, which
read: “You will naturalize the bearer.” These, passed to the
judges, commanded certificates, and the bills were charged to
a.[‘u.mma.n , and Tammany paid them. There were eight wit-
nesses who testified that they themselves scattered 10,000 of
those certificates amongst the people in New York to vote upon,
and there had never been a single one of them in the courts
of that State for naturalization.

I have been a member of one of these committees, and there-
fore it is familiar to me. There was one witness I remember
perlectly well, Henry Lyle, who declared that he himself sold
600 certificates,all signed and all ready for delivery, except with
the name of the citizen leftin blank. Hesold them for 85 apiece,
and Tammany paid the actual cost back to him that the court
would have charged for naturalizing these persons as American
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citizens. Superintendent Kennedy, of the police department,
found 3,000 0f these blank certificates in one liguorsaloon, which
had been left there, all signed and-all ready for delivery.

Mr. DAVIS. With the seal of the court?

Mr. FRYE. With the seal of the court, the name of the judge,
and everything prepared for a naturalized person. They sent
over 4,000 into the State of Connecticut, signed in blank. They
sent them out to the city of Cincinnati, signed in blank, all
ready for delivery. There were over 60,000 of those papers is-
sued by those two courts, and issued in blank, ready to be deliv-
ered to the person applying. They sold them fora dollar apiece,
for $2 apiece, and turned in a glass of whisky to the men who
purchased it as a benefit for the purchase made.

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. To seal the contract.

Mr. FRYE. Again, Tammany had eighty gangs of repeaters,
eight in a gang, nearly all of them pickpockets, thieves, mur-
derers; all of the eriminal classes. They had eighty headquar-
ters for the eighty gangs, one of the headquarters being at the
house of a leading member of the Tammany ring at that time,
not Tweed, but the leading member below him. Those gangs
were registered all the way from ten to twenty-five times each
in the city of New York. The testimony was beyond question
that those men voted from ten to twenty-five times each, one be-
ing known to vote twenty-five different times in the city of New
York on that day. They registered thousands of menin the city
of New York from vacant lots which never had a building on
them; they registered thousands of men from liquor saloons,
from law offices, from dwelling houses that did not have half a
dozen in the family—an innocent family, with twenty or thirtiy
or forty men registered from that house who never had seen it
in their lives.

Well, New York was carried for Horatio Seymour by this sort
of business, but the United States was thoroughly aroused when
the report came. The Union League Clubof New York at once
commenced operations to have the matter investigated. They
sent a memorial to Congress and an attorney in charge of the
memorial. Congresslistened. Aninvestigating committee was
appointed in the House with Lawrence at its head, known as
the Lawrence committee. That committee sgent.months inthe
Citf of New York, investigating more thoroughly and more care-
fully than any other committes ever did before. They made
their report to the National House of Representatives.

When the people of the United States read the report they
knew that the foundation of this Btgfublie was being shaken.
They knew that if that thing was tolerated this Republic was
an experiment and undoubtedly soon would be a failure. It was
discussed in the British Parliament at the time, and it was de-
clared by a distinguished member that the Republic was totter-
ing and would fall. And it was tottering and would have fallen
if nothing had been done. On the strength of the report of the
Lawrence investigating committee the Federal election laws
which you propose to repeal to-day were enacted and became a
part of the statutes of the United States.

Does the Senator from Illinois believe that it was the duty of
the United States to take cognizance of this awful, this monu-
mental, this horrible carnival of crime against the ballot in the
great Empire State of New York, or does he think that the
United States transcended its duty and attempted to erush free-
men when it enacted those laws? T pause for a reply.

Mr. PALMER. Ianswer that the instance put by no means
justified the election laws. The fact that there was crime in

ew York furnished no reason for subjecting every other Con-
gressional district in the country to the suspicion of fraud and
the placing over them of supervisors and masters. The redress
of that wrong was within the power of Congress to be exercised
by a legitimate means directed to that end alone. That is the
answer I make. Nothingof that sort would justify placing the
whole country under surveillance.

Mr. FRYE. Iam surprised at the answer. The Senator is
not so good as I thought he was. I think he is no better than
the average Democrat. I think, as happens with new recruits
frequently, he is even worse. I supposed the distinguished Sen-
ator would say promptly that the United States would have been
derelict in its dut it did not see what could be done to pro-
tect this grand Republie, for which the Senator had himself
fought and bled. But no; hesays Congress was not justified in
paying attention to this horrible wrong against American eiti-
zenship, for now the citizen of a State under the Constitution of
the United States is a citizen of the United States, and as such
this Republic owes that citizen some duty.

Now, the Senatorfrom Massachusetts the other day, in speak-
ing of the election law, called the attention, I think, of the Sen-
ator from Illinois to the fact that it operated well, that it had
served the State of New York and the United States as it was
hoped it would serve them. He alluded to a report of the com-
mittee of which Mr. Cox was at the head. I say that unques-
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tionably it did serve well the great State of New York and this
Republie. There were 60,0000f these false naturalization paipers
in the hands of voters, many of them innocent voters. They
were liable to arrest and imprisonment for voting a frandulent
ballot. An undertaking was &rom?ﬁz made, when the Federal
law was enacted, to recover those falss papers from the geople
who held them. They wereall recovered except 1,200. Thirty
thousand of thes> were in New York City,and only 1,200 left fo-
day. Has there been no good accompiished? Twenty-eizht
thousand eight hundred fraudulent naturalization papers were
taken from the hands of the voter. Is that nothing to be ac-
complished? BSeewhat Mr. Coxsaysaboutit. Ihave thereport
before me. I am tferribly disappointed that the Senator from
Illinois replied to me as he did, for I mrﬁposed he would say just
exactly the opposite. Mr. Cox says in his report:

The law was intended to provide not only against frandulent votes, but
that no 1pe:-i; m really entitled to a vote should be refused. The political or-
gandzations concurred with Mr. Davenport in this arrangement. It proved
& decided success. and the result was what all who have any knowledge of
this New York election—

This is the election of 1876, I believe—
have concurred in confirming, that there was mm&mt‘lvaly no fraud. and
the attempts made to repress it were welcomed by both parties and carried
out in good faith.

Does the Senator still say that Congress ought not to have en-
acted a law which had taken the city of New York and brought
it up out from that hell of corruption in 1868, forced a declara-
tion from a . Democratic committee that in the election of 1876
there was comparatively no fraud, and the attempts made to re-
Eless it were welcomed by both parties and earried out in good

ith. =

Again the committee says:

The committes would commend to other portions of the eountry and to
other cities this remarkable system, developed through the agencyof both
local and Federal authorities acting in harmony for an honest purpose. In
no portion of the world, and in no era of time, where there has been an ex-
pression of the ular will through the forms of law, has there ever heen a
more complete and thorongh illustration of republican institutions. What-
ever may have bean the previoushabitorconduct of elections in those cities,
or howsoever they may conduct themselves in the future, this election of
1876 will stand as a monument of ‘what good faith, honest endeavor, legal
f:hjse.ms' and just authority may do for the protection of tne electoral fran-

Now, Samuel 8, Cox was a good Demoerat, firm in the faith,
accepted all the Democratic doctrines, and yet empowered by
Congress to investigate, he investigated, made this delara-

tion. Seven years after the enactment of the Federal election
laws he says again:
From the moment the su; are appointed; from the moment that

the lists are purged; from the moment that the applieations are examined;
to the very last return of the popular expression, this election shows the
calm mastery of prudence. For this due credit should be given to men of
both partles. and especially to the corporation counsel, Mr. Whitney, and
United Statessupervisors.

Now, I sup when I asked the Senator that question he
would say, ** Yes, it was the duty of the United States, but times
have changed. Civilization has been advancing. The ballot is

more sacred now than it was then. The States have advanced
in the race, and you can to-day safely trust them, and therefore
you do not need these Federal election laws.” That is what [
gupposed would be the answer of the Senator from Illineis, and
there T had intended to join issue with him. I had proposed to
discuss at length the laws in the several States, especially in
the South. I will not do so at this late hour in the day, but I
wish again to call the attention of the Senator of the State of
New York.

In 18371 there wasa committee of seventy in that State made
upof thirty-five Democrats and thirty-five Republicans. What
for? To see if that great State could not be taken out from
under the control of the Tweed-Tammany ring; to see if laws
could not be enacted which would protect the ballot in State
elections as well as the ballot had been protected, as was thought
by Mr. Cox, in the Federal elections. That committee had a
law drafted. Mr. Davenportdrafted it. It wassent fo the Leg-
islature at Albany. It was finally adopted. Governor Hoffman
refused twice to sign it, but y consented, and it became a
law. That law, similar in many respects to the United Stiates
law, remained on the statute book from 1872 until two yearsago.
It was a wise, a wholesome, and a judicious law; and it isclaimed
in New York that the State elections under the State law were
a8 free from fraud and corruption asthe Federal elections under
the Federal law. )

Mr, HOAR. In the districts where the Federal law applies?

Mr. FRYE. Yes, of course, where the Federal law applies.
Now, Tammany again ecame to the front and obtained once more
the control of the New York Legislature. What did they do?
Of course they did justexactly what they did when T was |
at the head of Tammany. They needed just exactly what Tam-
many needed then—power to corrupt the ballot box, and they |
immediately prooe;:ipeﬂ to reform the law which had stood upon |

the statute book, which had been the admiration and the praise
of good citizens of New York for nearly twenty years. The;

ded to take that law, which was entirely nonpartisan, nnﬁ
make it 8 partisan law. Then came an election under the State
law, not under the laws which the Senator from Illinois desires
to repeal, but under the State laws improved by Tammany,
‘What is the result? :

The Benator from New Hampshire and the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts the other day in graphic language gave many of the
results of that election in points where Tammany determined to
control. I bave here in my hand Democratic witnesses. Ordi-
narily I would not think them of so much value, but where they
are ggilfying against their own party I take them as unim-
peachable.

Mr. GRAY. Whenyou want to prove anything against them
you have to resort to it?

}\f[r. FRYE. When I want to prove anything against them-
selves.

[From the Brooklyn Eagle.]
A CONSPIRACY TO WORE FRAUD.

The Brooklyn Eagle, of course, is & Democratic paper.

‘The object of the eriminals who have set themselves in rebellion against
the law and the courts here is to ?revemme fraudulent registration list

from and published. That object has been attained. Time
eno to get it and publish it between now and electlon does not remain.
Publication after election could directly have no effect upon the election,

although it may have the effect of thro out the whole poll of the town,
by order of the courts. The frandulent registration at Gravesend and else-
where has been effected for a distinet purpose. The purpose is to enable the
machine, by dishonest and nnlawful votes, to count in & majority over the
honest and lawful votes of the people. The machine's boast is that **it ean
count down any ority less than 10,000 against its candidates,” and this
bouast is made openly and deflantly. The challenge to honest and lawfal
voters, then, is to poll more votes by over 10,000 for the men of their choice
than can be cast or counted for the men of the machine's choice. An honest
alection will therafore have to be secured by a tremendous preponderance
of expression in its favor, unless the men who are fraudulently registered can
be 3h1revenmd. from voting. The psopleclearly understand the gituation, and
if they are really aroused they will be equal to it.

From the New York World, Democratic:

OPEN AND FLAGRANT CRIME.

It is open and flagrant crime. It isan attempt on the part of a boss to set
aside by brute force the election laws and all other iaws, to nullify the orders
of the supreme court, and to usurp government in his own person. The
makier lies wholly without the boundaries of election controversy. It is re-
volr against all authority. It is rebellion n%%l:t the State of New York.
There is but one thing to do in the matter. tever the courts may suc-
cead in doing toward releasing the imprisoned men or securing someth:
like an election in Gravesend, John Y. McKane and all who have abet
him in this erime must be indicted, tried, and sent to prison for long terms.
It the machinery of the law is not competent to accomplish that, and is not
vigorously used to that end, then order is at an end in Kings County, and
civiiized popular governmant has given place to anarchy, directed by &
usurping despot. ere can be no quibbling or shufiing in & case like this.
There can be no toleration shown for such a crime against all that is funda-
mental in our government. There can be no shirking on the part of any law
officer without shame to him and to the community that tolerates him. The
case 1s one for the governor’s attention and the attorney-general's. It
touches the vital things of government.

I read no more of that, I want to print an article from the
New York Herald. I will not stop to read it, but it is as vigor-.
ous as the others in its denunciation of the frauds in the last
election, after the change of the law which had stood so long on
the statute book——

Mr, GRAY. What year was that?

Mr. FRYE. Last year. Isubmit the article from the Her-

ald:
M'EANE DISREGARDS CIVIL RIGHTS.

Boss John Y, McKane, of Conay Island, seems to have outdone all the in-
famous acts of his fellow-members of the gang that controls Kings County.
His wanton arrest of the fourteen men whom Lawyer Gaynor sent to Graves-
end to procure copies of the lists of registered voters caps the climax of
impudent arrogance and brutal ﬂlsregsrﬁ of the rights of citizens that have
marked his career since he first becaine a ruler in the land. Fraud and cor-
ruption have admittedly controlled recent elections inGra d. McKane
knows it better than one else, and he knows that without these invalu-
able aids he would be shorn of much of his power. Lawyer Gaynor, whois
a candidate for the supreme court bench, publiclg declared his intention to

t an end, if possible, to the illegal tices, and he set about doingisina
usinesslike manner. The law and the courts were on his siae, and all that
was left for McKane was to rise superior to the law. He has done thisin
the present instance with t.e:ltpormsuccess. He may continue his deflance
until after election day, but after that there will bean accounting. Lawyer
Gaynor is a hard fighter, and at the outset he promised to land some one in
State prison. The chances seem to be in hisfavor,

Also, from the Evening Post:

NOTHING 8O SERIOUS SINCE THE WAR.
|From the Evening Post, Mugwump.]

The devel ents of the last few days must have convinced thousands of
voters that they will go to the polls to-morrow under more serfous condi-
‘tions than have characterized any other election in this State since the war,
Not only has the Democratic party put a eriminal in the field for a seat on
the bench of our hi t cours, but it 1s seeking to accomplish his election
by eriminal methods, The deflance of law and the outrages upon the pri-
wvate rights of reputable citizens which a deputy boss in Kings County 18
able both to order and to sustain day after day in the open interest of frand
at the polls, are hiwt:h must be charged upon the Democratic
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MurpHY. Thereis no escape for them, or for their party from the full re-
sponsibility for the crimes against American government which McKane is
committing.

John W. Goff was assistant district attorney, and he says in
relation to it:

TRICES OF THE WORKERS,

Ican truthfully say that nothing has occurred in this eity since my boyhood,
when I remember the s dous frauds practiced by the Tweed régime,
more barefaced than the frauds committed at the last election, In theas-
sembly district presided over, in the interest of Tammany Hall. by one of
our officials, where the population wonld rightly average about 7,000 voters,
nearly 13,000 votes were cast. There were over 4,000 votes cast illegally in
that district alone. Wholesale colonization and repeating-did it.

In some places holes were cut in walls so that workers in the adjoining
‘buildings could communicate with voters in booths and instruet them which
ballot to deposit, This isevidence which we have.

Now, if T am right that Tammany will not hesitate a single
moment when in power to retain that power by violence against
the rights of American citizenship and frauds upon the ballot,
and they have the Legislature of their State in their power and
control as they did two years ago, does the Senator from Illinois
think that it is safe to trust the elections to them and to the
laws of the State? :

Mr. President, this matter of the ballot ought to be sacred to
American citizens, It isthe foundation stone upon which this
Republic rests. If it is rotten and corrupt, the edifice will cer-
tainly fall in time, and this atltempt every now and then to cor-
rupt the ballot will come home one of ‘these days like & cyclone
or a whirlwind, bringing destruction in those States whers it is
permitted.

Mr. President, I do not agree that these election laws ought
to be repealed. I would consent perhaps cheerfully to their re-
peal were I confident that the States would do their duty. But
when I find a great State like that of Mississippi enacting into
a solemn constitution a provision that a voter must be able to
read the constitution of his State or interpret it to the satisfac-
tion of a Democratic examining committee, I dare not trustthe
Btate of Mississippi.

Mr.GRAY. Or Massachusetts?

Mr. FRYE. Massachusetts has no suchlaw.

Mr. GRAY. Ifhas.

Mr. FRYE. No State on the face of this earth ever had such
an iniquitous constitutional-provision.

Mr. GRAY. It hasamore stringent law,and I will show it
to the Senator.

Mr. FRYE. Tf has nothing more stringent than that.

Mr, GRAY. Certainly it has,

Mr. FRYE. There is no Senator on the floor of the Senate
who can perhaps interpret the Constitution of the United States
to the satisfuction of an examining committee. Senators differ
in their construction of the Constitution every time they are on
their feet discussing a constitutional question,

Mr. GRAY. I will show the Senator when he gets through
that the State of Massachuset{s has a more stringent law.

Mr. PALMER. May I sayto the Senator from Maine that
that very much resembles the constitution of Hawaii, established
by the Christian colony.

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator from Illinois will wait a short
time until the evidence which has been taken has been authorized
to be made public, I shall be very happy then to undertake to
give bim some light on the Hawalian question.

Mr. PALMER. I simplyasked as to the resemblance between
Mississippi and Hawaii.

Mr. FRYE. I think Hawaii would not suffer in the compari-

Bon.

Mr. BATE. Mr. President—

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield
to the Senator from Tennessee?

Mr. FRYE. Ido, with pleasure.

Mr.BATE. In regard to that question, I desire to call the
attention of the Senator from Maine to what Massachusetts says
in her law. Iread from Title 2, ‘' Qualifications of voters,” page
1156, Statutes of Massachusetts, 1893:

P R Rl gR SR gt A8y
monwealth in the English langnage, and write his name, ete.—

Shall have the right to vote. 3

That is all I have to say, sir.

Mr. FRYE. And if therehad been added to that constitution,
¥or if he could interpret it to the satisfaction of the committee”
the Sgﬁ.&tor would find that it had made a mighty change in its

ibilities.

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to ask
him a question?

Mr, %RYE. With pleasure.

Mr. GRAY. Does not the Senator from Mnaine see that the

vision of the constitution of Mississippi which he just quotes
gooompared with the provision of the statute of Massachusetts

just read by the Senator from Tennessee is a liberalization of the
qualifications for voters. In Massachusetts a man to vote must
be able to read the constitution in the Englishlanguage, and in
Mississippi if he can notread the constitution yetcan understand
its provisions he may vote, though he can not read.

Mr. FRYE. Oh, the Senator talks exactly as if he was in sober
earnest.

Mr, GRAY. Iam in sober carnest, and you ought to be.

Mr. FRYE. What? That the eonstitution of Mississippi is
more liberal than the constitution of Massachusetts?

Mr. GRAY, In that respect; certainly.

Mr. FRYE. More liberal to whom?

Mr. VOORHEES. Infinitely more.

Mr. GRAY. Infinitely more. If the Senator ean not under-

stand the English language himself he ought not to be able to .

vote in either State.

Mr. FRYE. The Senator would not wish to vote if he could
not understand the English language: but if I were a colored
man in the State of Mississippi and wished to put my vote into
the ballot box, and could not rsad the Constitution—this is
where the liberality comes in—all I have got to do is to inter-
pret it to the satisfaction of the Democratic officers.

Mr.GRAY. Yes. Well?

Mr. FRYE. Isthat more liberal?

Mr. GRAY. Certainly, it is. In Massachusetts there is no
hope for him; but when he can not read in Mississippi, if he can
understand he can vote,

Mr. FRYE. If he can interpret the Constitution.

Mr.GRAY, Ifis that much more liberal, at any rate.

Mr. FRYE. This is the clause of the constitution of Missis-
Slppi: >

On and after the 1st day of January, 1832, every elactor shall, in addition
to the former qualifications, be able to read any section of the constitution
of this State, or he shall be able to nnderstand the same when read to him,
and give a reasonable interpretation thereof.

Mr, HOAR. It lets in the Democrat and keeps out the Re-
publican,

Mr. FRYE. Of course, it lets in the Democrat and keeps out
the Republican. It was intended to do so,and nothing more. I
think t%e Senator from Delaware himself knows that.

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will allow me; I do not want to
interrupt him without his permission.

Mr. FRYE. Oh, certainly; I yield.

Mr. GRAY. Now comes in the question of partisanship. He
is talking now about the administration of law, concerning which,
as a matter of fact and personal knowledge, he can know noth-
ing; but I am talking about the provisions of the two eonstitu-
tions. 1 submit to the Senator and to every man within the
sound of my voice if I was not justified when I said that the pro-
vision of the Mississippi constitution, as it was read by the
Senator from Maine, is more liberal towards the voter than the
Massachusetts statute and constitution.

In Massachusetts, if he can not read the constitution jn the
English language, that is the end of it; he can not vote; ‘“‘go
your way.” No matter how good & eitizen he is, no matter how
intelligent he is, no matter if he can understand it when it is
read to him, he can not vote. But in Mississippi, if he can not
read it, yet, if he can understand it when it is read to him, he
may still vote. I ask if that is not a more liberal provision?

Mr. FRYE. If he can nof read it, if he can understand it and
give a reasonable interpretation, Democratic partisan officers
being the judge of the reasonable interpretation—

Mr. GRAY. Oh, no.

Mr, FRYE. The Senator may laugh. The Senator says I do
not know anything about the administration of the laws in Mis-
sissippi. A

Mr.pGRAY. Nos; of the constitution of Mississippi.

Mr. FRYE. Iknow a good deal more about it tﬁa.n IwishI

knew.

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to say
tha’ that clause was denounced by eminent Democrats in the
constitutional convention of Mississippi asa fraud or trick on the
voter? The majority of the peopleof thatState are colored. The
majority of the people of that State are Republicans, and in
order to prevent them from voting this plan wasdevised thatno
man should vote who could notread. Then it was said, ** Why,
that will exclude nearly 50 per cent of the white Democrats of
Mississippi whom our national statistics show ean notread;” and
therefore they put in a clause that if a man can expound the con-
stitution to the satisfaction of these officers, who are all Demo-
crats, they will let him in, and if he does not satisfy these officers,
who are all Democrats, they will keep him out.

It is as miserable a trick to exelude Republicans and let in
Democrats at the diseretion of these officers as it was said to be
by the eminent and honest Democrats in that eonstitutional con-
vention. That is the whole of it.
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Mr. GRAY. If the Senator from Maine will allow me, I have
always understood that the creed of the Senator from Massa-
chusetts embraced the article that it was always a trick when he
suspected that a Republican was to be excluded and a Democrat
voted, and that it was not a trick, no matter what device was
resorted to, when a Democrat was to be excluded and a Republi-
can voted.

Mr. HOAR. The Senator answers the statement of leading
Democrats in his accustomed fashion by a personality about me.
That is his style. .

Mr. FRYE. Iam entirely willing to yield the remainder of
my time to the Senator from Delaware and the Senator from

sachusetts. They both can occupy it to much better ad-
vantage than I. I confess when I took the floor I did it for the
purpose of asking the Senator from Illinois a pretty long ques-
tion, without the remotest idea of going any farther than that
question, and I have been led along by my own perhaps some-
what intense feeling about this matter. I shall not pursue the
discussion any farther to-night. I had desired to-morrow to
address the Senate on a subject connected with this, and prob-
ably shall take the opportunity, if I can get it, to do so.

Mr. PALMER. I ask permissionto devotea few moments’at-
tention to the Senator from Maine. I understand he complains
that the naturalization laws of the United States have been
abused for the purposes of fraud. The natural suggestion, then,
would be to amend the laws and remove the temptation and the

ibility of fraud as much as possible. The conditions he de-
scribes in New York would not be affected by the election laws.
They are simply evidence of fraud, successful fraud, and that
could not be prevented by any existing law.

As to the next proposition, does the Senator hold that be-
cause fraud existed in New York, about which I know nothing—
the Senators from New York will no doubt defend their State
as I would defend Illinois, if the imputation applied to Illinois—
does the Senator mean to intimate that because of those frauds
in New York this law ought to be extended over the whole
forty-four States of the Union? Is it not possible by legislation
to amend the naturalization laws so as to afford no opportunity
for the methods of fraud he describes? I could myself make a
suggestion that would occur to any Senator, I think, that, if the
Federal judiciary are to be trusted invariabl , the power of nat-
uralization be given to the Federal judiciary. Let it be given
to them if that would of itself protect and prevent the abuses
the Senator describes. 1f the naturalization laws had been
honestly administered, I apprehend he will concede that the
whole superstructure of fraud of which he complains would have
fallen; there would have been no foundation for it. Because
those laws were abused, therefore, must this law be wholesome
in its operation?

Mr. President, I think one of the dangers to which oursystem
is subjected is the constant practice on the part of lawmakers
to endeavor to meet extreme cases by extravagant and violent
provisions of law. The greatStateof New York isone of the most
intelligentand patriotic States of the Union. Isit true that the
institutions of that State are subverted? Is iftruethat thereare
not honest people enough in the State to see that their own laws
are properly and honestly enforced? Has corruption taken such
complete possession of the whole body of the ple that there
is no hope except by the stern interposition of Federal power?

The Senator from Maine made a remark which itstrikes me has
answered this problem. He said that the communities in which
these violations of law are permitted will ultimately suffer the
consequences that always follow such examples. Is if true that
the people of New York neglecttheirduty? Isnotthatthereason
why we are constantly expected to give despotic powers to gov-
ernments in order to compel men to do their duty? If the law-
abiding people of New York would do their duty and enforce the
laws of their own State there would ba no occasion for the exer-
eise of this despotic power, because it is despotic in its very na-
turftsi, for two private citizens may put the whole machinery in
motion.

So, the cases put by the Senator do not justily the law. I
know nothing of those cases. If he describes them accurately
they are disgraceful; they are dangerous; but is thisthe remedy
for them? Is there nota remedy in the fact that the people in-
terested will themselves interfere for their own protection?

The Senator says that there were organizations in New York
intended to protect the purity of elections, and that they were
successful. The Senator says that the people of New York 1@:
mitted this dangerous organization which he describes as -
many to get possession, and that Tammany, notorious for its
fraud, notorious for its efforts against %ood government, came
again into power. How did it happen that Tammany came into

wer again? ~ If the Senator has described Tammany truly,and
Eja class of people are so corrupt and rotiten that despotism
would be their natural and proper condition, then Tammany

came into power by the consent of the peogla of New York,and
let them bear the consequences. Illinois has not been g’uﬂﬁy of
these wrongs. Indiana, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Michigan, and all
those States have been guilty of no wrong, Why then put them
in the hands of leading strings or make it possible for any two
individuale to create a horde of officers?

Mr. President, the law under consideration lacks another ele-
ment. It lacks theelement of courage. If thoss who favorsuch
alaw themselves believe what their say, let them take the con-
trol of the election for members of Congress into the hands of
the Government itself by just and equal laws and not resort to
this miserable abortion by which two persons can set this vast
machinery in motion.

Mr. HARRIS. If there be no other Senator who wishes to
proceed with the argument on the bill this evening, I will move
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi-

ness.

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Tennessec with-
hold his motion for a moment? The Senator from Connecticut
[Mr. HAWLEY] will be in the Chamber in a few seconds.

Mr. HARRIS. Has the Senator from New Hampshire any
suggestion that he wishes to make?

Mr. HAWLEY entered the chamber.

Mr. CHANDLER (to Mr. HAWLEY).
to-night?

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senate is fo take up this measure at
%ho'clock to-morrow, as it did to-day, I should prefer to be heard

en.

Mr. HARRIS. I donotremember that the consent arrange-
ment extends to the hour at which the bill is to be taken up to-
morrow. The voting commences at 4 o'clock to-morrow.

Mr. HAWLEY. Under the presumption that the bill will be
taken up about 1 o'clock to-morrow, I myself should rather be
excused from speaking to-day.

Mr. ALLISON. I think 1t may as well be understood now
that the bill will be taken up for consideration immediately after
the coneclusion of the routine morning business to-morrow.

Mr.HARRIS. I make the reguest that the pending billshall
be proceeded with to-morrow immediately after the conclusion
of the routine business of the morning hour.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection fo the request
of the Senator from Tennessee?

Mr. CALL. Ishould be glad if the Senator from Tennesses
would modify his request so as to allow the bill reported from
the Judiciary Committee by the Senator from Mississi})pi [Mr.
GEORGE] to be placed before the Senate to-morrow morning after
the routine business. -

Mr. HARRIS. I cannotmodify myrequest in respect to that
or any other bill until this matter is disposed of.

Mr, CALL. Then I will ask unanimous consent that the bill
to which I refer may be considered immed iately after the morn-
ing business Wednesday morning.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chairwill first submit the re-
quest of the Senator from Tennessee. Is there objection to the
request of the Senator from Tennessee?

Mr. PLATT. What is the request?

Mr. HARRIS. It is that the pending bill be proceeded with
immediately after the completion of the routine business to-
morrow morning. 7

Mr. PLATT. What does my colleagus say?

Mr. HAWLEY. That suits me.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request
of the Senator from Tennessee? The Chair hears none, end it is
so ordered. The Senator from Florida will state his request.

Mr. CALL. In the absence of the Senator from Mississippl
[Mr. GEORGE], who has a bill relating to a change in the boun-
daries of the judicial districts of Florida in charge, I ask that it
be agreed that that bill shall be taken up immediately after the
routine business Wednesday morning.

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Florida
and other Senators that unanimous-consent agreements apply-
ing to days in futuro may become var& complicated &nd very
embarrassing to us. I bez to assure the Senator from Florida
that when the time comes I shall certainly not interpose any
objection to his having consideration of the bill he hes indi-
cated; but if Senators will look at our Calendar they will see
that we have now three or four unanimous-consent agreements
to consider separate measures at specific hours in futwo. It
tends to confuse the business of the Senate; and while I shall
not object in this case I give notice that I shall object hereaf-

ter.

Mr.GALLINGER. I beg leaveto suggesttothe Senator from
Florida that, at the request of the Senator from Missouri [Mr.
VEST], Wednesday, after the routine morning business, has been
set aside for the consideration of the bill providing additional
accommodations for, the Government Printing Office, a very im-

Do you want to go on
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E)rtant matter, which ought to be acted upon promptly. Noth-

E{shuuld be permitted to displace that consent.

r. CALL. I ask unanimous consent, in the absence of the
Benator from Mississippi [Mr GEORGE], that the bill I have in-
dicated may come up on Thursday morning after the morning
business.

Mr. FRYE. I wish, while the Senator from Florida is on the
floor, to ask him a question.

Mr. CALL. I shall answer it with pleasare.

Mr. FRYE. The Senator, about a week ago, when I read a
letter touching an attempt of an election officer in Florida to
prevent the voting of 276 men, the next day read a telegram
from A. H. Dalembert, declaring it to be an anonymous letter,
a fraud, a falsshood, and all that sort of thing. I wish to ask
the Senator whether he has not since received another telegram
in relation to that matter? -

Mr. CALL. I have not.

Mr. FRYE. The gentleman whose letter I then read now
writes me:

Iwas much anr%arised to see in the Morning News the extract which I
found, and as Mr. Dalembert had wired Senators CALL and PAsco, I atonce
wired them the tollowme%:

“Statements contained in the letter read by Senator FRYE in Friday's
RECORD are unqualifiedly true and can be proved by twenty witnesses."”

Did the Senator from Florida receive any such telegram?

Mr. CALL. I did not, Mr. President.

Mr, HIGGINS. In respect to the request of the Senator from
Florida [Mr, CALL] I will state that I have been in communica-
tion with parties who object to the passage of that bill. I do
not know what my course will be upon the bill when it comes
up, but I am not prepared to have it taken upnow. Iam loth
to interpose an objection, but I suggest to the Senator from
Florida that he wait until next Thursday and make his proposal
then rather than now, so long a time before the day he desires
to have set aside for the purpose.

Mr. CALL. Do I understand the Senator from Delaware to
object to my request.

r. HIGGINS. I aag thatI do not desire to object, but Isug-
ﬁeat to the Senator to delay his application until next Thurs-

ay.

r. CALL, Ishould be very glad, on account of the Senator
from Mississippi, to have the time definitely fixed. He is not
now in the Chamber. He has requested the Senator from Texas
[Mr. Coxe]|to take charge of the bill, and in his absence I shall
be glad to have it fixed for Thursday.

Mr. HARRIS. [bag leave to suggest to the Senator from
Flerida that the Senator from Mississippi being in bad health,
whenever he shall appear here and ask for the consideration of
the bill at anf hour of any day thatit is possible in the conven-
ient transaction of the business of the Senate, his appeal will
not be ignored and he can get consent for a hearing; but the
practice of going four, five, six, or eight da%s ahead and by
unanimous consentagreeing that a particular hour of a particu-
lar day shall be devoted to the consideration of a single matter,
is a dangerous, an inconvenient, and a bad practice.

I promised the Senator from Florida when I was on the floora
few moments ago that Ishould not object in this case,and I
shall not; but I give notice that upon all future occasions when
such propositions are made, looking to days and days ahead, I
shall inferpose an objection. .

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to make a statement for the con-
sideration of the Senator from Florida, if I may be permitted.

The bill to which the Senator from Florida refers has passed
the House of Representatives; it is the report of a majority of
ths Judiciary Committee, and is a bill of such nature that the
Senator may be quite sure that a majority of the Senate will see
that it gets early and proper consideration. [t is not one of
those bills liable to fail, like some unimportant private bills, be-
cause crowded out by other things. So it isa mere question of
a few days.

There is a very eminent lawyer in Massachusetts, with whom
I have been very well acquainted for thirty years, who has had
& good deal of business for clients ih Florida, who have large in-
terests there. He is very zealously in favor of the bill. He
came o see me and made the strongest statement in its favor
that I have heard from any quarter. Ireceiveda telegramfrom
him about an hour ago in which he says:

Since I saw you I have been in Florida and have got more facts in regard
to the Florida court bill. Ishall be in Washington in a few days, or some-
thing like that, and will see yon again.

When I got that telegram, supposing that the elections repeal
Lill would take ug{to—day and to-morrow, I went to the Senator
from Delaware { r. GRAY], who is considering the question
whether he shall oppose the courtbill or not, but who, Isuppose,
would incline against it, and appointed a meeting of that gentle-
wan with him. Ishould like to have that meeting take place.

I do not know what the gentleman has to report, whether it will
change my mind or the mind of the Senator from Delaware, but
I should like to have that meeting take place before the bill
comes Ef' if it can beconveniently done. I presume thatgentle-
man will be here on Tuesdsy or Wednesday. Isuggest to the
Senator, therefore, in the interest of the bill, not to press for a
dispasition of it at this time, because it is one of those bills
which, of course, will be taken up very soon. The Senate will
notdisregard the wishes of the Senators from Florida tohave the
bill come up very soon.

Mr. CALL. I accept the suggestion of the Senator from
Massachusetts, and withdraw the request.

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid-
eration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After seventeen minutes
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4
o'clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-
morrow, Tuesday, February 6, 1894, at 12 o’clock, m.

NOMINATIONS.
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 5, 1894.
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY.
John R. Walker, of Missouri, to be attorney of the United

States for the westerndistrict of Missouri, vice George A. Neal,
whose term expired January 27, 1894,
UNITED STATES MARSHAL.

Joseph O. Shelby, of Missouri, to' be marshal of the United
States for the western distriet of Missouri, vice John P. Tracey,
whose term expired February 4, 1894,

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS.

Augustus Zehring, of Ohio, to be collector of customs for the
district of Cuyahoga, in the State of Ohio, to succeed Marcus B.
Gary, resigned. 4

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS.

James P. Ascarate, of Las Cruces, N. Mex., to be receiver of
public moneys at Las Cruces, N. Mex., vice Quinby Vance, re-
signed.

Moses R. DeGroff, of Pineville, Mo., to be receiver of public
moneys at Springfield, Mo., vice Horace R. Williams, term ex-
pired.

Simpson S. Reynolds, of Grainfield, Kans., to be receiver of
public moneys at Wa Keeney, Kans., vice Hill P, Wilson, to be
removed.

Vincent L. Snelling, of Lakeview, Oregon, to be receiver of
public moneys at eview, Oregon, vice Charles U. Snider,
whose term of office expired January 24, 1894,

REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES,

John D. Bryan, of Las Cruces, N. Mex., tobe register of the land
office at LasCruces, N. Mex., vice Samuel P. McCrea, whose term
of office ex%ired February 3, 1894.

Edward B. Evans, of Des Moines, Iowa, to be register of the
land office at Des Moines, Iowa, vice Nicholas R. Kuntz, to be
removed. :

Robert M. Veatch, of Cottage Grove, Oregon, to be register
of the land office at Roseburg, Oregon, viece John H., Shups, to
be removed.

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY.

Artillery arm.

First Lieut. Luigi Lomia, Fifth Artillery, to be captain, Feb-
ruary 3, 1894, vice Zalinski, Fifth Artillery, retired from active
service.

Second Lieut. John D, Miley, Fifth Artillery, to be first lieu-
tenant, February 3, 1894, vice Lomia, Fifth Artillery, promoted.
Infantry arm.

First Lieut. Carver Howland, Fourth Infantry, to be captain,
February 3, 1894, vice Quinn, Fourth Infantry, retired from ac-
tive service.

Second Lieut. Stephen M. Hackney, Sixteenth Infantry, to be
first lieutenant, February 3, 1894, vice Howland, Fourth Infan-
try, promoted.

POSTMASTERS,

Mary M. Force, to be postmaster at Selma, in the county of
Dallas and State of Alabama, in the place of Mary M. Force,
whose commission expires February 27, 1804,

D. Shepard Shine, to be postmaster at Orlando, in the county
of an{%‘o and State of Florida, in the place of Ingram Fletcher,
resigned.

William T. Gougar, to be pos.master =t Kankakee, in the
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county of Kankakee and State of Illinois, in the place of Jay L.
Hamlin, whose commission expired January T, 1594,

Thomas D. Karnes, to be postmaster at Fairbury, in the
county of Livingston and State of Illinois, in the place of Ben-
jamin E. Robinson, resigned.

Jeremiah Foley, to be postmaster at Kendallville, in the county
of Noble and State of Tndiana, in the place of James R. Bunyan,
whose commission expired December 21, 1893.

George W. Ingerman, to be postmaster at Noblesville, in the
county of Hamilion and State of Indiana, in the place of ﬁa.than-
iel T. Royer, whose commission expired January 8, 1894.

Willis G. Neff to be postmaster at Greencastle, in the county
of Putnam and State of Indiana, in the place of James MeD.
Hays, whosa commission expired January 8, 1894,

ohn J. Curran, to be postmaster at Burlington, in the county
of Des Moines and State of Towa, in the golace of James N. Mar-
tin, whose commission expired January 20, 1894.

Walter Elder, to be postmaster at Clarion, in the county of
Wright and State of Iows, in the place of James C. Harwood,
whose commission expired January 8, 1804,

C. W. Ravlin, to be postmaster at I’.-a.porte City,in the county
of Black Hawk and State of Iowa, in the place of John Me-
Quilkin, whose commission expired January 8, 1894,

Theodore P. Worsley, to be postmaster at Nevada, in the
county of Storey and State of Iowa, lin the place of Frank D.
Thompson, whose commission expired January 8, 1894.

John Lewis, to be postmuster at Franklin, in the county of
Saint Mary and State of Louisiana, in the place of Junietta M.
Bonney, resigned.

Levi W. Wood, to be postmaster at West Gardner, in the
county of Worcester and State of Massachusstts, in the place of
Edward F. Potter, whose commission expired January 16, 1894,

William S. Askren, to be postmaster at Bolivar, in the county
of Polk and State of Missouri, in the place of Benjamin F.
Leonard, whose commission expired January 28, 1894,

Joseph B. Kimenour, to be postmaster at Belvidere, in the
county of Warren and State of New Jersey, in the place of Elias
M. Fleming, whose commission expired January 20, 1804.

Andrew J. Johnson, to be postmaster at Larimore, in the
county of Grand Forks and State of North Dakota, in the place
of A. P. Rounseville, whose commission expired January 9, 1804,

George W. Perry, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county
of Darke and State of Ohio, in the place of Isaac G. Heller,
whose commission expired December 20, 1893.

Frank S, Harding, to be postmaster at MeMinnville, in the
county of Yamhill and State of Oregon, in the 281256 of Jacob C.
Cooq;ar, whose commission expired December 20, 1893.

John M. Purdy, to be postmaster at Doylestown, in the county
of Bucks and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of James W.
Bartlett, whose commission expired ja.nusry 21, 1804,

John m. Donnelly, to be master at Vergennes, in the
county of Addison and State of Vermont, in the place of John N.
Norton, whose commission expired December 20, 1893.

Adrian W, Wisner, to be postmaster at Olympia, in the county
of Thurston and State of Washington, in the place of Val A.
Milroy, whose commission expired December 20, 1893.

James Conklin, to be postmaster at Madison, in the county of
Dane and State of Wisconsin, in the place of George E. Bryant,
whose commission expired January 27, 1894,

_ Thomas Jenkins, jr., to be postmaster at Platteville, in the
county of Grant and State of Wiscousin, in the place of Martin
P. Rindlamb, whose commission expired January 16, 1894.

WITHDRAWAL.
Ezecutive nomination withdrawn from the Senate February 5, 1894.

William H. Thompson, whose nomination was sent to the Sen-
ate on the 30th of Junuary, 1394, to be postmaster at Blue Rap-
ids, Marshall County, in the State of L 7

CONFIRMATIONS.
Ezecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 1, 1894

SURVEYOR-GENERAL.

William P. Watson, of Seattle, Wash., to be surveyor-general
of Washington.

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS.

John Y. Terry, of Seattle, Wash., to be receiver of public
moneys at Seattle, Wash.

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY,
Charles Allen Jones, of Nevada, to be attorney of the United

Btates for the district of Nevada.

REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE.

Raymond Miller, of Sheridan Lake, Colo., to be register of the
land office at Puabio, Colo. : >

POSTMASTERS.

Charles S. Ashley, to be postmaster at New Bedford, in the
county of Bristol and State of Massichusetts.

Daniel D. Sullivan, to be postmaster at Fall River, in the
county of Bristol and State of Massachusetts.

Cornelius Sullivan, to be postmaster at Riverside, in the county
of Cook and State of Illinois.

William H. Minor, to be postmaster at Streator, in the county
of Lasalle and State of Illinois.

Patrick Stuart, to be postmaster at Lasalle, in the county of
Lasalle and State of Illinois.
David P. O’ , o be
of Cook and State of Illinois.

J. W. Hinchon, to be postmaster at Algona, in the county of
Kossuth and State of Iowa. 3

F. A. Brown, to be postmaster at Storm Lake, in the county of
Buena Vista and State of lowa.

Joseph Wright, to be postmaster at Rock Falls, in the county
of Whiteside and State of Illinois.

Richard Lane, to be postmaster at Dodgeville, in the county of
Towa and State of Wisconsin.

Theodore Knapstein, to be postmaster at New London, in the
coun‘% of Waupaca and State of Wisconsin.

J. W. Randolph, to be postmaster at Estherville,in the county
of Emmet and State of Iowa.

Ezecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 5, 1894.
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS,
John J. King, of Alabama, to be collector of customs for the
district of Mobile, in the State of Alabama.
UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS.

Julius A. Taylor, of Tennessee, to be attorney of the United
States for the western district of Tennessee.

Robert U. Culberson, of Texas, to be attorney of the United
States for the western district of Texas. -

tmaster at Evanston, in the county

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
MoxpAY, February 5, 1894.

The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. Prayer by the Hon. Wir~
LIAM EVERETT.
Th:d:'fournal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and ap-
prov
FORT MIFFLIN, PA.

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the act-
ing Secretary of the Tremrg, transmitting a communication
from the Attorney-General relative to the expenses of the chief
clerk in the Department of Justice in the matter of the sale of
certain lands near Fort Mifflin, Pa.; which was referred to the
Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed.

UNITED STATES TREASURY NOTES.

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre-
tary of the Treasuéy, transmitting a communication from the late
Treasurer of the United States, reporting the facts concerning a
sealed package of United States Treasury notes received by Iie
redemption division for redemption, and asking that a bill ba
gassed for his relief; which was referred to the Committee on

laims, and ordered to be printed.

FIREPROOF WAREHOUSE AT NORFOLK NAVY-YARD.

The SPEAKERlaid before the House a letter from the Acting
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of appropria-
tions submitted by the Secretary of the Navy for a &)reproo!
storehouse at the navy-yard, Norfollk, Va.; which was referred
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

MILITIA FORCE.

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sec-
retary of War, submitting an abstract of the militia force of the
United States for the year 1803; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Militia, and ordered to be printed.

AWARD TO EXHIBITORS AT COLUMBIAN EXPOSITION.

The SPEAKER laid before the House Senate joint resolution
(8. R. 58) to provide suitable cases for medals awarded exhib-
itors at the World’s Columbian Exposition; which was referred
to the Committee on Appropriations.
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NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILWAY.

Mr. MCGANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
{‘.mn]}dint.e consideration of the resolution which I send to the

esk.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinoisasks unanimous
consent for the present consideration of a resolution; which the
Clerk will report.

The Clerk proceeded to read, as follows:

‘Whereas all persons employed in private establishments or upon public
works, when not held in actual slavery, have always had the right t0 sever
their connection with such service—

r, I will say just here that I

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr.S
do not think there are a sufficient number of members present
in the House to consider a resolution of that importance, and I
will object.

The SPEAKER. Objection is made.

PROTEST OF MASSACHUSETTS LEGISLATURE AGAINST CERTAIN
SCHEDULES IN TARIFF BILL.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
gnl-esent considerasion of the resolution which I send fo the

erk's desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

A resolution of the Massachusetts Legislature protesting against the -
eage of certain schednles in the Wilson tariff bill as destructive and fatal to
industries of Massachusetts.

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, we have but a
limited time, and I shall object to anything but the regular
order.

MILITARY PRISON AT FORT LEAVENWORTH, KANS.

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Committee
on Military Affairsbe discharged from the further consideration
of Executive Document 88, relative to the military gorimn at Fort
Leavenworth, Kans., which was referred to the Committee on
Military Affairs and which should have been referred to the
Committee on Appropriations.

The SPEAKER. at is in order after the reading of the
Journal. The Clerk will report the title.

The Clerk read as follows:

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitt an addl-
tional estimate of appro tions, submitted by the Secretary of War, for
the military prison at Fort Leavenworth, Kans.

The SPEAKER. This was erroneously referred to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs. That committee will be discharged,
and it will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations.

ORDER OF BUSINESS,

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr, Speaker. I ask unanimous consent
to dispense with the call of committees for reports, and that
gentlemen having such reports may present them at the Clerk's
desk.

There was no objection.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

The following reports were handed in at the Clerk’s desk, re-
ferred to their appropriate Calendars, and otherwise disposed of
as indicated below:

DIVISION OF KENTUCKY INTO TWO JUDICIAL DISTRICTS.

Mr. GOODNIGHT, from the Committee on the J uﬂlciar{,re-

rted back, in the nature of asubstitute for H. R. 6, the bill (H.
g? 5398) to divide Kentucky into two judicial districts, and to fix
the times and places of holding courts therein; which was read a
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union,and, with the accompanying re-
port, ordered to be printed.

House bill 6 was laid on the table.

ADVERSE REPORT.

Mr.GEISSENHAINER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs,
reported back adversely the bill (H.R.166) to provide a more
perfect organization for the United States Naval Observatory,
and for other purposes; which was laid on the table,and the ac-
companying report ordered to be printed.

BANKRUPTCY.

Mr. WOLVERTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary,
gubmitted the views of the minority on the bill (H.R.4609) to
establish a uniform system of bankruptey; which were referred
to the House Calendar, and ordered to be printed.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ted that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill
?& R. 4379) for the relief of certain settlers upon the Iowa Res-
ervation, Oklahoma Territory; when the Speaker signed the
same.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows:
To Mr. WHITING, for ten days, on account of important busi-

ness.
f-To Mr. P1coTT, for & few days, on account of sickness in his
amily.

OEDER OF BUSINESS.

I‘g‘he SPEAKER. The Clerk willreportthetitle of the special
order.

The Clerk read as follows:

Miscel Document No. expressive of the sense of the
Represelllggiovg ralativeméo Hnwﬁlan affairs, Kigume. ot

Mr, RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa
question of privilege, and in doing so I ask 1o make a statement
in reference to the RECORD. Beforethe beginning of the debate
on the tariff discussion—

Mr. BURROWS. Will not the gentleman from Tennessee
have the kindness to forego the presentation of this matter now,
as the time for debate upon this matter is limited, and so man
gentlemen desire to speak? The matter to which he a.ll:.lﬂlas\!1'1.'[‘]’~
take some little time.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have no desire to call it
up at this time, except this, on Friday, I think, the spirit if not
the letter of the rule has been violated in a publication in the
RECORD. It was repeated in the proceedings of Saturday, pub-
lished on Sunday, and in all probability more violations ap-
pear in the RECORD. I desire to call itup this morning in order
that attention may be directed toit. Itissimply the publication
in the RECORD of matter which ought not to be published in the
Recorp. I will not offer to bring it up now in deference to the
suggestion of the genfleman on the other side.
iIJMr. BURROWS. Let it be called up and considered as pend-

g

HAWAIL

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHN-
soN] desires to occupy more than an hour. Iaskunanimous con-
sent that he may be permitted to address the House for an hour
and fifteen minutes, to be charged to our side. '

There was no objection.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. If I may be permitted,d yield two
?gnutea and & half of my time to the gentleman from Massa-

usetts.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr,
MoRsE] is recognized for two minutes and a half.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, in that brief time there is one re-
mark which I did not have time to make when my time expired
and which I desire to add to my speech of Saturday evening.
For the last twenty-five years, since the days of reconstruction
began, after the closeof the war the ‘‘shibboleth ” in the South,
the political war ery that has downed all opposition, that has
downed the Republicans, the Populists, and all other parties,
and that has made the South invariably come up of late years
with a solid Democratic delegation in Congress, has been the
cry “‘ a white man's governmens.”

%ow let us hear no more about a white man’s government. On
the one side of this controversy is a dissolute colored female.
She has none, utterly none, of the glamour which attaches toroy-
alty and to persons of noble birth. Her father was a colored
barber. On the otherside,contending for the right to rule these
islands, are not only white men and women, but nearly or quite
all the virtuous and intelligent white people of the islands. And
yet, strange to tell, at the command of their master, Grover
Cleveland, his supporters in the House and in the Senate, staunch
Southern Democrats, the loudest shouters for a ““ white man's
government,” disregard all of their ancient traditions abouf
white supremacy and the white man’s government.

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I call the gentleman to order, and de-
mand that his words be taken down; those in which insulting
and impudent language is addressed to members of this side of
the House.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the language of the
gentleman complained of.

: ;.}‘he Clerk (reading from Mr. MORSE’'S manuscript) read as
ollows:

On the other side are not only white men and women, but nearly or quite
all of the virtuous and intelligent white people of the islands. And yet
strange to tell at the command of their master, the great Grover Cleveland,
the cuckoos inthe House and in the Senate, staunch Southern Democrats—

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The language to which I except is that
which speaks of members of the House and the President—

Mr. B OWS. It isfor the Chair to pass on the language.

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Isimply wanted the Chair to know the
part to which I called attention as out of order.

Mr. COGSWELL. When exception is taken to words spoken
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in debate the rules prescribe that the words be taken down, as
has becn done in this case; they do not prescribe that the ﬁ-
tleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTEWAITE] shall comment on the lan-
gusge before it has been ruled upon by the Chair.

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
CogsweLL] will permit me to 0:21{' that I was not commenting on
the language. I was merely ing attention to the words to
which I objected. I did not propose to comment on the lan-

guage.

Mr. MORSE. Inreading my manuscript I left out the word
‘i cuckoos,” which has been read by the Clerk.

The SPEAKER. The Chairdoes not think the language par-
liamentary.

Mr. BURROWS. T move thatthe gentleman from Massachu-
setts [Mr. MORSE] be permitted to explain,

The mo%on of Mr. BURROWS was agreed to.

Mr. MORSE. I will say that in reading the manuscriptI left
out the word “*cuckoos.” Idonot know whether that will make
any difference in the ruling of the Chair. I omitted that word
in the reading, because I did not wish to give any unnecessary
offense. Will that make any difference in the ruling?

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that any gentle-
man on the floor of the House has the right to speak of members
of the House and Senate as being controlled by ** their master,”
the President. He does not thinkthat language parliamentary.

Mr. MORSE. Well, I will recall so much as is unparlia-
mentary. I bow with entire respect to the ruling of the Chair.
I withdraw the words, ‘‘at the command of their master,” to
which the Speaker objects.

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. How will the language read
now?

Mr. MORSE. Itreads now—

Mr, WHEELER of Alabama. I do not think this is a matter
for the gentleman to state. Let the Clerk read it.

Mr, MORSE. Then the Clerk will have to have my manu-
seript. .

Tne SPEAKER. The House accorded the gentleman from
Massachusetts the right to explain. :

Mr. BURROWS. Iunderstandthat the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts withdraws the words which the Speaker regarded as
unparliamentary. Do I understand that the gentleman does so?
[addrassh% Mr. MORSE.]

Mr. MORSE. I do,sir.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Massachu-
setts [Mr. MORSE] has expired. The gentleman from Indiana
[Mr. JoENSON] has the floor.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, the second of the
two resolutions reported to this House by the Committee on
Foreign Affairs in connection with this Hawaiian matter (which
resolutions are now before this body for discussion and consid-
eration) reassertsthe Monroe doctrine and the traditional Ameri-
can policy against the intervention of European powers in Ameri-
can waters. With respectto this policy there is, [imagine, sub-
stantial agreement among men of all shades of political opinion
in this country. The resolutionalsodeclares thatit is inexpedi-
ent for the United States either to annex the Sandwich Islands
or to establish a protectorate over them. Upon this subi'ect
there is ample room for a wide and honest difference of opinion.
Some of the greatest statesmen and wisest diplomats that the
country hasever produced havefavored the annexationof Hawaii.

The last Republican President took this view of the matter,
and sent to the Senate a treaty of annexation which, however,
was somewhat tentative in its terms. The present Executive on
coming into power, took ‘the opposite view of the question, and
withdrew this treaty from the consideration of the Senate. The
subject is now largely a matter of ancient history. I was not
surgrised the other day, however, to hear the distinguished
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs [Mr. MCCREARY
of Kentucky] in the course of his speech in this body argue the

uestion of annexation at considerable length, and I observe
ctlimt all the gentlemen on the Democratic side of the Chamber
who have spoken on the pending resolutions have sought, like
the member named, to distract the attention of the House and the
country from the burning question of the hour, which is the con-
duct of Mr. Cleveland in Hawaiian affairs, by discussing the
subject of annexation and by attempting to fasten odium %on a
United States minister who represented the Republic at Hono-
lulu nearly a year ago.

Mr. Speaker, I am not to be diverted from debating the real,
the genuine matter at issue by any such side-barefforts as these.
The guestion before this House and before the country which
will not **down” at the bidding of any gentleman is this, Has or
hasnotthe present Administration conducted itself wron yin
its relations with the Sandwich Islands? But, Mr. Speaker, the
feature in this resolution to which I particularly desire to at-
tract the attention of the House is the following language, which

I will read and which I respectfully submit is somewhat re-
markable in ifs phraseolozy: '

Resol That we hear appr t nciple annou
Presld:;f' of tha United Bt»h;lymll? agvi.:bgf‘!e?:n&ﬁ wi&l’; the domzsci?cml:g
of an independent nation is contrary to the spirit of American institu-
tions; and it is further the senseof this House # * # that the people of
that country sbould have ahsolute freedom and independence in pursuing
their own line of policy.

Mr. Speaker, this is the most exquisite piece of satire that I
ever saw in my life. It certainly compares favorably with the
best things that Junius or Swifteverpenned. Asa specimen of
ridicule, it is well calculated to excite the envy of a Voltaire.
For bitter and cutting sarcasm there isno document extant that
equals it, unless it be the reply of President Dole to the inso-
lent demand of the American minister for the capitulation of
the Provisional Government. The adroitness with which the
Committee on Foreign Affairs have, through the mediuin of this
language, inserted the knife under the Executive ribs, and smil-
ingly twisted it, will, I imagine, neither be lost upon the iTouse
nor upon thecountry. Isay ‘‘smilingly twisted it,” for there is
not a member on this floor who does not know that the committes
could not possibly have been in a serious mood when it formu-
lated and reported this happily worded resolution. It notonly
damns the Executive with faint praise, but it even reproaches
him with great subtlety for his hypoerisy in this Hawaiiin mat-
ter, for while it ostentatiously approves of the principle which ke
announced, it cautiously abstains from approving the acts which
he committed against the friendly Provisional Government of the
Sandwich Islands. -

There is no one, sir, so dull but that he can readily parceive
that in the reprobation of interference in the domestic affairs of
anindependent nation contained in this resolution adirectblow
is aimed at Mr. Cleveland for his unwarrantable effoi't to over-
throw the Provisional Government and establish a discredited
and dishonored monarchyin its place.

Mr. Speaker, I imagine that the Chief Executive will be per-
fectly delighted when he comes to examine into the ingenious
phraseclogy in which this resolution is couched. Ihavenodoubt
that his heart will be filled with pride and with gratitude to-
ward the Committee on Foreign Affairs for this ringing, defi-
ant, and une%ui?ocal vindication of his Hawaiian policy.

I am not able to say, sir, who is the author of this peculiar res-
olution., It may ba that it emanated from the serene smiling
and self-satisfied gentleman who is chairman of the Commit-
tee on Foreign Affairs. I do not assert this to be {rue.” I only
stats it of course as a matter of remote conjecture; but, whoever
wrote it, it can safely be aflirmed of him that he is a born dip-
lomat. He is evidently a gentleman, sir, who understood well
how to use the English language, and who has not hesitated to
make the most of his opportunity; when the Provisional Govern-
ment gives Minister Willis his passports in return for the diplo-
maecy which he has recently been practicing with a sledge ham-
mer in the Sandwich Islands, passports which he hascartainly
earned and richly deserves, I shall take the liberty of submitting
to the Executive, Republican though I be,the name of the au-
thor of this resolution as a person in all respacts well qualified to
succeed him in that delicate and important trust.

Whether the person from whom this resolution proceeded was a
howling free silverite, who had besen waiting to get even with
the President for his interference in thelegislation of the special
session.or whether it camefrom some Democrat whofelt that he
had not been sufficiently remembered in the distribution of the
loaves and fishes which have been doled out with regularity
from the White Housa immediately after the casting of votes
in Congress upon important public measures, [ know not, neither
do I care. It is sufficient, sir, for me to know that the author
has done his work well, and that henceforth he canrest serenely
proud and happy in the consciousness that at least the honors
batween the Executive and himself are pretty evenly divided.
[Applause on the Republican side.]

Mr. Speaker, it is hardly necessary for me tosay to this Houss
that I am not a prophet. There is but one prophet upon this
floor, and that is the distinguished gentleman from New York
[Mr. COCKRAN], who took two hours at a midnight session of
the Democratic national convention at Chicago in 1892 to pre-
dict that if Grover Cleveland was nominated he would not be
e{ec‘oiad President of the United States at the ensuing general
election.

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, my attention
has just been called to something the gentleman said with re-
gard to the authorship of the resolutions,

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I certainly made some remarks
upon that subject.

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Will the gentleman state to
whom he refers?

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I distinetly stated to the House
that I did not know who was th= author, and I proceeded to treat
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the authorship as a matter of conjecture; but I hesitated not to
inform the House that I thought the gentleman who wrote the
resoiution was a man who understood the English language very
wefl. and who had made the most of his opportunity in the use
of it.

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky again arose.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, The gentleman will please re-
member that my time is running and is limited.

Mr. REED. [ donot think the gentleman’s time need be lim-
ited. We have plenty of time.

Mr. MCCREAE{Y of Kentucky. I donotknow, Mr. Speaker,
just in what line the gentleman is arguing, but—

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Well, Mr. Speaker, if the gen-
tleman has not done me the courtesy to listen to my remarks
he must not blame me if I deny him the courtesy of occupying
a portion of my limited time. Resuming my remarks at the
Egmt. where I was interrupted, Mr. Speaker, I will state, for the

nefit of the members of this House who may not be very well
acquainted with my genealogy, that I am not even the son of a
grophet.. I make no pretense to prophetic wisdom. Indeed,sir,

lay no claim to wisdom of any character whatsoever. But I
nevertheless think that I know something of the temperament
and characteristies of my countrymen, and I believe I hazard
nothing in predicting here and now that when the jntense feel-
ing of shame and indignation which this Hawaiian policy of the
President has awakened in all sections of the country and
among men of all shades of political opinion has subsided the
American sense of humor can confidently be relied upon to assert
itself in the premises.

When the newspapers have written this policy up, or rather
down; when Puck and The Judge and all the other funny pa-
pers have exhausted themselves upon it; when the politicians
and the statesmen have talked about it to their hearts’ content
and the people have worn it threadbare in the corridors of the
metropolitan hotels and in the cross-road stores in the rural dis-
tricts, some American Gilbert and Sullivan, with a genius for
music and a well-developed sense of the ludicrous will certainly
arise and embalm this whole miserable fiasco in opera bouife.
El..&ughter and applause.] And why not, Mr. Speaker? The

heme is surely a very inviting one, and I submit to the House,
and particularly to the Democratic side of the House, that there
is no sphere within the entire range of human attainments in
which the subject can be treated with such intense propriety as
inside the realm of comic opera.

Why not, sir? I ask again. Mr. Speaker, we have had the
charming little operas of Billee Taylor and Pinafore, we have
been amused and entertained by the music of Olivette and the
Mascotte, and our ears have been ravished by the delightful
strains and the sparkling humor of Iolanthe and the Mikado.
Each of these compositions has in its turn held a high place in
the pog:uiar favor, but all of them have now becoms stale and
unprofitable. Why not pander, then, to the public taste for
novelty by superseding all of these old favorites with a brand new
and strikingly original composition to be known and designated
by the somewhat euphonious fitle of Liliuvokalani? [Laughter
and applause.] I am satisfied, sir, that an opera like this will
prove to be a howling and tremendous suceess. I think we will

'soon be able to say of it, as was said of one of the thrusts that Ham-
let gave to Laertes, in their bout at swords, that it ‘‘is a hif, a
palpable hit.” [Laughter.] I doubtnot that itwill shed imper-
ishable renown upon its composers, turn out to be a profitable in-
vestment for its managers, and prove an inexhaustible source of
hilarious entertainment tothe great playgoing and mirth-loving
American public. It will be one of those operas too, sir, whic
will admit of frequent repetition. It can doubtless be run with
success for a great number of consecutivenights, and the stereo-
typed sign, “*standing room only,” will unquestionably be hung
outon the nightsof the performance long before the time arrives
for the ringing up of the curtain.

Our handsome society beaux, with their hair divided on party
lines and their faultless bodies arrayed in swallow-tail coats,
and our sweet society belles, in décolleté dresses, God bless
them! will erowd into the proscenium boxes to witness the per-
formance. Lovely American women, with enormously ampli-
fied head gear, will condescend to sit in the front rows of the
auditorium and give themselves completely over to the enjoyment
of the play in unselfish disregard of the fact that that portion of
the audience seated in their immediate rear is wholly unable to
obtain even a momentary glimpse of the stage. [Laughter.]
Noble American men, with the stale odor of cigarettes on their
clothing and the faintest possible suspicion of cloves on their
breath, will rise promptly at the end of each act and glide noise-
lessly down the aisles so as not to disturb the rest of the audi-
ence, and disagpear in the cold night air *‘ to seeaman” in con-
formity with the time-honored American custom in such cases
made and provided. [Laughter.] And the demigods of the

gallery, those irrepressible and disoriminating critics of the
play, will crowd into their airy perches at 15 cents per capita,
and applaud the performance, just as the people in these galler-
ies applauded the performance of the modest and unassuming
statesman from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN] one evening during the
course of the tariff debate, after his nocturnal appearance had
been advertised from the chair just at the close of the afternoon
sossion of the House in response fo an exceedingly parliamen-
tary inguiry made by my friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]|

and made, too, I have nodoubt,against the expressed wishes a.nd
over the angry protests of the breezy statesman from the great
Northwest. ughter and applause.]

When the curtain rises upon the first act of this new opera of
ours, Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt that it will disclose a scene in
the far-away Sandwich Isles. It will probably be a representn-
tion of the dusky queen seated in semibarbaric splendor upon her
throne, her head decorated with huge ostrich feathersand her
nose and ears adorned with great brass rings in the act of pro-
mulgating a new constitution for the enlargement of theliberty
of her subjects and the promotion of Christianity and eivilization
throughout her realms. [Laughter.] I fear that owing to the
limited area of the stages of our opera houses, especially in the
rural distriets, it will impossible to give an accurate repre-
tation of the landing of that enormous army of marines whith
shot the life out of the royal dynasty of Hawaii on that eventful
January day, but it is believed that, with a proper amount of
red light and aliberal supply of Chinese firecrackers, it may be
possible to give some adequate portrayal of that terrible scene
of bloodshed and slaughter which ushered the Provisional Gov-
ernment into existence. [Great laughter.]

G atlemen on this floor, Mr. Speaker, who are habilu/s of the
theators and the opera houses of this city, but who condescend
incidentally and at odd hours to figure as Representatives in this
Ch{'.mbergaughterj will bear me out in the statement that all
opera is divided mainly into solos and choruses. At particular
stages of the performance certain actors who possess both the
courage and the voice mustadvance unattended to the footlights
and there, without any assistance from the rest of the company,
warble their lays alone. Now, how would it do, Mr. Speaker, to
have in this comic opera of ours a character, to be designated as -
“My Commissioner,” come forward to the footlights, arrayed in
a wide sombrero hat, and bearing a great white sheet of parch-
ment under hisarm, embellished with an enormous red seal,and
wound about with half a dozen bolts of red tape,and warble in a
jubilant strain, and through the medium of a strong tenor voice
a solo commencing, ‘I am the Lord High Paramount.” [Great
langhter.] Mr, Speaker, if it be necessary, in order to round
out to ifs perfect proportions this little opera that we should
have something in the spectacular line, the praiseworthy inei-
dent of the hauling down of the American flag will amply answer
our purpose. There have been times, Mr. Speaker, in the his-
tory of this Republic when the hauling down of this flag was
attended with some little degree of danger and expense, and
the general concensus of opinion among patriotic Americans has
always been that it was rather a disreputable thing to do.

I submit, however, that in the light of recent events the ex-
periment can now be performed without any very great amount
of personal hazard, and that, at least in certain high places,
the act does not seem at present to be regarded as involving
any very great degree of moral turpitude. By all means, sir,
let us give the incident of the lowering of the country’s flag,
an incident so flattering to the national vanity, a conspicuous
place in this comic opera of ours. It will tend to ennoble our
youth, to inculeate in them exalted sentiments of paftriotism,
and to inspire them with a high sense of the obligation which
they owe to their country. It will certainly have a direct ten-
dency to arouse the adult portion of the audience to a perfect
frenzy of patriotic emotion and enthusiasm,

Mr. Speaker, it might not be a bad idea, too, for the manager
of the play to arrangze for the display to the audience from some
conspicuous place on the stage, in altero relievo letters, just
as th> national ensign comes down, that memorable utterance
of a great Democratic official, which once so roused the patri-
otic sentiment of the country, *“If anyone attempts to haul down
the American flag shoot him on the spot.” ~

I think, sir, that at this stage of the performance an encore
can confidently be expected from the now thoroughly delighted
audience, and just imagine, if you can, Mr. Speaker, what a
motley and incongruous crowd it will eall tothe footlights. Be-
hold, if you Elease, the impersonator of that sovereignty which

resides at the White House over the destinies of 70,000,000 of
ree and prosperous people, coming before the curtain to re-
spond to this encore, leading by the hand the delineator of the
dusky Queen of the Sandwich Islands, bowing right and left in
grateful if not graceful acknowledgment of the applause, and
followed by the other leading lights of the company, ircluding
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the impersonator of the recent political convert from my own
fair State, who seems to have descended from Republicanism and
the bench to Democ and a seat in the Cabinet just in time
to contribute a strong flavor of ularity to the Hawaiian pol-
ioﬁf his distinguished chief. ?:)u%hber and applause.]

. Speaker, it will be conceded, I think, on this floor that
any opera having for its theme the policy of Mr. Cleveland in
Hawalian affairs, which fails to contain at least an incidental
reference to this House, can not, in the very nature of things,
be a complete success. '

Our musical composition ought, therefore, to contain a repre-
sentation of that Damon and Pythian like friendship, that im-

icit and generous confidence which has subsisted between the

hief Executive and this body from the very inception of his
Hawaiian policy down to the moment when, in an outburst of
kindéiv emotion, and doubtless from the sincere conviction that
the House was amply able to attend to it without his aid, he im-
-E:ﬂsively dumped the whole of the rubbish inio the legislative

p- There mightalso with propriety, Mr. S er, be a repre-
sentation of this body engaged in debate on the Hawaiian ques-
tion, in which representation there might be presented the spec-
tacle of & bellicose gentleman importunatelf' vociferating from
behind a fierce white moustache for recognition upon a question
of high privilege, only to be knocked into his seat in the sover-
eign name of parliamentarylaw byanother bellicose gentleman,
standing on an elevated platform, and manipulating a trigglzum-
mer with the resolute air of a man determined at whatever hazard
to greserva decorum, and to maintain the constitutional rights
and prerogatives of this House. [Laughterand applause on the
Republican side. ]

Mr. Speaker, the closing scene in this opera, however much it
may be lacking in other essential particulars, will at least com-
mend itself to the audience on account of its strict fidelity to
historie truth, It will, therefore, of necessity portray the sig-
nal triumph of Mr. Cleveland’s Hawaiian policyin the humiliat-
ing and unconditional surrender of the Provisional Government,
and the complete restoration to her throne ol themild-mannered
Queen, whose heart hath ever been, and I doubt not will ever
continue to be, the abiding place of all that is gentle and forgiv-
ing in her sex.

And now, Mr, Speaker, let us ring down the curtain on this

ra of ours. Letus dismiss the audience and, Kasaing- from

e arena of humor into the arenaof disputation, where the sub-
ject in hand can be treated with that seriousness which its im-
?orta.nce demands, let us see if we can place the responsibility

or this miserable Hawaiian policy where it rightly belongs.

Sir, as the Representative in this Chamber of an intelligent
and patriotic constituency, [ charge that this Administration has
sought to invest ifs official p in the Hawaiian matter with
secrecy and mystery: that it has attempted to cloak its official
acts from the scrutiny of its countrymen: that it hasendeavored
to deceive the people of the two countries most concerned, and
has been prevented from carrying out thisobject in the one coun-
ht:ionly by the vigilance of the press and the Feople, and in the
other by the admitted diplomatic superiority of theleader of the
Provisional Government, who has all along held the scheming
American minister in the hollow of his hand, and has forced him
to drop to the low level ol a pettifogging lawyer in his official cor-
respondence, because he was nnable either to deny or to justify
the well-founded charges of diplomatic bad faith which were pre-
ferred against him.

I charge that this Administration, having been elected as the
servant of the people, has in this matter sought to set itself up
as their master; that it has shown iwself of all of the
arrogance of Louis XIV without having any of the virtues of
that renowned monarch; that it has defied the press, treated the

ple with eontemft., and ignored the legislative branch of the
E:rernment which it was its duty to consult.

I charge upon this Administration that without the consent
and advice of the American Senate, and hence in plain violation
of the spirit and letter of the Constitution, it sent a person
whom it has been pleased to style ‘' my commissioner,” but upon
whom were conferred powers equivalentto those ofan ambassa-
dor, to agovernment whose head it saluted as ** my great and good
friend,” with instructions to frame against this Government an
indictment which is false in faet, and which no amount of per-
sistent and mendacious reiteration can ever make true.

I charge upon this Administration that it sent its minis-
ter to grovel at the feet of a bloodthirsty q{;ﬁn, a queen who,
according to the statement of this very minister, surrounded
herself in her retirement with the worst and most vicious ele-
ment of her Empire for her advisers, and to tender to her its
sympathetic regrets that she had becen deposed from her throne
bf a class of her subjects who, according also to the testimony
of this very minister, comprise the most intelligent, the most
progressive, and the most enlightened of all the citizens of her

m‘

I charge upon this Administration that it sent this minister
to a friendly government—a de facio and existing government—
with words of amity upon his lips, but with secret instructions
to immediately conspire for its overthrow and destruction, and
that this minister did actually so conspire, thus doing the very
thing whichit falsely charged had beendone against a Hawaiian
Government by the representative of a preceding Administra-
tion, and to put into the saddle a government which, if this min-
ister is to be beliaved, would no soonerhave been seated until it
would have attempted to ride roughshod over the very consti-
tution for the infraction of which it was originally hurled from
power.

I charge upon this Administration that it committed a wrong
and a crime when it sent its representative to a friendly gov-
ernment to insultingly demand that it surrender to a barbarous
Queen—a demand, sir, the only effect of which was to call forth
from President Dole an answer so firm, conclusive, and patriotic
that it touched a responsive chord in the breast of every Amer-
ican citizen, and evoked an applause which never died away
until it had traversed the entire civilized globe.

But, Mr. 8 er, Icharge this Administration, in conelusion
of this branch of the subject, with the commission of anactfar
more rag;ehansible than any which I have yet named. Tcharge
it with carelessly and negligently, if not wantonly, put
in jeopardy the lives of men in whose veins coursed American
blood. The Administration, sir, had ample opportunity toknow
something of ‘the erafty, unserupulous, and bloodthirsty nature
of this Queen; it had plenty of time to observe her and to
study her. It had seenher plotting and intriguing tooverthrow
the constitution of 1887, which she had sworn to support. It
had seen her yield in this endeavor only when she found that

rsistence would eall forth a storm whfch she would be power-

ess to resist. It had seen her, when amnesty was insisted upon
as the condition of her restoration, reject the condition and with
ull the fury of a savage beast demand the blood of her rebellious
subjects. It hadseen herdayafter dayand night after nightper-
sist in this demand for the period of an entire month, resisting
alike a;;?en]a that were made to her humanity and theadvice of her
most valued counsellors. It had seen her whirl suddenly around
when she found that the price of her persistence would be the loss
of her throne,and immediately retract her demand—not because
she had honestlyand in good faith abandoned her purpose, but
simply as a ruse, and that she might postpone the time for the
accomplishment of her design until a more favorable opportu-
nity for carrying it out should arrive.

Mr. Speaker, nobody has ever accused this Administration of
showing any sense or judgment in connection with this Hawaiian
matter, but it cught to have known, and it doubtless did know,
that this apparent change of heart on the part of the Queen was
insincere, that her mind was the seat of malevolence and re-
venge, and that her word could not be relied upon. It ought to
have known that, once restored to her throneand with the mem-
bersof the Provisional Government completely in her power, the
Ameriean vessels would nosooner have steamed out of Honolulu
Bay until she would have pounced upon her victims as a cor-
morant pounces ugon its helpless prey, and would have hurried
them with fiendish impatience to the block, there to inflict upon
themapunishmentas terrible as that administered by the Chinese
executioner; as horribleas thatinflicted by the bloody guillotine
of the French Revolution. Mr. Speaker, an opportune time for
the Administration to have called a haltinits Hawaiian Eﬁllic was
at the very moment this Queen first demanded blood. e ﬁlun-
ders previously committed by it might then have been forgiven if
not forFot.ten ‘Z the American people. This was the fitting op-

rtunity to take counsel of those whom it had all alon, ignoreg

ere was the place for it to inquire whether after all its views
were not ‘“so extreme as to require further instructions,” in-
structions from its own conscience, if it possessed a conscience
in this matter, and, if not, then of Congress and the people of
the United States. And yet, with fullknowledge of this Queen's
treacherous character, the Administration still persisted in en-
deavoring to restore her to power and thus put these men of
American birth at her mercy.

Sir, I congratulate the President of the United States on the
failure of his policy, a failure for which he was in no wise re-
sponsible, and for which the American people will certainly ac-
quit him of all blame; for I affirm here and now, and I weigh
my words well when I say it, and speak without being carried
away by the impetuousity of debate, thathad he succeeded in his
plan, and had this Queen, on being restored by him to her throne,
taken the lives of any of these men the patient American peo-
ple would have arisen in their might and demanded his punish-
ment under the Constitution and thelaws, and the world, for the .,
first time in its history, would have witnessed the spectacle of
an American President successfully impeached. Sir, it was for
aggressions not wholly dissimilar to those which the President
has committed at every step of his Hawalian policy, that one
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English monarch was brought o the block and another driven a
trembling fugitive from the land over which he had previously
reigned supreme.

. Speaier, the first of the two resolutions reported by the
Committee on Foreign Affairs to the House is in the following
language: :

Regolved, Pirst, that it is the sense of this House that the action of the
United States minister in employing United Statesnaval forces, and in ille-
11y alding in overthro o the constitutional Government of the Hawailan
Eismcls inJanuary, 1863, and insetting up in its place a Provisional Govern-
ment, not repub in form and Mposition to the will of the majority
of the ple, was contrary to the itions of our Republic and the spirit
of our Constitution, and should be and is condemned.

Sir, the allegations contained in this resolution are not true.
They have been contradicted by the great preponderance of the
evidence. They have been denied by the press of the nation,
including muny leading papers of Democratic faith, and are not
believed by the people. Many members upon the Democratic
side of this Chamber do not believe that the American minister
instigated the overthrow of the Hawaiian Queen and aided in
the establishment of the Provisional Government. When the
special session of Congress was convened last summer, there were
many of our friends on the other side of this House who made
the air of Washington vocal with their declamations that they
would never, never, never vote to repeal the purchasing clause
of the Sherman act. They assigned as one reason for this
resolution that with that clause wiped from the statute book,

.no legislation friendly to silver could ever be obtained while
Mr. Cleveland was in the White House. But, Mr. Speaker,
when the time arrived to vote upon the repeal of this pro-
vision, a sudden change came o'er the ripirit of their dreams,
and these gentlemen cast their votes in the affirmative. 1
am watching now with some curiosity, sir, to see whether or
not history is to repeat itself in this Hawaiian matter. Iam
anxious to see whether in this affair, as in the other, there are
to be some miraculous conversions—conversions as sudden and
unaxpected as thut of Saul of Tarsus. If so, it will simply be an-
other striking exemplification of the overpowering personality
of the inmate of the White House, and of the utter incapacity
of the Democratic members of this body to resist his influence,
even when their consciences tell them that he is wrong.

Mr, Speaker, I firmly believe that these charges against Min-
ister Stevens are false. They are very largely de nt for
their supFort upon the report of James H. Blount. That report
is prejudiced and ex parte. Much of its evidence is given in re-
sponse to the leading questions of an adroit lawyer, There was
no opportunity for a cross-examination of the witnesses,and the
men whom it assailed were given no chance to testify in their
own defense. Itis the presentationof a grand jury, and not the
verdict of a petit jury, rendered after each side has been heard,
in the evidence and by counsel, and after an impartial charge
by an able judge.

It has been contradicted by a great mass of witnesses. by
Minister Stevens, by the member of the Provisional Government,

numberless residents of Hawalii, including teachers and mis-
sionaries, by the officers of the American Navy, by tourists,and
by a great preponderance of the evidence now being given be-
fore the Senate committee of investization, as this evidence
leaks out to us. It has been urged by the gentleman from Ken-
tucky [Mr. MCCREARY] and the gentleman from Maryland [Mr,
RAYNER], as proof of Mr. Stevens'scomplicity in the Hawaiian
revolution that the latter, in his letter of March 8, 1892, to Mr.
Blaine,then Secretary of State, predicted thata revolution would
some day break ot against the Queen, and these genflemen have
uoted from thislefter in such a way as to leave the impression
at he therein asked permission to aid such revolution. Sir,
it is nof at all surprising thatthe American minister foresaw that
arevolution wasinevitablein Hawaii. Outbreakshad frequently
occurred there before. Anyone familiar with the forces at
lay in the islands could easily have made the same prediction.
his prediction proved no guilty participation on Mr. Stevens's
part. Butthe very document the gentleman quotesin parttocon-
vict the American ministeris,when the whole is quoted, strongly
in his favor, for it shows that he wasasking for instructions as to
his right to restore tha Queen in the eventof her dethronement,
and not for instructions which would permit him to aid in her
ov?rflhrow. I quote the omitted parts of this letter, which are
as follows:

UNITED STATES LEGATION, Honoluly, March 8, 1892.

Sir: In view of possible contingencles in these islands, [ ask for the in-
structions of the Department of State on the following, viz:
If the Government here should be surprised and overturned by an orderly
and ul revolutionary movement, largely of native Hawalians and a
nal or republican government organized and proclaimed, would the
nited States ter and naval commander here be justified in respond-
ing afrmatively to the call of the members of the removed Government to
mumthommgom or replace them in
buildings? Or should the United States
fine themselves exclusively to the preservation of

protection of American citizens, and the prevention of anarchy? Should a
revolutionary Miten:g: of the character indicated be made, there are strong
reasons to presume thatitwould begin with the seizure of the police station,
wjth its ;arms and ammunition, and this accomplished, the al Palace
and the Government br , COnt the cabinet offices and archives,
would very soon becapt , the latter bullding being sitnated about one-
third of a mile from the station. In such contingencies would it be
justifiable to use tha United States forces here to restore the Government
bulldings tothe possession of the displaced officials? Ordinarily in like cir-
cumstances the rnle seems to be to limit the landing and movement of the
United States force in foreign watersand dominion exclusively to the protac-
tion of the United States legation. and of the lives and property of Ameri~
cancitizens. But as the relations of the United States to Hawail are excep-
tional, and in former years the United States officials here took somewhat
exceptional action in circumstances of disorder, I desire to know how far
tha present minister and naval commander may deviate from established
international rules and precedents in the contingencies indicated in the first
part of this dispatch.

But it is said, Mr. Speaker, that the American minister was
in favor of the annexation of Hawaii to the United States, and
that he addressed a letter to Mr. Blaine, our Secretary of State,
November 20,1892, upon this subject. This is undoubtedly true.
Mr. Gregg, the American minister to Hawaii, entertained simi-
lar views in 1854 and wrote a letter of a similar character to
Mr. Marcy, at that time Sacretary of State.

But, sir, this falls far short of establishing the fact that Mr,
Stevens aided in the revolution which put the Provisional Gov-
ernment in power. You msy sesrch this letter of his in vain for
any intimation thathe desired annexation in any other way than
by the free consent of the royal government then prevaiﬁng in

e Sandwich Islands. Again, it is asserted that our minister
promised the revolutionists that he would recognize them when
they had succeeded and established their authority.

Again, the evidence claimed to be ecriminative is really excul-
patory in itscharacter. Mark you theaccusation, Mr. Speaker;
it is that there was promised recognition afier the new govern-
ment should be established, not before it was established. The
condition precedent to recognition required by the principles of
international law was exacted by the American minister. He
simply declared to the insurgents the law of nations. If, in

oint of fact, he ever made this promise, it was simply as if he

ad read to them from the pages of Vattel or Wheaton. It is
also complained that the marines of the United States were
landed at Hawaii, and this is the great complaint that is made and
is also the evidence which is claimed to be the most conclusive
that Mr. Stevens aided in thedethronementof the Queen. These
froops, sir, were landed at the request of American citizens,
It is said that the insurgents requested it, and thatthey made
this request in writing and declared therein that they were in-
eapable of protecting themselves. But, sir, I care not if this be.
true. The reason they assigned is wholly immaterial. The vi-
tal question is, what was the motive of the American minister
in asking that the marines be sent ashore, and what was his pur-
pose in landing them?

He declares that he did this act solely for the protection of
the lives and property of American citizens in Honolulu. His
written request fo'the commander of the Boston that the ma-
rines belanded stated that the landing was asked for this purpose.
The order of Capt. Wiltse, of the Boston, for the embarkation of
the troops, directed to Lieut. Swinburn, so declared. The troops
were admonished before they left the ship to remain neutral
when they reached the shore. Theysaluted the royal standard
as they marched up the sfreets of the city. Part of them wers
leftat the American embassy, part at the American legation, and
tha remainder of them marched to the suburbs, where they failed
to get quarters,and were then marched back fo Arion Hall, whers
they remained concealed during the progress of the revolution,
much more concealed than had been the case with other troops
landed for the protection of American lives and property on the
occasion of previous disturbances in the island.

The evidence is conclusive, sir, that these United States ma-
rines took no part whatever in the exciting events that trans-
pired around them. They were nof presentfor any improper pur-
pose. They were only there in conformity to the law of nations,
which gave toour citizens and their property in Hawaii the right
to protectioninsuch turbulent timesagainstany possible violence
which mightresult from the internal dissensions of the country.
‘WhenDamon, one of the personsin sympathy with the revolution,
asked the lieutenant in command of the marines whether they
would beused for the protection of the revolutionists, the answer,
sir, was promptly returned by that officer, ‘* Wiltse's orders are
thatIremainpassive.” Iknow ithasbeen claimed,Mr, Speaker,
that Commodore Skerrett, of the United States Navy, said that
the marines were well located if it was the design to menace
the royal government, but poorly stationed if it was the pur-
pose to protect American property; but, sir, it is shown that
Arion Hg.ll, where they were posted, was the only available
place that could be secured for the troops, and besides, that
point is quite centrally located with respect tothe various Amer-
lcan properties to be defended. Mr. Stevens, Mr. Speaker, was
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absent when the Hawalian revolution commenced. When he
returned to Honolulu he found that the Queen had prorogued the
legislature and had attempted to promulgate the new constitu-
tion; that the committee of publicsafety had been organized; that
part of the Queen’s cabinet had conspired with the insurgents,
and that the revolution was in full blast. He has been blamed
because he requested the landing of the troops before the hostil-
ities had actually commenced, and after the Queen's government
had assured him that it was able to protect American lives and
property. Sir, reflect for a moment upon the delicacy and diffi-
culty of the situation as it appeared to the eyes of our minister.
He was to be the judge of the proper timne for the landing of the
troops and of the ability of the Queen to defend the lives and
rty of our people.

If he had delayed action until ﬂght.ing actually commenced,
this very delay might have defeated the object he had in view,
the defense of the rights of our countrymen. Had the Queen’'s
Government failed to keep its promise, as it doubtless would
have done, since it was impotent to defeat the insurgents, much
less to protect neutral lifs and property, the result would have
been disastrous. Minister Stavens would have been held to a
strict accountability by our Government,and had anyiking hap-
pened to American interests by his failure to act with prompt-
ness, he would have been recalled in shame and disgrace from
his station. It is probably true, Mr. Speaker, as claimed by the

entlemen on the other side of this debate, that no other nation
sides our own landed marines on this occasion; but it is also
true, sir, that there were no troops of any other nation at Ha-
waii, except Japanese, and that the interests of our Government
there were immeasurably greater and more exposed than the in-
terests of that nation, or, in fact, of any other nation on the
g.obz. Another charge, sir,against Mr. Stevens is that certain
of theinsurgents waited upon him and asked thathe defer landing
the American troops—a force, by the way, of about 150 men—
and that he replied that he would not consent to any delay, but
roposed toland atonce. It will beobserved,sir,thatthe Amer-
c.nminister did not cotr:ﬂly with the wishes of the revolutionists
inthismatter. Mr, Speaker,does this tend toshow aconspira};y
between Mr. Stevens and those insurgents? Iimaginenot. He
seems to have ignored the request of the Queen not to Lave the
troops 1inded at all, and of the revolutionists to delay the land-
ing for a time. This would seem to indicate that he was acting
not in the interest of either of these parties, notto pleaseeither
of them, but solely upon his own judgment and with an eye
single to the protection of American interests. The quickness
of the recognition is urged, sir, as being suspicious, but when it
was made the insurgents had an armed force at their backs, pos-
session of about allof the Government buildings, except possibly
the police station, for the surrender of which negotiations were
then pending, and it was apparent that the Queen was power-
less to resist, and that the revolution was a success. The royal
Government had received recognition up to the moment that its
overthrow was apparent, and then the Government which had
dethroned the Queen was recognized.

It wasimportantto the and tranquility of the islands that
some government should be acknowledged, assoon asitappeared
that it was in power. On the day following the recognition by
Mr. Stevens recognition of the new government was made by
the official representative of every nation which had a legation
at Honolulu. Mr. Speaker, it is certainly a remarkable thing
if the American mirister aided in the overthrow of the Queen,
and annexation of Hawaii to the United States was at once
known there to be in contemplation, that not a single foreign
government ever raised its voice in protest. Sir, nosucha pro-
test has ever been made.

But weare told, Mr. Speaker, that the Queen surrendered in
writing to the insurgents, and that in this writing she declared
that she gave way because of the menace of the United States min-
ister and marines; we are alsotold that she wasadvised to adopt
this course by Mr. Damon, who sympathized with the insur-

ents, and was a memberof the advisory board of the Provisional

overnment when it was organized, and that President Dole of
that Government received this written abdication without pro-
test.

From all this itis assumed thatthe American minister and ma-
rinesactually did aid in the Queen’sdeposition, Mr.Speaker, the
evidence shows that before the interview at which the Queen
signed this paper, duly authorized persons from the revolution-
tionists had given her the ultimatum of the insurgents, and that
Damon was not one of those authorized toact. Atthisinterview
the Queen was surrounded by such of her cabinet as had re-
mained loyal to her. Anything that Damon may have said was
simply the utterance of a bystander. Thefact is that this wily

and cunning Queen, probably by the advice of her counselors,
adopted this form of surrender ss one containing some possibil-
itv of her restoration to the throne by American hands or of

ner procuring indemnity in American money. IfPresidentDole
ever received it, his failure to protest against the truth of this
staterrent was not tohave been expected. The surrender of the
Queen was what he desired. A speedy end of the whole matter
wag in his mind.

A bloodless revolution, as well as a successful one, was the ob-
;ect.. Quibbling with the Queen as to the ground she assigned

or her capitulation would have been the height of folly. It

would have led to delay. His silence under such circumstances
can not well be tortured into an admission that those grounds
were well assigned.

Mr. Speaker, another thing which exculpates Mr. Stevens:
Immediately upon his recognition of the visional Govern-
ment it addressed him a note, asking that he join the United
forces to its own, and that the United States officers take charge
of the forces thus consolidated and direct them for the preser-
vation of the public order.

This the American minister declined to do. Some days after
this, after the commissioners of Hawaii had departed for the
United States tonegotiate, if possible, a treaty of annexation with
our Government,at the requesto! the Provisional Government,
then in complete control of everything and amply able to m:intain
itself, he hoisted the American flag over the Government build-
ing and aided in the preservation of order, leaving the Provi-
sional Government, however, to direct and control the affairs of
the island,and acting only in subordination thereto. It isnot nec-
essary for me inconclusion, Mr, Speaker, to sayanything in re-
ply to the charge that the members of the Provisional éover:m
ment hurried to the United States soon after their triumph to
negotiate with us a treaty of annexation. Their motive in re-
volting, and their promptness in urging such a treaty, are beside
the guestion. Mr. Stevens was not responsible for their mo-
tives or conduct in this matter. It does not follow thatheaided
in their revolution, because theiall along desired to become a
part of our great Republic, and that soon after having obtained
supreme control they sought to carry their cherished purpose
into execution.

Mr. Speaker, I, for one, willnot hold it against them thatthese
men, many of whom were of American %Iood, sought to link
their destiny to our own, and under the shadow of our starry
fiag to participate in the blessings which are secured and guar-
anteedgﬁ the Federal Constitution.

But, . Speaker, assuming for the sake of argument that
the American minister instigated the overthrow of the Queen’s
Government, what were the rights and powers of the Harrison
Administration in the premises? It clearly possessed the right
to disavow the minister’s acts and to recall him, and to refuse to
receive or submit to the Senate the treaty of annexation which
was sent to it. All of these things could have been performed
with proFriet.y, and could have been done under the Constitu-
tion and laws of this land, and without engaging in any extra-
territorial venture.

But, sir, I seriously doubt the propriety, I seriously doubt the
right of President Harrison to have reached the strong arm of
national authority down into Hawaii to interfere in the internal
affairs of that couniry by overthrowing the Provisional Govern-
ment, and restoring the Queen to the throne. To do this would
have required the execution of an extraterritorial act, and
would had to have been performed over the protest of at least a
large and powerful portion of the citizens of that country. But
whether I am right or wrong in this proposition, there can be
no question but that Grover Cleveland, when he came into
power, possessed no such right of intervention. Why?

The ﬂT.te:;i;ion presented to him under the principles of inter-
national law related not to the circumstances of this Govern-
ment’s birth, nor to the rightfulness or wrongfulness of its
origin, but solely to the fact of its existznce, and to whether it
had shown itself powerful enough to maintain its authority in
Hawaii. Nor was the length of time this Government had been
in existence conclusive. If it had been a de faclo government for
a week, or a month, it was as much entitled to respect, as much
entitled to exemption from foreign intervention in its affairs as
though it had been in existence for countlessages. Neither was
the size of the Government material. Though sparse in popula-
tion, weak in material resources, destitute of a navy, and pos-
sessed of only a diminutive army, if it was, nevertheless, able to
stand alone in its internal affairs our nation had no more right
to interfere with it than if its population was as denss as China
its material resources as great as our own, its navy as powerfuf
as England’s, and its army as strong as that which waged the
Napoleonic war. Now, sir, as to the actdal status of this Pro-
viﬁ’gional Government when Mr. Cleveland was inducted into
office.

It had then passed beyond the arena of experiment and had
become anaccomplished fact. It was a de faclo government, with
a president and lour officers administering its various departe
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ments under the constitution of 1887, which it had adopted, and
with an advisory council to aid these officers in the ma.ue.ge-
ment of public affairs. Its process was running uninterruptedly
to every part of the island. It was in possession of all of the

ublic buildingsand archives. The entire police force was under
its control, and it possessed a body of armed and disciplined
men strong enough to maintain it. Mr. Cleveland found the
government powerful and supreme, with its foot upon the throat
of the deposed Queen. He found that it had been recognized by
nearly every civilized nation, that it had its representative at
thiscapital, and that we had ouraccredited representative there,
and that even a treaty of annexation with it was pending before
the United States Senate.

Mr. Speaker, such had been the statusof the Provisional Gov-
ernment for nearly two months at the time Mr. Cleveland was
inaugurated. That Government had maintained this status for
eight months when Blount made his report, and for an entire
year when Willis demanded its capitulation.

What, sir, were the rights and powers of the present Execu-
tive with respect to this Government? He could recall the
American minister and send one of his own political faith to suc-
ceed him. He could withdraw, as he actually did withdraw, the
treaty of annexation pending before the Senate. He could send
his agent down there, without the consent of the Senate, to col-
lect evidence for his guidance in determining whether or nothe
would resubmit this treaty, providing he did not attempt to con-
fer upon such agent extraordinary powers. Buf, Mr. Speaker,
right here the rights and powers of this Administration ended.
It had no right to review the Hawaiian policy of the preceding
Administration, nor to interfere for the restoration of the de-
posed Queen.

The foreign policy of the nation was an entirety. For Mr.
Cleveland to review and reverse it was simﬂg to make that
golicy a plece of vacillation, irresolution, and imbecility, and to

ring upon us the contempt of the diplomatic world. Why,
sir, the folly of Mr. Cleveland’s action in the Hawaiian affair is
tl?pa.rent when one stops to consider where it would lead. Mr.

arrison had recognized the existing government and claimed
that it was rightfully established. If Mr. Cleveland could take
the contrary view and reach the arm of Federal authority down
to those islands and change the government back to its former
status, what is to prevent the Vice-President, in the event he
should become President by Mr. Cleveland’s death, and should
entertain the same views as Mr. Harrison held, from putting
the Provisional Government back in power again? Then sup-
pose a new President to be elected in 1896, who believes with
Mr. Cleveland in the rights of the monarchy, may this Presi-
dent Interposze in Hawaii's internal affairs and once more place
the Queen back upon the throne?

But tell me, Mr. Speaker, why Mr. Cleveland should seek a
pretext to attack this young Government, whose aspirations are
all for a republie, and to interfere in behalf of a monarchy? The
Sandwich lsla.mis, sir, have unfortunately been for years the
theaterof frequent contentionsand revolutions. Socialorderhas
been unknown there; political stability has beenan alien. Time
and again the forces of foreign nations have been called in to
protect the lives and the property of their citizens. It is not
surprising, sir, that such a condition of affairs existed. Indeed
it would be surprising if such a condition had not been present.
Side by side on those islands were two civilizations, a higher and
a lower civilization. On the side of the higher civilization were
ranged the intelligence, the progress, the thrift, the aspirations
for enlarged liberty and for the realization of a great destiny for
Hawadi. On the other side was ranged the monarchy, with its
narrow, contracted view of human ri%hta, with its semibarba-
rous faca turned toward the past, unwilling to greet the dawning
sun which was the precursor of the country’s full and glorious
day. From the very nature of things these two civilizations
couid not exist together forever. One was to survive and the
other would have to perish.

Soon the crisis was precipitated; the revolution came; it was
a bloodless one, but it was a revolution nevertheless, and the
victors were as much entitled to the benefits of their triumph as
though they had mounted into power over the lifeless body of ev-
ery adherent of the Queen. The efforts of the Queen to violate
the constitution she had sworn to support, to thrust upon the pro-
gressive element of her pzople a constitution that they loathed,
was the immediate cause of the revolution. These people ral-
lied; a committee of public safety was organized, a large public
meeting was held, the action of the committee of salety was in-
dorsed: Some of the Queen’s cabinet conspired against her; she
sought at the last moment to withdraw her action, butthe revo-
lution had started and it could not be turned backward. The
insurgents seized upon the Queen, they compelled her abdica-
ticn: they reived upon thearchivesand the palace of the Govern-
ment; they obtained contrel of the police force, and they organ-

ized adetermined littlearmy. Theyestablished themselves,asI
said before, in the rf-ood graces and in the good opinion of the
civilized world, and secured recognition on every hand.

And now for a long year they have demonstrated their capac-
ity to maintain themselves against all forms of internal aggres-
sion. Why, then, in the name of God, should the President of
this free Republic; whose pride it is thatit hasalways lenta help-
ing hand to aspirations for liberty in all quartersof the globe,
have seen fit, in disregard of the wishes of the great mass of his
countrymen, irrespective of party, to attempt to frown down
this higher civilization and interfere in behalf of a despised and
rejected monarchy?

r. Speaker, the Constitution of the United States, which con-
tainsadivision of the Governmentinto departmentsand a system
of checks and balances, designed b{ our fathers for the perpetu-
ation of our liberty, provides that all ambassadors and ministers
to foreign countries shall be appointed by the President by and
with the advice and consent of the Senate. I do not deny that
President Cleveland had the right to send James H. Blount to
Hawaii if he had not invested him with unconstitutional au-
thority; but I do deny that he had the right to confer uponhim
the privileges and immunities which belong to ambassadors of
the United States, and to send him there without such advice
and consent. To be sure, Mr. Blount was styled a commissioner;
but this determined nothingb. The authority with which he was
invested, and not the name by which he was designated, was the
criterion for ascertaining his character and status. Tried by
this rule, what man on this floor can say that James H. Blount
was not practically and in effect a minister and ambassador to
Hawaii from the American Government? That he was not con-
firmed by the Senate is universally known and admitted.

A single glance at his commission and letter of instruction
reveals the extraordinary character of the powersgivenhimand
makes evident that they were those of an ambassador. I read
from these instructions:

To enable you to fulfill this charge, your authority in all matters touch-
ing the relations of this Government to the existing or other governments
of the islands and the protection of our citizens therein is paramount, and
in you alone, acting in cotperation with the commander of the naval forces,
is vested full discretion power to determine when such forces shall be
landed or withdrawn.

You are, however, authorized to avail yourself of such aid and informa-
tion as you may desire from the present minister of the United Statesat
Honolulu, Mr. John L. Stevens, who will continue until further notice to
perform the usual functions attaching to his office, not inconsistent with
the powers intrusted to you.

Here, sir, is contained in the instructions issued by the Sec-
retary of State the statement that Blount’s authority was to be
paramount in all matters touching the relations of our Govern-
ment with the existing or other governments of the islands.
The United States minister already there was to remain, but
was reduced in his power to the gosition of a mere clerk, every-
thing being subordinated to the discretion and superior author-
ity of this so-called commissioner. Why, Mr. Speaker, this is
not all. A like instruction was sent to the United States min-
ister. He was to ba subordinated to Mr. Blount in all of these
matters. A similar instruction was also sent to Capt. Wiltse,
the commander of the Boston, and the Navy of the United States
was put under the command and control of Blount. The Gov-
ernment of these islands, the Provisional Government, was also
addressed by the Secre of State and informed that this al-
leged commissioner’s authority was paramount in all matters
affecting our relations with the Government of the Hawaiian
Islands. The power to preserve peace and order and to protect
the lives and property of American citizens was conferred upon
him. There was given to him theauthority, and thatauthority
was subsequently exercised by him, to order the United States
flag to be removed from the buildings of the Provisional Gov-
ernment.

The authority was conferred upon him, and that authority was
also subsequently exercised by him to order the withdrawal of
our marines and their embarkation on the United States vessel
that was in the harbor of Honolulu. Sir, if these powers are
not such as balong to ministers and ambassadors, then I should
like to be informed what the powers of ministers and ambassa-
dors really are. The precedents which have been cited in this
deba‘e in support of the action of the President in the appoint-
ment of Mr. Blount will not bear investigation. They are in-
stances where ministers already confirmed by the Senate have
been sent on temporary missions from their posts to neighboring
governments, or where agents have been sent abroad by Amer-
ican Presidents upon missions without having extraordinary au-
thority conferred upon them, or where gentlemen were sent
without the consent of the Senate for the negotiation of treaties,
but the freaties so negotiated were subsequently submitted for
their confirmation to the Senate of the United States. None of
these cases meet the case of Mr. James H. Blount.

Mr. Speaker, it has been suggested in certain quarters thaf
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inssmuch as his Hawaiian policy has miserably failed and he
has encountered only chagrin and mortificationin its attemgted
execution, the Execntive has suffered punishment enough in
the affair and that the whole subject should, therefore, now be
allowed to.drop. 8ir,thisisa remarkable proposition. For one,
I can not give to it myconsent. It is not, as 1 have said before,
the President alone, but the President acting by and with the
advice and consent of the Senate, who can appoint ministers and
ambassadors. This constitutional provision is plain and sym-
metrical. Itshould bepreserved in practice,or all will fall into
confusion. The action of the President should not be permitted
to go unchallenged,and thereby ripen into a precedent to invite
future aggressions. If the President can send a minister to Ha-
waii withoutconfirmation by the Senate, he cando the same thing
with respect to any other foreign power. It isthe solemn duty
of Congress to resent these invasionsof its constitutional domain,
to the end that the constitutional lines of demarkation may be
retained and our peculiar form of government preserved, and I
earnestly hope that the National Legislature will do this in lan-
guage which is plain and unmistakable.

Mr. Speaker, the President of the United States had prejudged
this whole Hawaiian question when he came into power. He
had decided then that it should be made to appear that Minister
Stovens had aided in the Queen's deposition; it was his purpose
then to reistablish her on the throne by menace, or,if necessary,
by force. It was his fixed purpose then to discredit President
Harrison's Administration in the premises. This treaty of an-
nexation was doomed from the very moment he first heard of its
existence. In this resolution, sir, he was ably seconded by his
Secretary of State, who had no disposition to stand by th=s repu-
tation of that Administration whose official head hud defeated
him for the Presidential nomination at the Republican conven-
tion of 1€88, and who had made it impossible for him everio be-
come a candidate for President on the Republican ticketlong be-
fore he ever cast his lot with the Democratic party. [Applausa
on the Republican side.] The annexation treaty was hurriedly
recalled rom the Bensate, by way of removing the first impedi-
ment whkich lay in the pathway to the accomplishment of these
designs  Mr, Speaker, I have said that force was contemplated.
‘What, sir, do I mean by force? Let me illustrite.

If a man at the lone hour of midnight, when the world is
wrapped in slumber, approaches me from behind and strikes me
aviolent blow on the head, from the effects of which I fallinsen-
sible at his fest, and then rifles my pocket and leaves me un-
conscious and helpless, this is force in the strongest sense, force
in its most positive exemplication: but if a man approaches me

broad daylight and in a great center of population, where the
sound of my voice could summon me assistance, and without the
least violence, either actual or attempted. upon my person, ex-
torts from me my purse by the threat of bringing against me
some false and disgraceful aceusation, this also is force,

Force is that which interferes with a man’s volition. Itis
duress. It is coercion, It is whatever compels an individual to
.do that which in its absence he would not do of his own mind.
Tried by this definition of force, who is there on this floor with
hardihood enough to deny that Mr, Cleveland intended toemploy
it in Hawalian affairs? But, nevertheless, he knew something,
gir, of thesentiment of the Americanpeople. The (Queen had sent
her emissaries here to make us believe that the Provisional Gov-
ernment had been established by the aid of our minister. But
Mr. Cleveland knew that the overwhelming weight of credible
evidence wus the other way.

The official correspondence of Minister Stevens, the official
letter addressed by BSecretary Foster to the President, the let-
ter addressed by the President of the United States to the Sen-
ate when he transmitted to it for consideration the treaty of an-
nexation, were all to the contrary; and Mr. Cleveland recog-
nized the absolute necessity of securing some kind of evidence
whereby the public sentiment of the country might be reversed
and which would justify him in any aggressions he mightsee fit
toresortto in Hawaiian affairs. hthere, sir,isto be found the
explanation of Mr. Blount's mission to Honolulu. The Adminis-
tration resolved upon doing three things: first, that it would re-
establish the Queen by menace, and, if necessary, by force; sec-
ond, that it would conceal its purpose from the American people,
for fear they would interpose to prevent its execution; third,
that it would, through the medium of James H. Blount, secure
ex parie and tial evidence to be used as a pretext for its ac-
tion and in defense of its aggressions.

If Mr. Blount was not sent to the Sandwich Tslands for the
i)“)urpose named, will some gentleman be kind enough to tell me

r what purpose he was sent there? Was he sent there for the
Furpose of m?dugavidanca which would enable the President to

orm an enlightened judgment as to whether or not he would re-
submit the treaty of annexationto the Senate? Why, sir, youcan
not recall asingle utterance the Executive hasever made, youcan

not point to a single line in any instrument he has ever written,
which supports any such a theory as this. You may look care-
fully through all this vast and voluminous correspondence on
Hawaiian affairs, and not one syllable will you find which can

ossibly be tortured into any such a construction. AsI said a

it ago, this treaty of annexation was doomed the very instant
Myr. Cleveland heard of it. He never intended to resubmit it.
Why, sir, in the very letter of instructions given by the Secre-
tary of State to James H. Blount when he started upon his Ha-
waiian mission T find the following language: 2

The withdrawal from the Senate of the recently signed treaty of annexa-
tion for reéxamination by the President leaves its subject-matter in abey-
ance; and youare not charged with any duty in respect thereto.

Here, Mr. Speaker, is a plain and direct admission by the Sec-
retary of State that thers was no connection whatever between
James H. Blount’s trip to Honolulu and the resubmission of the
annexation freaty to the United States Senate.

Was Mr. Blount sent to Hawaii to collect and fransmit to the
Executive evidenee which would enable him to give judgment as
an arbifrator in a controversy pending between the Queen and
the Provisional Government?

1f so, will some gentleman kindly inform me when and where
the Provisional Government ever appointed Mr. Cleveland an
arbitrator? Was the appointment verbal or written? When
and where'did Dole and his associates ever have an opportunity
to submit evidence under the arbitration, or even tocross-exam-
ine any witnesses who testified against them before Blount?
What, pray, were the terms of the submission, and what guaran-
ties were ever %ivan that the parties would abide by the decision
when rendered?

Mr. Speaker, [ am aware of the fact that the Secretary of State,
in his instructions to Mr. Willis, used the following language:

You will then advise the president of the Provisional Government and its
ministers of the Presilent’s dstermination of ths question which their ac-
tion and that of the Queen devolved upon him.

But I am also aware that when President Dole ealled attention
to this unwarrantible assumption of the Secretary, and indig-
nantly denied that arbitration had ever been thought of, the
Secretary, speaking for Mr. Cleveland, hastened, in his subse-
quent correspondence with Mr. Willis, to concede thatno power
of arbitration had ever been conferred upon him., Then, Mr.
Blount was not sent down to Hawaii for this purpose. Well, was
the Blount mission simply undertaken for the eollection of ma-
terial from which the historian of the future might be able to
draw when he came 1o record in enduring form an accurate ac-

countof the Hawaiian revolution of 1893? Was James H. Blount's

report to be a mere contribution tohistorical literature?

Sir, I imagine not. Once more. Did not the President of the
United States know, as well as he knew he lived, that after the
Provisional Government had firmly established itself in power,
had bzen recognized by all the leading nations of the globe, and
had the Queen oomuiﬂetely at its merciy, asimple request upon
his part that it should surrender up itslife and restore the mon-
archy, and which request the Provisional Government should
understand it was at perfect liberty either to grant or refuse,
without any dread of menace or force from the Executive in case
of rafusal, would be laughed to scorn?

Can it be possible that the President went to all the trouble
and ex;}:lense of getting Mr. Blount’s report simply in order that
he might predicate upon itso meaninglessathing asa mere good-
natured request for a capitulation which he certainly knew
would be declined? Did he intend to do so foolish a thing, a
thing that he knew would be wholly nugatory? Did he wantto
make himself the laughingstock of the entire civilized world?
‘Was he longing to see his pet diplomatic venture leftsuspended
inmidairlikethecoffinof Mohammed? No, Mr.Speakee, Grover _
Cleveland did not intend to enact a comedy. He meant busi-
ness. He intended to put Liliuokalani back upon her throne by
menace and by foree, and he desired the partial and er parte evi-
denca collected by James H. Blount that he might utilize it in
the vindication of such a poliey.

‘Who can read the letter of Mr. Gresham, given to the publio
after Congress had adjourned its special sassion, after the fall
elections been had, and see his stitement that Mr. Blount
had shown beyond gquestion that Stevens had overthrown the
Queen’s government; who can read the further statement that
nothing but the putting of the Queen back upon her throne would
satisfy the ends of jusiice, without perceiving at a glance what
was in the mind of the Administration, without coming to the
conclusion at once that menace and foree were to be employed?
Who can read the message of President Claveland, sent to this
Congress when it convened, in which he reaffirmed the senti-
ments of Mr. Gresham's letter,in which be declared thata wrong
had been done by us in Hawaii which should be undone by us, and
that we should restore as far as practicable the status existing
there at the time of our forcible intervention, and not recognize
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the fact that ceercion was intended by him in the accomplish-
ment of his purpose? Why, sir, look just for one minute at the
instructions which were given by the Becretary of State to Mr.
Willis:

‘Having secured—

He says—

's agresm pursm umans policy, which it is
gla?iavad you will spgznd‘ut? obunn? Itgiln ;ﬁe m?;:.&a%m tht?l%ix:gunve of the
Provisional Government and his ministers of the President's determination
of thequestion which their act and that of the Queen devolve upon him. and
that they are to prodm relinguish to her her consiitutional au-
thority. Bhould the 8 topursue the liberal course snggesied,
or should the Pro nal Government refuse to abide the President's de-
eigion, you will report the facts and await further instructions.

Willis was to advise the Provisional Government ‘‘of the
President's determination of the guestion” and ** that they are
expected to promptly relinquish to herher constitutional author-
ity.? Sir, if these are not words both of assumption and men-
ace, then | have studied the English language in vain. And
why should Willis, in the event the Provisional Government
refused to yield to this demand, * await further instructions?”
If no coercion was contemplated, why not have instructed the
American minister to repor{ the refusal if the Provisional Gov-
ernment refused his demand,and to pursue the matter no further,
as the Presidentdid notcontemplate resorting to measures which
were of an extreme character? What was the need of Mr. Wil-
lis awaiting * further instructions”? Look now, if you please,
Mr. Speuker, at the language actually employed by the United
Btates minister in making hisde that the Provisional Gov-
ernmentshould surrender. After addressing President Dole and
his associates in the exact lan e of his instructions, which
I have just guoted, he proceeds as follows:

And now, Mr. President, and gentlemen of the Provisional Government,
with a deep and solemn sense of the gravity of the situation, and with the
earnest hope that your answer wiil be inspired by that high patriotism
‘which overcomes all self-interest, in the name and by the a of the
TUnited States of Ameriea. I submis to you the question: Are you o
&abide by the decision of the President?

‘Was ever menace 8o thrown into the form of an interrogatory
as here? Why this expression of ** a deep and solemn sense of
the gravity of the situation”? Was there “ gravity of the situa-
tion ” present to the Provisional Government, then thoroughly
establ in power and capable of crushing any internal dis-
furbance svhich might arise, if it wers free to exercise its own
volition with respect to this demand and inno dangerof pressure
from outside in the event of its refusal to yiold? And why wis
this demand made “in the name and by the anthority of ths
United States,” if not to convey the impression that the great
American people were arrayed against the provisional officers
and thus coerce them intosubmission? Mr.Speaker, this whole
infamous conspiracyis us plainas day. The American minister,
acting by the advice of the Executive, knew when he made this
demand that he confronted men who were conscious of Blount’s
unfavorable report; who were familiar with the contents of the
unfriendly Gresham letter to Cleveland, and of the hostile mes-
sage of the latter to Congress; who were informed of hisown se-
cret interviews with the Queen, and of his intriguing against
them, although duly accredited to them; who knew that thers
rode in the harbor a vessal of the United States whose marines
could be commanded in an instant for theirdestruction. Seeing
them thus environed with circumstances of perplexity and dis-
couragement, this representative of Mr. Cleveland sought to
still further impair the freedom of their will and awe them into
submission by the emlployment of the menacing language which
I have just quoted. It was expected that under such surround-
ings the men thus assailed would surrender; but they were egqual
to the emergency and stood their ground. The delay of the
Queen to accept Mr. Cleveland's terms and the publicity the
affair was gaining in this country saved them. At any time be-
fore public sentiment in the United States had been roused, this
refusal to yield, sir, would have been followed up by an exhibi-
tion of force by Mr. Willis that would have compelled the abdi-
cation of the Provisional Government.

Mr. Speaker, it has been said in thedebate that Minister Wil-
lis is a reputable person. Possibly so, but he has been acting
an exceedingly unfortunate part in this Hawaiian affair. He
‘has been eonspiring against the Government to which he was ac-
credited, which received him with cordiality, and which he sa-
luted with professions of amity. 1can pronounce noseverer strict-
ure upon him than by reading an extract from Vattel's Law of
Nations, which the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. MCCREARY]
introduced into the debate the other day, doubtless without
stopping to reflect upon the use to which if could beapplied. Its
relevancy, however, to this discussion will, I am quite ¢confident,
now be quite manifest. The extract is as follows:

As to what concerns the prince towhom he is sent, the ambassador should
ber that his ministry is a ministry of pesce, and that it is on that

'ooting only he is received. This reason forbids him in any mach-
Anations; let him serve his master without injuring the pr. who receives

him. It is a base to take advan of the inviolability of the
ambassad

orial character, for the of pl in security the ruin of
those who respect that charucter, of laying snares forthem. of ¢landest
injnring them, of embroiling and ruining their affairs. What would be in-
famous and abominable in a private guest, shall that be allowable and be-
coming in the representative of a sovereign?

Ah, but say gentlemen on the other side, the President in-
structed Willis to say to the Queen il she asked whether after
her restoration he would maintain her on her throne, that he
counld notemploy force without the consentof Congress. Again,
they tell us that in his message sent fo this Congress atthe com-
mencement of the present session the Executive used this lan-
guage: ‘““With a view of accomplishing this result,” meaning
the restoration of the monarchy, ‘* Within the constitutional lim-
its of executive power, and recognizing all our obligations and
responsibilities growing out of any changed conditions brought
about by our unjusfifiable interference,our present minister at
Honolulu has received appropriate instructions to that end.”
Mr. Speaker, in the first place the House will carefully note
that this instruection to W to tell the Queen that force could
be employed to maintain her after she was restored only by she
consent of Congress, never was imparted to the Provisional
Government. It was not intended tobe communicated to it. I#
was the Presidential plan to leave it under the impression that
force wasto beemployed. Itwill be observed in the second place
that neither these instructions to the American minister or the
message to Congress were ever promulgated until very lats in
the day—until long after the indignant American people had
called a halt to the policy of the Executive, and until that policy
had miserably failed in execution and was breaking into frag-
ments about Mr. Cleveland's head. It is well enough for the
President now to protest that he never intended to use menace
or foree; it is well enough at this late day for his apologetic and
hailf-bearted supporters upon this floor to join him in this vir-
tuous protestation. g

Sir, when [ observe all of this ostentatious denial, T am forci-
bly reminded of a scene inShakespeare’s i:;:ﬁ tragedy ol Ham-
let—the scene in which Hamlet lies with his head in Ophelia’s
lap, and scrutinizes intently the countenance of his mother while
the playersare enacting the tragedy of his father's death. You
will remember, Mr. Speaker, that at a certain point in their per-
formance the play queen makes o the play king the most pro-
fuso and extravagant professions of affectionafe loyalty, and that
at this juncture Hamiat interrogates his mother as to her opin-
ion of the play,and elicits from her the answer, “ The lady doth
protzst too much, methinks.” [Laughter and applause.| And
80, sir, when I hear these tardy but vecifarous disclaimers of
intended menace and coercion, I can not refrain from turnin
towards the distinguished oceupantof the Exe-utive Mansion an
withaslight paraphrase upon the language of the queen, saluting
him with the exclamation, **The Fresident doth protest too
much, methinks!” [Laughter and applause.]

Sir,even if the President did not contemplate menace orforee
in Hawaii, still he had no right to send an Ameriean minister
to the Provisional Government with instructions to meddle in
any manner in its internal affairs. What right had Mr. Willis
even to advise with the deposed Queen or to encouragre her to
expect restoration? Did he not know that this would disturb
the ordarly conduct of affairs by ths existing government, that
it would have a tendeney to excite public anxiety and distrust?
Had Mr. Cleveland forgotten the recall at our own request of
the British minister for advising one of his countrymen by let~
ter just before a recent Presidential election to cast hisinfluence
for a certain political E;rtly?

Mr. Speaker, if Mr. Willis had attempted such conduct as this
with any first-class power it would have given him his
ports in less than twenty-four hours; it would have driven him
from its domain in disgrace. Our relations with that power
would have been strained by the incident and war might have
baen one of the results,

I denounce on this floor the arrant cowardice of this Adminis-
tration,which, because Hawaii was a weakand feeble state, sought
to do in its internal affairs that which it never would dare to do
with any leading nation of the globe. |Loud apéﬂa.use.]

The Constitution of the United States, Mr. Speaker, confers
upon Congress the power to declare war. This is not simply the
E‘ower to make a clerical entry—to record an existing condition.

he power to declare war is much broader than this. It in-
volves the idea of volition and determination. It must be con- -
strued to mean that Congress may determine what shall be a
cause of war. But if the Chief Executive is to intervene in the
internal affairs of other governments through instructed minis-
ters without the consent of Congress, and thus precipitate war
whether Congress desires hostilities or not, of what avail is this
constitutional provision? The conduct of Mr. Cleveland in this
affuir of Hawail is nothing less than a violation of the letter and
spirit of the Federal Constitution, and an unwarrantable inva-~
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sion of the prerogative of the legislative branch of the Govern-
ment. Congress should promptly rebuke it. The lines of con-
stitutional demarkation must be preserved. The act of the
President should not be permitted to stand as a precedent for
future aggressions. If the Chief Executive can do this thing to
Hawaii he can do it to any other power, a power for instance
which is courageous enough and strong enough to resent the act
and lead us into circumstances of embarrassment and danger.

Mr, Speaker, I have charged that the Administration intended
and practiced secrecy in dealing with the Hawaiian affair. Now
for the proofs—for that Representative who has the hardihood
to stand upon this floor and make a charge against the Execu-
tive which he cannotsustain by evidence is unworthy of the con-
fidence of his colleagues, or of the support of the constituency
which honors him with a seat in this Chamber.

‘Why was not the name of James H. Blount submitted to the
Senate for confirmation? Was it because the powers conferred
upon him were not of such a character as to require the consent
of the Senate? No,itwas because the President desired to keep
the true natureof his missionconcealed. If thatnominationhad
been sent to the Senate it would have awakened inquiry. The
questions would have been asked: Whatis the purpose in send-
ing Mr. Blount to Hawaii? What is the nature of the instrue-
tions given him? Have we not already a minister at the Sand-
wich Islands? Inquiry would have begotien answer and answer
would have begotten debate, the press would have gotten hold
of the matter, and the policy of tga Administration would thus
have been strangled in its very inception.

Here was the first step in the policy of concealment. What
was the next step? This Congress assembled in special session
in the early part of last August. Mr. Blount had been for
months in ]':{awa.ii engaged mti:sa.ccomplishmentof hismission,

et not a single word on this subject did the President of the
nited States utter in his me to Congress.

That session of Congress lasted for three long months. Dur-
ing this time the mission of James H. Blount to Hawail was
completed,and his report wasin the possession of the Executive;
but still the silence was unbroken upon this matter which so
deeply concerned the ri%ht.a of the American Congressand of the
American people. The lipsof the man in the White House were
sealed as tight as the lips of theunimpassioned Sphinx which
looks out with immobile countenance upon the dreary waste and
awful solitude of the Egyptian desert.

After Congress had adjourned, and after the results of the fall
elections had become known, this silence was at last disturbed,
and there was given to the public that remarkable letter of
Secretary Gresham, stating the conclusions he had reached from
reading the report of Blount,and that nothing would satisfy the
demands of justice which stopped short of the restoration of the
monarchy in the Sandwich Islands.

Mr. Speaker, I affirm here and now that this letter never
would have been given tothe public atthis timeif the President
and his Secretary of State had not then believed that Mr. Willis
had already accomplished his mission and that the Queen had
been placed back upon her throne. The American minister had
been in Hawaii long enough to accomplish, in the ordinary
course of events, what he went there to do. He had been a
soldier, and was accustomed to act with celerity and to obey
orders.

Itwas never dreamed that the Queen had thrown any obstacles
in the way of the Presidential programme.

When you have obtained the consent of the Queen, which it is belicved
ghe will readily give—

“is the language of his letter of instructions, delivered to him
when he departed for Honolulu.

Here is the key to the whole situation. It was thought that
the Quezn had consented, that the minister had obeyed orders,
that menace had been used, that the Provisional Government
had capitulated, and that, having thus clandestinely accom-
plished his purpose, the Executive could now afford to give to
the American people such news as would prepare them to re-
ceive in a few days the intelligence that the monarchy was once
more in existence.

But time passed on. The ungrateful Queen had i'ilted in his
first impassioned overtures His Excellency the Presidentof the
United States; the Provisional Government had kicked and re-
Bg(ljled him with scorn. Congress met in regular session. No-

knew, except as a matter of conjecture, what had been done

in that far-away isle which nestled upon the bosom of the great
Pacific. It was known, of course, that Willis was there, but the
nature of his instructions was unrevealed. The entire counfry
had become profoundly interested in the subject. Public ex-
tation stood on tiptoe toreceive something definite from the
ecutive. If was confidently expected that Congress would no
longer be ignored, that at last the light would be shed upon this

mystery. Sir,at last the message of Mr. Cleveland wasreceived.
It dwelt with unusual and needless prolixity upon the foreign
relations of the United States, so much so as to invite adverse
criticism from all quarters. But with respect to Hawalii it was
ambiguous and misleading. True,it afirmed the Queen tohave
beenoverthrown by the aid of the minister of the United States,
and declared that ‘‘the only honorable course for our Govern-
ment to pursue was to undo the wrong that had been done by
those representing us,” and spoke of our minister ‘‘having re-
ceived appropriate instructions to that end;” but, sir, these
instructions were not made known to Congress and the people,
and the President declared that he aimeg to act in the matter
“ within the constitutional limits of Executive power” and with
recognition of ‘‘all our obligations and responsibilities growing
out of any changed conditions brought about by our unjustifiable
interference.”

Sir, the suppression of these instructions to Willis and the
employment of these qualifying expressions in this message were
designed tostill keep the people in the dark as to the President's
intention, and, in point of fact, they actually had this effect. In
this message, too, the speedy transmission of additional informa-~
tion to Congress was promised, but this promise was not kept;
and it was only after resolutions requesting that such informa-
tion be supplied were passed by Congress that there was sent in
that remarkable message of the 18th of December, 1893.

It was in connection with this message, sir, that the Presiden
tial policy of concealmentreached its climax. When this Exec-
utive communication was read from that Clerk’s desk, Mr. Cleve-
land had in his handsthat memorable letter from Mr. Willis, in
which the American ministersographically described the Queen’s
conduct at the time she was offered restoration to her throne on
condition that she would extend amnesty to those who had
broughtabout her deposition. In this letter the American min-
ister made known to his chief that this amnesty had been re-
fused, and thatthis bloodthirsty woman had declared thatin the
event of her restoration she would execute the members of the
Provisional Government at the block, confiscate their estates,
and banish their familiesfrom her Kingdom. Mr. Speaker, the
President of the United States held this letter back from Con-
gress and refused to make its contents public. There was cer-
tainly no good reason for its suppression. The circumstance it
described was one of importance to Congress and the people.
They were entitled to information concerning it. Why, then,
was this communication withheld?

Mr. Speaker, there can be but one answer. The purpose of
Mr, Cleveland is perfectly apparent. He held the information
back because he believed that if the American people ever got
wind of it they would be horrified beyond measure at the char-
acter of the Queen, and would call an indignsnt and imperative
halt on a policy which would place men of American lineage at
her mercy.

And, Mr. Speaker, Mr. Cleveland's impression in this matter
was right, for I assert here and now that there never has been
a single moment from the time of the inception of his Hawaiian
policy down to this very hour when the sentiment of the entire
country, without regard to party, would not have been arrayed
againstithad itscharacter been known. Everysinglestephe has
taken in this matter is condemned by the people now that the
facts have come out.

But, sir, there was another piece of deception attempted in
this message of December 18. The President did not declare
thereininsomany words that Mr. Willis would not goahead under
hisinstructionsand restore the Queenin the event she finally re-
canted and concluded to grantamnesty, buthe intended to create
this impression on the country, and he made use of language well
calculated toaccomplish hisobject. He undoubtedly endeavored
to lull the public into the belief that hisscheme for the Queen’s
restoration had failed, and that he had abandoned it, and would
henceforth look to Congress to take the initiative in the matter.
Mark, if you please, Mr. Speaker, the Executive's language:
I am canvinced that the difficulties lately created both here
and in Hawaiiand now standing in the way of the solution through
Executive action of the problem presented, render it proper and
expedient that the matter should be referred to the broader
authority and discretion of Congress.” Again, at the conclu-
sion of this message, sir, Mr. Cleveland makes use of the follow-
ing language: :

The check which my plans have thus encountar#d has provented their
?resantat.ian' to the members of the Provisional Government, while unfor-

unate public ntations of the situatfon jand e{rlxraegg'eratod state-
ments of the sentiments of our "Poople have obvlously inj the prospects
of successful Executive mediation.

I therefore submit this communication with its accompanying exhibits,
embradn‘ﬁ Mr, Blount's report, the evidence and statements taken by him

at Honolulu, the instructions given to both Mr. Blount and Minister
and correspondence connected with the affair in hand.

In commending this subject to the extended powers and wide discretion
of the Congress, I desire to add the assurance that I shall be much gratified
to cotperate in any legislative plan which may be devised for the solution
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of the problom befora us which is consistent with American honor, integ-
rity, and morality.

Mr. Speaker, at the very time this language was employed
the American Executive knew that the original instructions to
Willis had not only not been recalled, but that they had been
repeated to him very recently by the Department of State, and
that he would carry them out at any moment the Queen changed
her answer and promised amnesty.

Itis wellenough, Mr. Speaker, for the President tobe frank and
candid now. Recently we have received a message from him
about every fifteen minutes, transmitting the latest correspond-
ence that has been received from Hawaii. This is in broad con-
trast to the policy of concealment which prevailed while he
thought there was a chance for the success of his schems. No
wonder, when further concealment is impracticable, when his
policy is a subject for diplomatic contempt and popular reproach

-and is a comFlete and marked failure, that he now comes in
and makes a clean breast of the whole transaction. What a re-
markable display of ex post facto candor and virtue upon his part!
[Aﬂjlause.] '

k![ ere the hammer fell.

r. HARTMAN. I ask that the gentleman [rom Indiana be
allowed fiffeen minutes more tocomplets his admirable address.
[Applause.]

Mr.JOHNSON of Indiana. I thank the gentleman,but I have
already occupied too much time, and I will not trespass further
on the patience of the House.

PRINTING FOR JUDICIARY COMMITTEE.

Mr. CULBERSON, by unanimous consent, submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted:

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiclary be, and are hereby, author-
ized to have printed and bound such documents and papers for the use of
sald committee as it may deem necessary in connection with subjects con-
gidered or 1o beconsidered by it during the Fifty-third Congress.

On motion of Mr. CULBERSON, a motion to consider the vote
by which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table.

HAWAIIL

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. OUTHWAITE). The gentle-
man from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] is recognized for thirty
minutes.

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, as the time allotted to me
is very limited, I hope I may be allowed to proceed without in-
terruption.

‘We are not dealing, Mr. Speaker, with the Government at
Honolulu. We are not debating what is best for the Sandwich
Islands. This discussion involves our foreign policy, the con-
duct of our own officials, and the honor of our flag. This great
Republie, sir, can not afford to do wrong. It can not afford for
its representatives, in its name, to do wrong with impunity.

I know that every American citizen will unite with mein the
expression of the sentiment that the flag of the Republic should
be the insignia of power throughout the world, affording every-
whers perfect protection to American interests; that it should
be the emblem of liberty fo all the peoplesof the earth; and that
it should be a token unto all nations, however great or however
small, of justice and honor. -

Sir, behind every human transaction there is a motive. When
the motivesof men are once understood their conduet issuscepti-
ble of easy explanation. Itwill not bedenied thatthe Administra-
tion of Presigent Harrison, in pursuance of the imperial and ag-
gressive policy of the Republican party, coveted the acquisition
of the Sandwich Islands. Itcannot be denied that after the

age of the McKinley bill in 1890, the sugar planters of those
mds suffered greatloss and became exceedingly desirous of
annexation to this country. And it can not be denied that Mr.
Stevens, our accredited minister to the Government of Hawaili,
was not only in accord with the Administration at Washington
but that he was in thorough sympathy with the sugar planters
of that country.

Sir, these motives throw a flood of light on the transactions
now under discussion. Let the facts of the case pass in proces-
sion before the American people in the light of these motives,
and they will come to but one conclusion.

In 1876 the Government of the United States entered into a
treaty with the Government of Hawaii by which the customs du-
ties on sugar importations from thatcountry were remitted. At
that time and up to the time of the passage of the McKinley bill
in 1830 the duty on sugar averaged a little more than 2 cents per
pound.

Now, what was the meaning of that treaty? Itamounted to 2
bounty to the sugar planters of those islant{a to about 85,000,000
annually. There is no more striking illustration in all our
economic history of the effect of that kind of tariff taxation with
which the American people have been afflicted than this treaty
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with Hawaii, The immediate effect of that treaty upon the
sugar planters of those islands was-an enormous increase in the
production of sugar.

Why, sir, in 1876 the entire production of sugar amounted to
a little over 26,000,000 pounds, whereas the production in 1887
amounted to 213,000,000 pounds. From 1852 to 1876 the importa-
tion of Chinese, Japanese, and Portuguese laborers into those is-
lands amounted to less than 3,000, while in the ten years sue-
ceeding the treaty the importations amounted to more than
39,000.

Sir, what was the nature of this transaction? It was to take
from the pockets of the American people $5,000,000 annually
without putting one single dollar into the Treasury. Butfor the
treaty, the sugar planters of the Sandwich Islands would have
paid into the Treasury of the United States $5,000,000 annually,
which would have been refunded to them by American consum-
ers, and thereby American consumers would have contributed
that amount to the support of their Government, but under this
treaty not a dollar went into the Treasury, and the $5,000,000
annually paid went as a bounty to promote the sugarindustry in
a foreign country. [Applause.]

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Is notall thatdoneaway
with by the Wilson bill?

Mr. PATTERSON. I said Ididnotecare to be interfered with,
and I hope the gentleman will observe the polite request I made
at the beginning of my remarks.

Now, Mr. Speaker, the effect of the McKinley bill was to place
a bounty of 2 cents per pound on sugar produced in the United
States. As the Sandwich Islands were beyond our territorial
limits, it amounted to the repeal of a bounty of 85,000,000 paid
annually to the sugar planters of those islands. The effect of this
new tariff law was immediate and disastrous to the sugar indus-
try in that country.

Even before the McKinley bill was enacted into a law the
Hawaiian sugar planters took alarm. Minister Stevens, in his
letter to Mr. Blaine, dated April 28, 1890, says:

# & % The f the * uestion” in ress at
e et RSN o, G i

ress and alarm the Americans here and those who hold that the United
tates is the best ally and the real hope of the Hawaiian Kingdom.

Ah, Mr. Speaker, the desire fo put the hands of those sugar
lanters into the pockets of the American pzople lies at the
Eottnm of this transaction. ;
Again, Mr. Stevens, in his letter to Mr. Blaine, dated Septem-
ber 5, 1891, says: .
“# # * Therepeal of the sugar duty by the United States has struck the
?ﬂmi material product of Hawaiia ve? severe blow, and with the most
avorable estimate 1t now looks as though bankruptcy must be the inevita-
ble fate of more or less of the sugar-planting firms and corporations.
Again, in his letter to Mr. Blaine of March 8, 1892, he says:

# # ¢ Tmayadd that the “annexation sentiment is increasing quite
as much among the white residents and natlve Hawallans and other work-
ingmen who own no sugar stock as with the sugar-planters.

Again, in his letter to Mr. Blaine of April 2, 1892, he says:

Inthemean time *‘ the annexation ' sentiment hasgrownrapidly. Quoting
those who would seek annexation by first creating a regubuc. to the larger
number and more responsible citizens, the chief property holders, who wish to
use only ific measures, they would carry before them, vided the
latter cotﬂd tany encouragement that the United States would take these
islands as a Territory.

Sir, this correspondence shows the growth of the sentiment in
favor of annexation in these islands. Here is the motive and
here is the whole scheme of the sugar-planters tosecure a bounty
from the Governmentof the United States, as shown by the cor-
respondence of our accredited minister to the Hawaiian Govern-
ment.

In his letter of November 20, 1892, to Secretary Foster, Mr.
Blaine's successor, written after the Presidential election, writ-
ten after the people of the United States had decreed that the
Republican party should pass from the control of this Govern- -
ment, our minister comes out and boldly advocates annexation.

In that letter Mr. Stevens says:

1 think it understating the truth to express the opinion that the loss to
the owners of the sugar plantations and mills, ete., and the consequent de-
gereciat-!on of other property by the passage of the McKinley bill, wise and

neficial as that measure is pro t0 be tothe vast interestsof the United
States, has not been less than #12,000,000, a large portion of this loss falling
on Americans residing here and in California.

Here, Mr. Speaker, are the real motives which promoted, and
the true conditions out of which the revolution in Hawaii grew.
Here was the enormous reward which the sugar-planters were
to receive if annexation could be brought about. Here was the
motive behind the junta of thirteen which secretly organized
on the 14th of January following, and here was the motive which
inspired our accredited minister 40 Hawaii.

Let us now go a little nearer the main facts in issue. On the
14th of January the Queen threatened to proclaim anew constitu-
tion. Her ministers refused to join her in that proclamation.
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The result was that she abandoned the attempt and so notified
our minister. On Monday, the 16th of January, two or three
thousand Hawaiian citizens, in sympathy with the government
of the Queen, peacefully convened in mass meeting and declared
their alleziance to her and to her government and their confi-
dence in her good intentions.

Notwithstanding thiswas a peaceful meeting, on the se!f-same
day at 2 o'clock another meeting was called by the junta of thir-
teen, at which the Queen was denounced, but no intimation was

iven of any purpose to establish a provisional government.
fore that meeting was called the evidence discloses the fact
that the junta of thirteen had a garfﬁct understanding with the
. Ameriean minister that he would protect them and would land
troops whenever they should request him so to do.

In less than an hour after this meeting was held this junta of
conspirators requested Mr. Stevens, the American minisier, to
land troops at Honolulu for the ostensible purpose of protecting
life and property: but for the real purpose of protecting them in
their revolutionary designs. On the same evening:at 5 o'clock,
the marines, fully armed and equipped, with a Gatling gun,in-
vaded the city of Honolulu, took possession, and hoisted the
American flag. At the time this occurrence took place, all was
peace in the city. Men, women,and children were on thestreets

fully passing to and fro without any suspicion of danger.

Not only this, but on the same day the friends of the Queen,
the citizens who were loyal to her Government, amounting to
two or three thousand in number, had a peaceful meetfing and
declarzd their peaceful intentions. That very night this junta
of thirteen men, every one of whom was a foreigner, or of for-
eign origin, metin the building adjoining the residence of the
American minister, and there secretly unfolded their scheme
for the organization of a provisional government.

This scheme was to be proclaimed on the day following. Ten
of their number weredesignated as officers of the proposed gov-
ernment. They did this with an understanding and in pursu-
ance of a previously arran plan made with the American
minister, to the effect thatif they would the nextday occupy the
public building, and there read the proclamation and establish
a provisional government, he (the Americanminister) would rec-
ognize it as the de facto government of Hawaii. Up to this time
the deliberations and purposes of the junta were kept secret
from the public. The nextday they sent a man by the name of
Wilcox to the public buildings to survey the field and to see
whether their motives and pu s were known or s ted,
and to report whether they could in safety approach and enter
the building without being arrested. o

When it was ascertained that the building was comparatively
vacant and no one suspected what was going on, this junta of
thirteen (the so-called committee of safety) divided up into small

rties of two and three and went leisurely to the public build-

@, 80 that peacelul citizens would not suspect their intention.
Once there, one of their number proceeded to read the procia-
mation establishing the Provisional Government. So unsus-
pecting was the general public that not more than four or five
men were present when the reading began.

8ir, look at the surroundings: West of the building were the
marines, the Gatling gun, and the flag of the United States.
There within 400 yards was the Queen’s palace, where were sta-
tioned 50 of her troops. There, within 200 yards of the palace
were the barracks, in which 272 soldiers of the Queen were sta-
tioned. There at the station house, within 400 yards were 224
other soldiers of the Queen.

At the time that proclamation was read an army of 546 sol-
" diers, loyal to the Queen and under the command of an efficient
officer, were in gunshot range of the spot at which the procla-
mation was then being read. The marines were so stationed
that the Queen’s troops could not fire into the conspirators with-
out firing on the flag of the United States. The evidenceshows
that certainly before 5 o'clock on that evening, while the Queen
was in full possession of her palace, the barracks, and the sta-
tlon house; and supported by an army of 546 men, ouraccredited
minister to Hawaii delib:rately recognized the Provisional
Government as the de facto government of the islands. Subse-
quent to this recognition the commander of her troops perem
torily refused to surrender to the Provisional Government with-
out instructions from the Queen.

At 8 o'clock that evening Mr, Damon, who is now vice-presi-
dent of the Provisional Government. in company with one or two
members of the Queen’s cabinet, waited upon her and insisted
that she should surrender to the Provisional Government and
refer her claims to the Government of the United States. She
consented, and then and there she entered a solemn protest, de-
claring that she yielded to ‘‘the superior force of the United
Btates, whose minister plenipotentiary, His Excellency John L.
Btevens, has caused United States troops to be landed at Hono-
lulu, and who had declared that he would support said Provi-

sional Government.” Under these conditions the commander of
her forces capitulated.

At the vg;dy hour when the Queen yielded to the superior forces
of the United States there lay in the harbor of Honolulu a ship
chartered for the purpose of conveying the commissioners of the
Provisional Government to this country. Theydeparted forthe
United States on the 19th of January, just two days after the
proclamation was read, establishing that government. Every
one of these commissioners was either an alien or of foreign
origin. While they were upon their journey our minister, in his
impatience, and at the request of the Provisionil Government,
which was otherwise powerless, on the 1st day of February de-
clared a protectorate over the inlands, and planted the Ameri-
can flag over thepublic building. This he promptly communi-
cated to the State Department here in Washinzton.

The haste of these commissioners and of the Administration at
Washington was something extraordinary. The commissioners
had an interview with Mr. Foster, the Secretary of State, the
day after their arrival in Washington. On the 11th of Febru-
ary the treaty of annexation was perfected and ready for the
signatures of the contracting parties; on the l4th it wasgigned,
and on the 15th President ison submitted it to the Senate
of the United States in secret executive session.

Mr. Speaker, I have not the time to go, as I would like, into
the details of this transaction. In submitting the treaty of an-
nexation to the Senate, President Huarrison said: ** The over-
throw of the monarchy was not in any way promoted by this
Government.” I appeal toevery member of this House. I ap-
peal to the great tribunal of public opinion to answer whether
that statement be true. President Harrison sent that message
to the Senate of the United Stutes, when the protestof the Queen,
solemnly declaring that she had surrendered her government
and her army to the superior force of the United States, had
been received by the Stite Department, and after he had re-
ceived a letter from the Queen, in which she had given in detail
all the circumstances connected with the overthrow of her gov-
ernment.

In view of these facts, and in view of the further fact that it
was well known to his Government at the time he penned his
message that the troops of the United States had been landed
and that the flag of the United States floated in Honolulu, when
the American minister recognized the Provisional Government,
I say this statement of President Harrison is very extraordinary,
to say the least of it. Buf it is not so extraordinary as the state-
ment that Mr. Foster, the Secretary of State, made to President
Harrison, in which he says:

At the time the Provisional Government took possession of the govern-
ment bullding no troops or forces of the United Siates were present or toolk
any part whatever in the proceedings. No public recornition was accorded
to the Provisional Government bf“&ha United States until after the Queen's
abdication, and when they were in efective possession of the government
building, the archives, the palace, the barracks, the police station, and all the
poten machinery of the government.

I say that in all this record there is not a particle of proof to
the effect that the Provisional Government was in possession of
the police station or the burracks at the time it was recognized
by Minister Stevens. Notwithstanding Mr. Stevens was acting
in concert with the conspirators, he never had the hardihood to
make to the State Department such an assertionas this. Where,
I say, did Secretary Foster find anything in connection with this
transaction upon which to base thisstatement to President Har-
rison? It was not in the record; it was entirely voluntary on
his part. It was either fabricited or he derived his information
from the commissioners of the Provisionil Government, who
were aliens and enemies to the government of the Queen.

Sir, why all this haste? I repeat the question, Why all this
haste? I answer, because on the 8th dayof November preceding
these events there had been a national election in this country,
and Mr. Cleveland had been elected President of the United
States. On the 4th day of March he was to be inangurated, and
on that day it was decreed that Democracy should control every
I?gpn]rtmeuh of this Government. [Applauseon the Democratic
side.

These gentlemen who were so impatient, these men who pre-
cipitated the revolution in Hawaii and perfected the treaty of
annexation between Hawaii and this country in such hot haste,
knew very well that when Grover Cleveland stood on the 4th
day of March on the eastern portico of this Capitol, and there took
oath to faithfully discharge the duties of President and to pro-
tect, preserve, and defend the Constitution of the United States,
he would never give his consent to the annexation to this coun-
try of these leprous islands 2,000 miles away from our western
shores. They knew that when Grover Cleveland took the oath
of office he would never give his sanction to this nefarious trans-
action, a transaction more leprous than the Hawaiians, whereby
& friendly government had been subverted. [Applause on the
Democratie side.]
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It will be borne in mind that the scheme of annexation was
incomplete when Mr. Cleveland was inaugurated. The procla-
mation establishing a Provisional Government at Honolulu de-
clared that it was to exist until a union eould be brought about
with the United States. The Queen in her protest had solemnly
declared:

I yield my authority until such time as the Government of the United
States shall, upon the facts bt;lllnglgresenm to it, undo the action of its rep-

resentative and reinstate me anthority which I claim as the constitu-
tional sovereign of the Hawaiian Islands.

The United States on the 4th day of March had taken no
action on the claims which the Queen had soconfidently referred
to this Government. These matters were all incomplete. Let
me draw a parallel. In 1830 this Republic entered intoasclemn
treaty with the imperial Government of Germany and with the
imperial Government of Great Britain by which a savage king
by the name of Maliteoa was to be maintained on the throne of the
Samoan Islands and was to be protected in the enjoyment of his
throne. That treaty,as bad as it was, had been approved by the
American Senate.

The present Administration has not said one word about its
objectionable character, and it has been executed according to
its terms. This Government in conjunetion with Germany and
Great Britain is to-day maintaining Maliteoa on the throne of
Samoa. Not only this, but there was another savage who as-

ired to the throne, and the Government of the United States,
rn conjunction with those of Germany and Great Britain, not
only maintains Maliteoa upon the throne, but it has captured
the pretender and imprisoned him upon one of the Marshall
Islands, and he and his chiefs are there to-day prisoners of war,
maintained and supported by these governments.

However harshly this transaction may be criticized, however
objectionable it may be frm an American standpoint, the pres-
ent Administration has to submit to it because the treaty under
which one sa\rnfe king is maintained on the throne and another
savage king and his chiefs are maintained as prisoners of war is
an executed treaty.

But this treaty with the Provisional Government of Hawaii was
never executed. When Mr, Cleveland was inaugurated he did
exactly what President Harrison should havedone. He selected
a distinguished gentleman to go to Honolulu and investigate for
him the facts in the case. om did he select for this impor-
tant mission, Mr. Speaker?

Can we ever forget, sir, the most extraordinary scene thatever
took place upon this floor, when after twenty years of servicein
this House James H. Blount, the chairman of the Committee on
Foreign Affairs, was about to retire to private life?

Democrats and Republicans unanimously arose in their places
and tendered him an ovation such as was never before known to
have been tendered to any retiring member of Congress, giving
their generous testimony to his ability, his impartiality, and his
high integrity. This was the man the President selected for
the importint mission to Hawaii. Ithas beensaid. butI believe
that it is now abandoned, that there was no precedent for send-
ing Mr Blount to Honolulu. Here are the precedents, coming
down from the day when President Madison sent Governor
Mitchell to Florida to the time when Mr. Blaine sent Mr. Tres-
cott to South America, showing that the President in sending
Mr. Blount to Honolulu was following in the footsteps of his
predecessors. _

When Mr. Blount had reported the resultof his investizations
to the State Department the President appointed Mr. Willis
minister to Hawaii and accredited him to the Provisional Gov-
ernment. The task of the President and his aceredited minister
in respect to the Hawaiian mission was an exceedingly delicate
one. Thoroughly satisfied that the Queen's Government had
been subverted by the unlawful and unauthorized interference
of the American minister and that justice required that the
wrong should be repaired, yet there was no constitutional power
:.lo use force and no disposition on the part of the President to

0 s0.

The Provisional Government had been established expressly
to exist until union could be effected with the United States.
The Queen, on the other hand, had surrendered to the superior
force of the United States, and had confidently submitted her
claims, whatever they were, to the justice and ! imity
of this Government. In view of this condition of affairs it was
but natural that the President should believe that when the
Provisional Government was notified that annexation to the
United States was impossible, it would fall of iis own weight,
‘When so informed, its existence was terminated by the terms of
the £r0cla.mation under which it was established.

Idonotdeny thatit wasthe desire—and Isaythathewasrigcht—
I do not deny that it was the desire of the President, with all
these facts before him, to restore the staluguoas it had existed be-
fore the 17thof January, if he could do so by friendly suggestion

and without the use of force: but I do deny that the President
ever contemplated or threatened to use force in order to accom-
plish that result. He onlyinterposed the offices of this Govern-
ment for that purpose. -

- Before doing 8o, however, he interposed to shield from pun-
ishment the gentlemen who composed the Provisional Govern-
ment on the ground that the American minister had acted in
concert with them in bringing about the subversion of the
Queen’s Government, and therefore he regarded it as his duty,
by his interposition, to see that neither punishment nor harm
came to them. In this he failed, partly because of the bbstinacy
of the Queen, and partly because of the determination of the
Provisional Government to maintain atall hazards its authority,

Having failed to accomplish this peaeeful result, the Presi-
dent referred the whole matter to Congress.

[Here the hammer fell.]

On motion of Mr. SNODGRASS, by unanimous consent, the
time of Mr. PATTERSON was extended ten minutes.

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr, Speaker, there is one branch of this
case which has filled me with astonishment. I can not let this
occasion pass without referring to anotherand a different policy
of the Republican party.

Let us run a parallel, if you please, between the Hawaiian
Islands and the State of South Carolina. The Hawaiian Islands
are foreign to this country. They are no part of it. A few
American adventurers, it is true, have gone over there in quest
of fortune, and, so faras [ am concerned, permit me to say in this
connection my sympathies go out toward white men in all coun-
tries where they are struggling for the ascendency.

But, sir, can you lorf.en, can I forget, can this country ever
forget that this same Republican party, that now so piteously
pleads for white supremacy and Christiancivilization in the Ha-
walian Islands, only a few short years ago deliberately turned
South Carolina, one of the Southern States of America, one of
the original thirteen States, the land of Pinckney, the land of
Sumter, the land of Marion, the land of Moultrie, the land of
my ancestors, over to the domination of a race inferior to, and
less progressive than, are the Hawaiians? That epoch in the
existence of the Republican party has gone into historg, but if
never repentsand never forgives. No longer ago than the Fifty-
first Congress it deliberately attempted by means of the force
bill to reinaugurate the condition of affairs in the Southern
States which existed twenty-five years ago.

Sir, that party has the hardihood to stand before the country
and before thecivilized world and prate and eant about * Chris-
tianity and civilization,” and a ** white man’s government” 2,000
miles away in the Pacific Ocean! Mr. Speaker, I have no lan-
guage to give expression to my abhorrence of such hypocrisy.
{Applause on the Democratic side. |

ust one word more. The foreign goliey of this Government
ought not to be aggressive. What business have we with the
Sandwich Islands? They are too big for a county and too small
foraState. Whyshould we incorporate the Hawaiians, Chinese,
the Japanese, the Portuguese, and the South Sea Islanders resid-
ing on those islands with our country?

Annexation with such distant islands and such an incongruous.
population is alike contrary to our established policy and to our
interests. We want no territory, unless it be territory out of
which we can carve a sovereign and independent State. When
the time comes we would like to have our neighbors in Canada
voluntarily unite with us, as an integral part of this great Re-
B.uhlic. because they are white men, standing with us in the
front line of civilization, who would rapidly assimilate with our
instifutions. =
.~ But, sir, there is another view of this question. Thiscountry
is republican. It has no imperial policy. It is to our interest
tomake treaties with the countries of the East; to make treaties
with China, with Japan, with Corea, and all the other Eastern
countries. American enterprise will cut its way through the
Isthmus of Darien, and we are beginning to look abroad to those
countries for the expansion of our commerce. Itis our poliug
to assure them of our pacific intentions. They must understan
that we are not an imperial and aggressive power. They are
apprehensive of England, of Germany, and of France. who are
ambitiously extending their domains into all quarters of the
globe, Itisour highest duty as a republic topursue the pathsof
peace, of justice, and of honor, giving to all other countries the
assurance that they can establish commercial relations with us
without danger to their autonomy. [Loud applause on the
Democratie side.]

[Mr. WHEELER of Alabama withholds his remarks for re-
vision. See Appendix.]

Mr. OATES, Mr. Speaker, the debate has taken a ve
range, and has in many respects departed from the
to be considered.

wide
issue

-
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The first resolution declares:

Resolved, First, That it is the sense of this House that the action of the
United States mini ster in employing United States naval forces and ille-
ﬂally aidingin overthrowinz the constitutional Government of the Hawaiian

lands in Jannary, 1833, and in setting up in its place a Provislonal Govern-
ment not republican in form and in opposition to the will of a majority of
the %cple. Was CONtrary to the traditions of our Republic and the spirit of
our Constitution, and should be and is condemned.

Then the second resolution says:

Second. That we heartly approve the pﬂncig‘.e announced by the Presi-
dent of the United States that interference with the domestic affairs of anin-
dependent nation is contrary to the spirit of American institutions. And
it is further tho sense of this House that the annexation of the Hawaiian
Islands to our country, or the assumption of a protectorate over them by
our Government, i3 uncalled for and inexpedient; that the people of that
country should have absolute freedom and independence in pnrauil‘xég theix
own line of policy, and that foreign intervention in the political affairs of
the islands will not be regarded with indifference by the vernment of the
United States.

That is unguestionably an assertion of the true Americandoc-
trine. Now, sir, the principal question at issue is whether the
United States, when that revolutionoccurred, interposed or took
anf part in it. If it did not, then we have no concern with it.
1f it did, then we have. In the light of all the facts and the re-
fort of Mr. BLOUNT, I think there can be but one conclusion. If

were to consider any man’s testimony sufficient to warrant me
in doing the most serious act that a man is ever called upon to
perform, I know not a man whose word I would take in prefer-
ence to that of Mr. BLOUNT. Tell me not that & man who has
served here for twenty years and commanded universal respect
and admiration for his honesty, good faith, and ga.triot.ism,would
mar that record by making a report when he was sent upon
this high mission.

I believe what Mr. Blount says. He may have erred some-
what in some portions of his examination, but the conclusions
are resistless, and should not be questioned.

Now, it is a fact that the United States minister caused the
marines, 160 in number, I believe, and two Gatling guns, to be
landed when the revolutionists were in the act of overthrowing
the Queen’'s Government.

It is afurther fact that theydid noact of violence. Sup;
had,what would have been our duty? Suppose there had been an
armed conflict precipitated and our guns and men had partici-
pated. What would have been the duty of the United States?
The act would have been wrongful. Why, to repair that wrong
and restore the Queen, though she be as black as Erebus and as
immoral as any one ever was. No one can doubt the soundness
of that proposition. If the United States used actual physical
force to aid in deposing the Queen and in overthrowing her
Government, we would be honor bound to use force in her res-
toration if necessary. But the Republicans who are opposed to
this Administration, and wish to make party capital out of the
affair, say there was no force employed.

T admit that no actual physical force was employed, but there
was intimidation, which is quite the equivalent of force inmany
instances. It reminds me very much of an occurence several
years ago down in the South, when the colored voters were much
more ignorant than they are now. An election was being held
for justice of the , and all of the black voters were voting
one way, and a friend of Bill Jones was the man against whom
they were voting. Bill was a big fellow who weighed about 225

unds, and could whip anybody with his fists. He had a long,

eavy, red , and was cross-eyed. He was known to be a
figchter. Bill saw that his man was going to be beaten unless
something was done. He knew it was illegal to employ any force
todeter fhese voters, sohe stood near the goils, and whenever a
negro would approach to vote, Bill would just step in front of
him and look him in the face. The negro would move around,
and Bill would move around, too, and keep looking at him. He
did not give the negro many looks before he shot away from
there as fast as he could. Another negro would come up, and
Bill would treat him the same way. There was no actual vio-
lence in the whole proceedings, but it was intimidation and had
the desired effect. He drove them away without saying a word
or performing an act except standing around looking at them.
[Laughter.]

Minister Stevens did no act of violence. There were his troops
and guns—he did no act except to step around and look ugly at
the Queen. [Laughter.] That was sufficient to do the business.
The marines were landed with their guns and took position
within 76 ]\;ards of the Government building, and there they
were and they did intimidate the Queen and her forces. She
knew that if they were molested that the war ship Boston was
lying in the harbor and could destroy the city.

Now, I say it is none of our concern as a nation as to what kind
of a government they had. It is none of our business; they had
aright to a monarchy if they wanted it, or to a repuhlic if they
preferved it. That is none of our business.

How ridiculous is the charge that has been made and circu-

they-

lated all through this country and even exhibited in metropolitan
newspapers by wood cuts, our President at the feet of s black
queenas her worshiper, orin other attitudes, assuming to restore
her to the throne, and actually representing him as being in
favor of monarchy. Why, my friends, it is absolutely disgrace-
ful. To charge the President with such a purpose isa base
slander, it is a slander whose edge is sharper than the sword,
whose tongue outvenoms all the worms of the Nile, whose poi-
sonous breath rides u?[‘on the posting winds and doth belie all
corners of the world. There is no manwho possesses a particle of

triotism, of any political party in this country, and who is not
insane, would for one moment favor the establishment and main-
tenance of a monarchy anywhere. That insinuation is made

ainst the President merely to prejudice him in public estima-
me;: The purpose is mainly to make unpopular the Adminis-

ration.

The President cares nothing abouta monarchy. He naturall
favors a republic. He was reared in a republic and is as muc
devoted to it as any man in America. The question presented
to him was, did our Government do a wrong? Believing thatit
had he did the best he could to right that wrong. It matters
not to him whom it benefits or whom it injures. %e has simply
done his duty at risk of incurring censure.

Why, many of the gentlemen who raise such an outery against
the President and charge him with aiding the black Queen seem
to think ita crime because of hercolor. They have poisoned the
public mind upon the subject against the Administration. They
seem to forget their own conduct in the Southern States in re-
construction times when they set up negro-carpetbag govern-
ments over the white people of the Southern States. They
heaped much blame and attempted degradation upon the white
people of the South for alleged violgtions of law and denial of
the rights of the colored race. Many more such allegations
have been made and circulated that never had any true founda-
tion. Is if not rather inconsistent in them now to be setting up
such false charges against the President for doing an act of jus-
tice? They have swapped sides on the negro question.

‘Why, the Queen when she surrendered her government did
80 because the United States authorities were there, and so ex-
pressed herself at the time, and said she would abide the deci-
sion of the President of the United States. Mr. Harrison was
President at that time, but it is a continuing office. It matters
not what action he took it was not finished but was still in fleri
when Mr. Cleveland came into office; it was his duty as soon as
inaugurated to look into it and do even-handed justice. He has
found on the facts that the United States forces were illegally used
to intimidate the Queen and aid by their presence the cause of the
revolutionists. They may have been right; they may have re-
belled because she exacted absolute power, but with that our
Government had no concern.

It was none of our business, and Minister Stevens should have
kept his long nose out of it. He had no right to aid in the ac-
complishment of the revolution. He desired to immortalize his
ministerial service by causing the annexation of the islands to
the Union. President Cleveland has justly repudiated and the
resoiutions repudiate the act of the minister, and ought to be
adogt.ed without a dissenting voice. There was no actual force
used, and when the act of the minister in disembarking the
troops and guns, and aiding the revolution by their presence, is
repudiated and condemned, I do not believe it is the duty of our
Government to go any farther. The President submitted the
whole question to the Congress. There, is in my judgment, no
necessity of doing anything more than to passthese resolutions,
which isa declaration of the illegality of the act performed by the
representative of our Government upon that occasion. Minister
Stevens has long since been recalled. Let the Hawiians gov-
ern themselves as they Elease.

It seems to me that those who would deny this act of justice
to the Queen and her government and those whom she repre-
sented are unjust. Stevens's conductand those who sustain him
have but little better excuse for it than did Plurabustah for his -
conduct toward Cuffee on their first acquaintance. Doesticks
says that when Plurabustah invaded the dominion of Cuffee, in
his native land, he said, ‘‘ Good morning, Cuffee, I am glad to
see you. Then he inquired how was pretty Mrs. Cuffee and all
the little Cuffees, and then he made a face at Cuffee, and then
he squared off at Cuffee, and then he lit into Cuffee; Cuffee’s
head was mauled and pummeled; Cuffee’s wool was torn and
tangled; Cuffee’s sides were soreand aching; Cuffee’s eyes looked
like onions; his nose looked like a sausage, juicy sausage, dam-
aged sausage; Cuffee’s lips looked like oysters, huge, disfigured
oysters, oysters with the shell off; then he was enslaved, all be-
cause, said Plurabustah, he had no right and no business to be a
negro.” [Laughter.]

Now, that is the sort of reasoning that is applied by many
thoughtless people to this case.. The Administration has done
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nothing on earth except to bring forward the facts and to repu-
diatean act which was illegal toward a weak and helpless power
which we can but poorly atone for short of the use of force. The
President promptly withdrew the treaty for annexation from
the Senate, which spoiled the job. That was a most righteous
act. It waswithdrawn, and Commissioner Blount sent to Hono-
lulu to learn the true state of the case.

I am glad that treaty was withdrawn. That approval is well
expressed in the second resolution as against the interests of this
country. Lcok at the character of the population of those is-
lands 2,000 miles from our shores, and we see 1o one but the men
who are there engaged in speculation and want to make money
outof it whofavor annsxation to this Government. Look at the
mixed population, composed of colored, Chinese, Japanese, and
afew white adventurers and speculators, and any gentleman who
has had any experience with a large part of this country will
cerlainly join me in saying that we want no more States, of mixed
races, added to this Union. I willalwaysoppose it. We wantno
part of the Hawaiian Islands except just enough for a coaling
station for our ships, and that is easily obtained.

Mr. HEPBURN. Will it disturb the gentleman for me to ask
him a question?

Mr. OATES. No.

Mr. HEPBURN. You have stated that coercion was used.

Now, if it was proper for the Government of the United States
to use coercion in its demand on the Govermment of Hawaii to
surrender their Government ninety days ago, was it not a proper
act now to right this great wrong that you say has been perpe-

rated: .
Mr. OATES. I did not say what the gentleman represents
me as saying. I say the presence of troops was intimidation,
that it had the same effect as if they actually employed force,
though no force was in fact used.

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, it was a force, a coercion. If actual
force had been employed, then I say it would be the duty of the
Government of the United States to right that wrong, even if
they had employed a force to do if.

Mr. OATES. I quite agree. But no actual force was used
and we are not responsible as a government to the extent of
using force or making war in order to make amends for fhat
illegal act. A repudiation of theillegal actcommitted by placing
the troops in an attitude which exercised some moral force or

- intimidation does not call for the actual employment of force
or act of war.

Mr. HEPBURN. Then, I understand the gentleman’s ground
to be, that the exemption of this Government from the duty of
immediate restoration is based upon the difference,which exists
between coercion and force. !

Mr. OATES. I think largely so; for there is a great differ-
ence between intimidation,simply caused by one's presence,and
the emﬁlo ment of actual force.

Mr. EE’BUEN. I thought from the illustration the gentle-
man made a moment ago, that he held that there was no differ-
ence between intimidation and force.

Mr. OATES. The gentlemanis a good lawyer; I haveserved
with him on the Judiciary Committee, and I will ask him if he does
not know the difference which exists between the employment
of actual force, even to justify the taking of life to resist it, and
the fear which may be caused by the presence of another who
uses no force. There is no justification in law for the slaying
of another on the ground of his appearance alone unless he per-

tlrat%a an overt act or makes an attempt which endangers life
or 11mp. '

Mr. HEPBURN. I understood the gentleman touse the illus-
tration of his neighbor at the polls to show that there wasno
difference between intimidation, coercion, and force. That is
wh¥ I made the inquiry.

Mr. OATES. I think my illustration was rather an apt one.
There was nothing on earth except the look of the man which
operated as an intimidation in that case.

Mr. HEPBURN. And as force. »
_ Mr. OATES. No,not as force; because the voter could have
approached the polls and deposited his ballot if he had tried,
but he was apprehensive that it might get. him into trouble,
and hence he desisted. The Queen and her forces were appre-
hit;nséve that they might get into trouble and therefore they de-
sisted.

Mr, HEPBURN. They desisted. That is what I thought.

Mr.OATES. Mr. Speaker, it is a very high mission which
this Government has undertaken to perform toward its own
people and the nations of the world and should be conscien-
tiously and honestly performed in all cases. Its external policy
ever has been that of noninterference in the affairs of other na-
tions. If the people of Hawaii desire to have a Queen and a
monarchieal government it is their right.

If they desire a republican form of government it is their

right, and it is none of our business as a nation and we have no.
right to interfere, to dictate to them the kind of government
which they shall establish and maintain. We have no such
right, and the question presented here is simply whether the
Government of the United States did a wrongful act by partici-
pating in the Hawalian revolution. I have already given my
view of that and will not repeat it. The President undertook,
as I think it was his duty to have done, to make suitable atone-
ment for that wrong, and he has performed the full measure of
that duty so far as it lay in his power. Now the question is
with the Congress, and, fo far as I am concerned, I amconvinced
beyond all question that it is our duty not as Democrats nor as
Republicans, but as fair, honest, and honorable American citi-
zens, to adopt the resolutions reported by the committee.

[Here the hammer fell.]

Mr. BOUTELLE was recognized.

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
I may be allowed to proceed a little beyond the hour limit. I
am not sure that I shall desire to occupy more than an hour, as
my voice is somewhat impaired, yet, as this question covers a
great deal of ground I would like to feel before beginning that
I have a little latitude as to time.

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman indicate any particular
additional amount of time that he desires?

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like to speik for an hour and
twenty minutes or perhaps an hour and twenty-five minutes.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, I askunanimous consent that
the gentleman from Maine be permitted to continue for an hour
and a half. -

Mr. McCCREARY of Kentucky. Of course, it is understood
that the extension will come out of the time on the other side?

The SPEAKER. Certainly.

Mr. VAN VOORHISof New York. Mr.Speaker, it may seem
ungracious for me to object to this request—

Mr. BOUTELLE. I waive the request,anddesire to proceed.

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 1 have not objected yet.
I w.s only going to make a statement.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Spea

—

ker, I renew the request that the
gehntilreman from Maine be permitted to proceed for an hour and
a half.

The SPEAKER. Is there ob;iectic:n to the requestof the gen-
tleman from Iowa that the gentleman from Maine b2 permitted
to proceed for an hour and a half?

Mr, VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, I simply
desire to say that the gentleman from Maine is speaking in m
time. Iam a member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs an
havearight'to s&)eak for an hour, but the gentleman from Maine
has got in ahead of me and I am willing to give him an hour, but
if he ﬁccu}iies more than that I may not get any time at all.

ughter.
-Mr. BOUTELLE. I trust the few moments consumed by the
gentleman from New York will not be taken from my time.

The SPEAKER. They will not.

[Mr. BOUTELLE withholds his remarks for revision.
Appendix.]

Mr. BLACK of Illinois was recognized, and yielded two min-
utes to Mr. MCDANNOLD.

-Mr. MCDANNOLD. Mr. Speaker, there is, it seems to me, a
very simple proposition presented in the Hawaiian question.
‘Wehave not to concern ourselves with a discussion of whether or
not there had been proposed prior to January 16, 1893, enactments
or pronunciamentos by the then existing authority contrary to
good law or morals. 1t is not for us to consider whether or not
the Queen, then in undisputed authority, had proposed or in-
tended to overthrow the existing constitution. These are mat-
ters entirely beyond our Emper jurisdiction and lying entirely
within the province of the inhabitants of that kincdom. We
have no more to do with the salling of lottery tickets in Hono-
lulu than we have with the morals of the denizens of the African
wilderness. It issimplynone of our business whether or not the
Hawaiians legalize the selling of lottery tickets or wink at
gambling on boards of frade. ?l‘hay can do both or either with
no proper fear of outside interference.

But, gir, there is a matter which deeply concerns the Ameri-
canpeople. Ithasbeencharged that the President of the United
States has exceeded his g;’opar authority in the effort to undo
what he deemed to have been a gross injustica. It is claimed
that he has soughttooverthrow arepublican form of government
and to set up a monarchy. If these charges can be sustained by
fair inquiry, I will bs the first on this floor to move for prompt
action in the premises. But what are the facts? I will state
them very briefly, and in so doing will draw only from the pub-
lished statements of the gentlemen who have set themselves be-
fore the world as guardians of the moralities of Hawaii.

It appears from the official statement of Mr. John L. Stavens,

See
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then representative of this Government at Honolulu as minis-
ter plenipotentiary and envoy extraordinary, dated January
18, 1893, that the immediate cause for the revolt of the gentle-
men composing the Provisional Government against the Queen
was the proposal of the latter to allow the establishmentof a
lottery scheme in her dominion. Because of the disturbance
arising from the conflict between these guardians of public
morals and the Queen, it is alleged by Mr. Stevens:

A large mass mesting of citizens was called to meat on Monday, the 18th,
at2 p. m., which assembled in the largest hall in the city. Short as was the

notice, over 1,300 of the principal ci.izensof Honolnlu and from other is
who happened to be in the city, were inattendance.

1tisimportanttonote the statementhere quoted. Mr. Stevens
asserts the presence of over 1,300 citizens in the meeting held
in the largest hall in the city. Reference to the sworn testi-
mony as to.the size of that hall will have an important bearing
upon the credibility of this witness.

Mr. Stevens says that a committee appointed at that meeting
called upon him for aid, and that he * promptly addressed to
the commander of the Buston, Capt. G. 8. Wiltse, a note re-

uesting the landing of United States marines and sailors.”

here:jter there was constituted, according to Mr. Stevens, a
Provisional Government. Then the following is said to have
occurred:

The committee on public safety forthwith took poasession of the Govern-
ment buildings, archives, and treasury and installed the Provisional Govern-
ment at the heads of the respective departments. This being an accom-

hed fact. I promptly recognized the Provisional Government as the de
‘acto government of the Hawailan Islands. The English minister, the
rtuguese charge d'affaires, and the French and Japaness commissioners
gfompr.-ly did the same: these, with myself, being the only members of the
plomatic corps residing here.

It will be remembered that the meeting of 1,300 citizens referred
to by Mr. Stephens was held on Monday, January 16, 1803. On
the same day the soldiers were landed and located in such a man-
ner as to command every approach to the Government buildings.
In the report from which these quotations have been made there
is not even a hint as to a disturbance having been created. On
the contrary it is in evidence that Mr. Stephens asserted that
he believed that “*a force of twenty-five well-armed men could
have driven all the Queen’'s men before them.”

Now, sir, I stand here to assert that il the quoted statements
of John L. Stevens are not totally disproved, there has been in-
justice done by this Administration in this matter. I do not
mean that these statements shall be disproved by any forced
construction of testimony from others. I will ask that the most
: ‘%Eying tests shall be put to the proof I shall offer to show that

r. Stevens willfully and deliberately misrepresented the facts
of the case to his Government and that he stands before the
world convicted of having used his position as a representative
of this people to deceive the Administration from whom he re-
ceived hisappointment. The time for smooth words has passed.
‘We are here confronted with a serious questior It is patent
that either a gross outrage was perpetrated by the Administra-
tion of Mr. Stevens, or that one ejually as gross has been at-
tempted by Mr. Cleveland and his advisers. For one I am will-
ing to meet this question out in the open and to leave the issue
to the people of this country after the facts shall have been
fairly marshaled.

Insuch a contest I believe the result not doubtful. I believe,
too, that the event will prove of vast benefit to the better ele-
ment in this country by the light it will throw upon the calum-
niators who have caught at a chance to malign the present Dem-
ocratic Administration.

I turn now once more to the record. Hitherto I have quoted
only from the written statements of Mr. Stevens, and I shall now
give some statements from the record which the late minister
possibly thought had been destroyed, as they had not been placed
on file when he surrendered his office to his successor.

Under date of February 11, 1893, certain gentlemen calling
themselves Commissioners of the Hawaiian Provisional Govern-
ment, presented to the Secretary of State a document ealled by
them & * Reply to the statements contained in the protest of the
ex-Queen of Hawail.,” In that document appears the following
paragraph:

Sixth. At the time the Provisional Government took possession of the
Government buildings no American troops or officers were present or took
partin such é:rocaodﬂ;ﬁ in manner whatever. No public recognition
was accorded the Provisional Government by the American minister until
they were in prssession of the Government buildings, the archives. and the
treasury. supported by several hundred armed men, and after the abdica-
}.lon of the Queen and the surrender to the Provisional Government of her

Let us compare another portion of the record with this state-
ment of the Commissioners. of the Provisional Government.
Under date of January 17, 1893, the following letter was ad-
dressed to the American Minister:

Sir: I acknowledge recelpt of your valued communication of this day,
recognizing the Hawailan Provisional Government, and express deep ap-
precistion of the same. :

We have conferred with the ministers of the late Government, and have
mad&&lymnnd 1 the uizarsha.l to snurgarlllder thabmat.lo’g;x]fuﬁe. We a'ae
not yet in possession of the station-house; butas nightis approach-
ing, and onr forces may be insufiicient to maintain order, we request imme-
diate support of the United States forces, and wounld request that the com-
mander of the United States forces take command of our military forces, so
that they may act together for the protection of the city.

»y yours,
SANDFORD B. DOLE,
Chairman Ezecutive Council,
His Excellency JoHK L. STEVENS,
nited States Minister Residend.

Mr. Thurston and his associates stated in the communication
above quoted that—

No ?nbl.lc recognition was accorded the Provisional Government by the
American minister until they were in possession of the Government bulld-
ings, the archives, and the treasury.

Mr. Dole acknowledges receipt of the ** valued communication
recognizing the Hawaiian Provisional Government,” and then,
i:};: otter written toward the close of the day, acknowledges
that—

‘We are not actuall possessi ] i
proaching and our {uyn::a may ba %:13{1,151;310 a!::‘t.%olnn:igut:& b;;tag Egﬁr:qiﬁ::g
the immediate support of the United States forces.

There can be no question as to the intent of the communica-~
tion addressed by the Hawaiian commissioners to the Secretary
of State. They unquestionably sought to convey the impres-
sion, so earnestly insisted upon by the American minister in his
prior eommunication, that the Provisional Government had
secured control of affairs at Honolulu prior to the act of recog-
tion. Mr, Stevens, under date of January 18, 1863, assured the
Secretary of State of the ** enthusiasm and the profound feel-
ing of relief at the peaceful and salutary change of government.”
Mr. Stevens indorsed, upon the ap?aal of the Provisional Gov-
ell-prgenj;t"]:or aid the night before, *‘the above request not com-
plied with.”

That the representations of Mr. Stevens completely deceived
Mr, Foster, Secretary of State of the United States, appears from
the textof his communication to the President. Secretary Fos-
ter says: :

N:I:]pnhnc recognition was accorded to the Provisional Government by
the United Stat=s minister until after the Queen’'s abdication and when
they were in effective possession of the government bulldizgs, the archives,
the treasury, the barracks, the police station, and all the potential machin-
ery of the government. ’

How Secretary Foster was led to this statement may be seen
by examining the communication of the Hawaiian commission-
ers o Mr. Foster under date of Washington, February 3, 1893,
They said:

Immediately after such proclamation such Provisional Government took
possession of the city of Honolulu, including the government buildings, the

archives. and the treasury, and within a few hours thereafter received sur-
render of all the military and police forces, thereby coming into full posses-

slon of the kingdom.
Imme {ately aftersuch on had been obtained notification thereof

was given to the r:fresenmnives of all foreign countries represented at Hon-
olulu, accompanied by the request that such representatives extend to said
Provisional Government their recognition.

In reply to such request therepresentative of the United States of America
accorded such recognition upon the same day that it was requested, to wit,
the 17th of said January.

Mr. Foster accepted the statements of the United States min-
ister astruthful. Heaccepted the statementsof the commission
headed by Lorin A. Thurston as truthful. These gentlemen us-
sured the Secretary of State that no recognition had been asked
of the United States minister until after the *‘surrender of all
the militari];nd police forces, thereby coming into full posses-
sion of the kingdom.” Mr. Foster accepted these statemenis as
havinﬁrbeen made in good faith. He knew nothing of the letter
from Mr, Dole in which that functionary acknowledged receipt
of Mr. Stevens’s letter recognizing the ge Jacto government and
stating that— g

‘We have conferred with the ministers of the late government, and have
made demand npon the marshal to surrender the station-house.

If Mr. Stevens had heen as *‘ prompt ” in furnishing Secretary
Foster with this information as he had been in recognizing the
de facto government would Mr. Foster have communicated to the
President the statement that—

No public recognition was accorded to the Provisional Govermment until
after the Queen's abdication and when they were in effective possession of
the government buildings, the archives, the treasury, the barracks, the po-
lice station, and all the potential machinery of the government.

There are twomennow prominent in this controversy whoecan
not be allowed to plead ignorance of the existence of this erimi-
nating letter of Mr. Dole. They are the writer of the letter and
the man who wrote upon it * The above request not complied
with. Stevens.” Mr. Stevensknew it was false. Mr. Dole knew
itwasfalse. 1t isnowasserted by Mr. Thurston thathe knewnoth-
ing of this letter until it was printed in the Blount report. He
muy escape conviction of that full guilty knowledge, certainly

sed by Messrs. Dole and Thurston. Buthe mustnow recon-
cile his emphatic and oft-repeated assurances as to the facts
stated. If he did not make these statements knowing them to
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be false, he made them not knowing them to be true, sinee it is
now demonstrated that they were not true, and therefore his
statementfallsto the ground and he stands convicted of falsehood.

Mr. Dole informed the American minister,after he had received
from that gentleman recognition of the de fucto government,
““We are not actually in possession of the station house.” Mr.
Stevensassured hissuperior at the head of the United States State
Department that he did not accord recognition until after the
forces of the Queen and the station house had been surrendered
into the possessionof the Provisional Government. Could there
be plainer proof of gross falsehood brought against these gen-
tlemen? Let it be noted that this testimony is not taken from
any person unfriendly to the claim of the Provisional Govern-
ment: It is but a repetition of their own statements.

It is their own confession of fraud and is diseovered by com-
gzison of a gingle letter, admitted by Mr. Thurston not to have

n known of by him until he saw it in the Blount report. Iis
authenticity can not be questioned. IFortunately for the truth
of history, it bears/upon its face the criminating indorsement of
the American minister, and convicts Mr. Stevens of having con-
cealed from his Government an essential fact and of having made
statements that were disproved by a letter criminally withheld.

Now, there are perfinent questions to be answered to which
no reply has as yet been vouchsafed by the representatives ol
the Provisional Government. The first relates to the question
of veracity between the president of that alleged government
and his representatives. Did Mr. Stevens tell the truth when
he affirmed that ** No public recognition was accorded the Pro-
visional Government by the American minister until they were
in possession of the government buildings, the archives, and the
treasury?’ Or did Mr. Dole take counsel of his fears when he
said, ** We are not actually in possession of the station house:
but as night is approaching and our forces may be insufficient to
maintain order? ”

The statement of Mr. Thurston is specific. It was notthatthe
Provisional Government was in possession of a certain building,
but ** of the Government buildings, archives, and the treasury.”
Nothing can be clearer than that this statement was intended to
convey the information that, prior to the act of Mr. Stevens
early in the day of J a.nuarf 17, the Provisional Government
had secured possession of all the government buildings. The
fact as shown by subsequent testimony, as well as by the letter
of President Dole, was that many hours after the recognition of
the Provisional Government by Mr. Stevens, the head 'of that
Government was appealing for support because the Queen’s
forees had not yet yielded to their demand.

Now,look at thesignificance of the refusal of Minister Stevens
to comply with the request of Mr. Dole. Night was approach-
ing, and the American minister was appealed to for support.
His marines were already on shore, and so located as to com-
mand the Queen's palace. The sole claim upon which their
landing is defended was that they were necessary to protectthe
citizens in the residence portion of the town. In some of the
many published interviews with which the minister of the Pro-
visional Government characterized his efforts during the first
few weeks of this controversy, he explained that the residence
portions of the town needing protection were those extending up
the five valleys away from the center of the town.

Does the minister know of any troops having been so posted
as to have been effeetive in case of outbreaks in these sections?
Does he not know that Minister Stevens fully appreciated the
situation on the evening of Jan 17, 1893, when he refused to
comply with the requestof Mr. Doleforaid? It will be recalled
that for several months the gentlemen composing the commis-
sion sent hither for the purpose of carrying out the conspiracy
into which an -‘American minister had entered, lost no oceasion
to publish their side of the terrible scandal. Disregarding dip-
Jomatic usage and even the requirements of common decency,
Mr. Thurston, the minister acceredited tothe United States from
the Provisional Government, rushed into print whenever he
saw or thought he saw a chance to increase the misinformation
originally invented by Mr. Stevens. Hedeclared thatthe forces
of the United States were effectively placed for the care of the
outlying districts, and denied that they were located near the
government buildings for the purpose of overa.wing the Queen
and foreing her to surrender forces which she held subsequent
to the recognition of the Dole party. He asserted that the
troops of the United States had nothing te do with the surren-
der of the Queen, and that no force had been used by them for
that purpose.

Now let me eall the attention of this diplomat to the signifi-
cant fact that he has been more silent since his return from his
flying visit to Honoluln. He has had oggort.uuiﬁy to explain the
discrepancy between the letter of Mr. Dole appealing for help
after the recognition of his government, and that of Mr. Ste-
vens, asserting that the Queen’s forces had surrendered prior to

the act of *‘ prompt” recognition. Since the publication of that
letter of Mr. Dole, Mr, Thurston has had abundant opportunity
of securing from the President of the Provisional Government
explanation of the too apparent contradiction. He has had am-
ple time since his return to this country to make public an ex-
planation which would explain. But he has neglected this, and
in thus keeping silent upon so important a matter he has fol-
lowed the policy of every defender of the infamous schems
hatched by the speculating conspirators in Honolulu.

But this now careful diplomat affirms that the troops, while
located near the government buildings, were just as effective in
preventing outlawry in the residence portions of the town as if’
they had been distributed up and down the five valleys. He ex-
plains that their very presence in the city had the effect of sub-
duing the lawless elements, and that they were looked upon as
a part of the United States forces, and thercfore not to be at-
tacked. Now, let this same argument be applied to the effect
of those troops upon the Queen and her forces. Were the ad-
visers of the Queen lessintelligent thanthe hoodlums from whom
Mr. Dole feared violence as night approached? Did not the ad-
visers of the Queen realize as well as the mob that marines
landed from the Boston were a part of the United States forces?
If so. then with what truth can it be said that no force was used
by conspirators prior to the surrender? If the silent force far
away from the residence district overawed possible disturbers
there, what was i that lessened their influence in the govern-
ment square?

And there is another telltale documen$ which must be ex-
glﬂ.ined beiore credence can be given to anything offered by Mr.

tevens or Mr. Thurston. Againstthe emphatic statement that
the Provisional Government was not recognized until aiter the
* abdication of the Queen and the surrender to the Provisional
Government of her forces,” Mr. Dole wrote to the American
minister late Monday afternoon, January 16, begging his assist-
ance, and informing him that he had made demand for the sur-
render of the guardhouses. The only comment Mr. Stevens
made, so far as the records of his office were allowed to show,
was the simple indorsement upon Mr. Dole's letter, ** This re-
quest not complied with.” According to Mr. Stevens and the
solemn statement of the commissioners sent by him to this coun-
try, the Provisional Government had been established *prior to
its recornition. According to Mr. Stevens and Mr, Thurston,_
this had beon accomplished without the aid of the United
States. According to Mr. Stevens’s own words—

The coramittee of safety forthwith took
buil , archives, and treasury, and installed the Provisional Government
at the heads of the respective departments. This being ma.ccomyushod

fact, I promptly recognized the Provisional Government as the de faclo
government of the Hawalian Islands.

Now, Mr. Dole informed Mr. Stevens in the afternoon of the
17th of January that he had made demand for the surrender of
the station houses. Headmitted that the demand had not been
complied with. Several hours after the recognition of the Pro-
visional Government by Mr. Stevens, and after repeated efforts
on the part of emissaries of the Provisional Government with
the representatives of the Queen to secure a solution of the
difficulty without bloodshed, the surrenderof the Queen’sforces
was e in accordance with the following document:

C. B. WrLsox, Eaq.,
Marshal of the Kingdom: S .
You are hereby anthorized to surrender to the so-called Provisional Gov-
ernment this day established. headed by S. B. Dole, esq., the police station
andt{')ail-m prison and Government property in your possession or under your
contro -
Dated at Honolulu this 17¢h day of January, A. D. 1803,
LILIDOKALANIL, R,
SAMUEL

on of the government

Minister of FLin%na.
A.P. PETERSON,
Attorney-General,

The above was received by President Dole after his letter to
Mpr, Sievens, which I have quoted, and in which he declared
that he had not yet received the surrender of the station house,
At the same time was delivered the following protest from the
Queen, containing the decl ration of her reasons for yielding:

I, Liliuokalani, by the grace of God and under the constitution of the Ha-
walian Kingdom, Queen, do hereby solemuly protest against any and all
acts done against myself and the constitutional Government of the Hawaiian
Kingdom by eertain persons claiming to have established a Provisional
Government of and for this Kingdom.

That I yield to the superior force of the United States of America, whose
minister plenipotentiary, His Excellency John L. Stevens, has caused United
States troops to be landed at Honolulu and declared that e would support
the said Provisional Government.

Now, to avold any collision of armed forces, and perhaps the loss of ul'a
I do under this protest and impelled by said force yisld my authority un
such time as the Government of the United States shall, upon \he facts
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being presented to it, nundo the action of its representative and reinstate
me in the authority which I claim as the constitutional sovereign of the
Hawulian 1slands.
Doas at Honolulu this 17th day of January, A. D. 1803,
LILIUOKALANI, R.
SAMUEL PARKER,
Minwster of Foreign Affairs.
WM. H. RNWELL,
Minister of Finance.
JNO. F. COLBURN,
Minister of the Interior.
A. P. PETERSON,
Attorney-General,
To S. B. DOLE, Esq., and others composing the Provisional Government
of the Hawailan Islands.

It was distinctly stated that she yielded to avoid any collision
of armed forces. Sheyielded while the forcesof the United States
were so placed as to command absolutely all of the Government
buildings. Her protest is indorsed: “ Received by the hands of
the late cabinet this 17th day of January, 1803, and signed
“Sandford B. Dole, chairman of executive council of Pro-
visional Government.” This is the record made by the Pro-
visional Government itself. There is no break in the link of
evidence going to prove that this surrender was received after
Mr. Dole’s letter to the American minister acknowledging the
receipt of the recognition of the Provisional Government. In
these last two papers will be found explanation for the refusal
of Mr. Stevens to act upon the demand of the alleged President
of the Provisional Government the day before.

If Mr. Dole had been actuallyin possession of the government
buildings, and if the Queen’s forces had actually surrendered to
him, as stated by Mr. Stevens in his communication to hisGov-
ernment, what more natural than that he should respond to the

roper request of Mr. Dole for aid? But Mr. Stevens knew on

onday night that the Queen's forces had not surrendered. He
knew there was no danger of an outbreak, and refused to accede
to the request of Mr. Dole until that functionary had secured
the surrender of the Que=n's forces. No demonstration can be
lainer.. Not even the confession of the conspirators could make
t more clear that Mr. Stevens misled this Government by his
account of the overthrow of the Queen. Nothing can be plainer
than that he connived at this overthrow, and then manufactured
false testimony as to the events.

And there is one other point that must not be overlooked in
the discussion of this question. It is claimed with vehemence
by the defenders of the Provisional Government that attempt
has been made by President Cleveland to overthrow a republic
and resstablish ja monarchy in the Hawaiian Islands. hen
was a republic established thers? Can there be any pretense
that the Provisional Government possesses any of the attributes
of a republic? Has there been any opportunity offered the ]ieo-

le of that country to declare their wishes in the premises? Mr.
g‘hurst.on, hastening to Honolulu to consult with his fellow-con-
spirators, proclaims his belief that ‘The Royalists must be
stamped out.”

But has he or his friends taken the first step toward the estab-
lishment of a republic? In all the papers submitted by the
friends of the Provisional Government there is not a line indi-
cating even the intention of establishing a republic. There is,
it is true, outlined a plan by which these gentlemen, possessing
no shadow of authority from the people of the country, seek to
deliver the islands over to the Unifed States under a treaty. A
treaty made with whom? Not with the people of the Hawaiian
Islands, for they had never been consulted. The sole authority
is vested now, as it was a year ago, in the men who named them-
selves as the rulers of the islands with no shadow of right.

But it is claimed by the friends of the Provisional Govern-
ment, and the defenders of a United States minister shown to
have been guilty of falsehood in his reports to this Government
that, even admitting the fraud of Mr. Stevens, and admitting
that he had been guilty of having aided in the overthrow of a

vernment to which he was accredited, still there is no power
E?this Government to rectify the wrong; that the Provisional
Government, onee established and recognized, must remain and
be sustained by the moral support of the United States.

Sir, I repel this assertion with all the force at my command.
I repudiate the insinuation that a course that would be pro-
nounced contrary to good morals in the individual shall be held
properfor thenation. Every consideration of honor demands the
maintenance of the contrary proposition. Thereareinall partsof
the world men and women acting as Christian missionaries who
look to this Government for care and protection. They are in
China, Japan, Korea, and Africa. They are accorded respect
and protection by the authorities of the countries wherein the
labor. They have a right to demand that this Governmentsh
refrain from a course justifying the fear that missionary enter-

rises are undertaken by Americans for purﬂoses of conquest.
E‘hey remember that it is a part of well-established history that
American missionaries went to the Sandwich Islands and were

<

cordially welcomed by its ruler and accorded by him every pro-
tection and right needed.

Thesimple-hearted monarch told them thatif the gospel they
gareached was good for him it was good for his people, and he
bade them god-speed in their efforts to preach to the simple
islanders the gospel of peace and good will. What will be the
fato of our missiontries in other landsif it shall appear that the
United States Government proposes to indorse the infamous
action of which Minister Stevens has been convicted? What
will be the answer of the ruling princes of these lands if it shall
appear that the end of missionary effort is to be the overthrow
of their institutions and the dethronement of their governing
rulers?

Sir, the position assumed by the minorit.ly on this questioncan
not be defended on any principle of justice, It degrades the
American name and seeks to establish for this nation the credit
of using Christianity as a cover for land-grabbing. Andintheir
blind zeal and partisan bitterness, the gentlemen who have been
g0 bitter in arraigning the present Administration seem to have
forgotten the fact that they are losing the opportunity of de-
fending their own President against the very charge they bring
against the present Executive. I am not of those who believe
that Mr. Secretary Foster would have countenanced the action
of Minister Stevens if that gentleman had submitted to him the
letter of Mr. Dole acknowledging the fact that the recognition
of the de facto Government had been made prior to the surrender
of the Queen. Iam not of those who are so blinded by partisan-
ship as to believe that President Harrison would haye sustained
Mr, Stevens if he had known that gentleman had lied to him in
his report of the proceedings at Honolulu. And it is proved
herein that Mr. Stevens did deliberately lie in his statements of
the events of January 16 and 17, 1893,

Now, there is one more point to which I desire to call atten-
tion. I approach it with diffidence, and yet constrained by m
sense of duty as a representative of my people on this floor.

believe it the duty of every citizen to defend his country against -

unjust accusations. I moreover believe it my duty to expose
here the flimsy pretense that the present usurpers of authority
in Honolulu stand in any sense for the Christian sentiment of
this country. I know there have beengentlemen rushing before
the public and claiming to represant the Christian church while
defending the acts of a lot of land-grabbers. I know, too, that
one gentleman has been quick to leave his luxurious home on
Beretaria in Honolulu and his duties as a Christian minister to
come here and bolster up the cause of the Dole gang. I kuow
that he has, with others wearing the same garb, been active
in disseminating chargesagainst the character of thelate Queen.

Now, sir, as I have gaid, I do not care what is the character of
the Queen, so far as this investigation is concerned. But I be-
lieve it proper that the people of this country and of the world
should know what are the mental characteristics of the men who
areposing as guardians of public morals, and whoseek to blacken
the fair fame of this nation by making us particeps criminis in
their deeds. One Rev. C. M. Hyde has volunteered his sworn
statement in support of the Dole government and to sustain the
charges made against the late Queen. Who is this Rev. Dr.
Hyde? What are his antecedents,and what standing has he be-
fore honorable judges of character? I will make no reply to
thesequestionsin my own language. A full reply has been made
by one gifted with a command of language commensurate with
his hatred of villainy and false witness. I will leave this rev-
erend gentleman to the judgment of this ILe(c})ple with a reference
toa letter addressed to him by Robert Louis Stevenson, with
which I close my remarks: '

FATHER DAMIEN—AN OPEN LETTER TO REV. DR. HYDE, OF HONOLULT.
SYDKEY, February 25, 1590.

STR: It may probably oceur to you that we have met, and visited, and con-
versed; on my side, with interest. You may remember that you have done
me several courtesies, for which I was prepared to be grateful. But thereare
duties which come before gratitude, and offenses which juzmivs divide
friends, far more acquaintances. Your letter to the Rev. H.B.G adocu-
ment which, in my sight, if you had fillled me with bread when I was starv-
ing, if you had sat up to nurse my father when he lay a-dying, would yetab-
solve me from the bonds of gratitude. You know enough, doubtless, of the
grocass of canonization to be aware that, a hundred years after the deathof

amien, there will appear a man charged with the painful office of the dev-
iI’'s advocate. After that noble brother of mine, and of all frail clay, shall
have lain a century at rest, one shall accuse, one defend him. The circum-
stance is unusual that the devil's advocate should be a volunteer, should be
& member of a sect immediately rival, and should make haste to take upon
himself his ugly office ere the bones are cold; unusual, and of a taste which

I shall leave my readers free to qualify; unusual, and to me inspiring. IfI°

have at all learned the trade of using words to convey truth and to arouse
emotion, you have at 1ast furnished me with a subject. For it-is in thein-
terest of all mankind and the cause of public decency in every guarter of the
world, not only that Damien should be righted, but that you and your let-
ter should be displayed at length, in their true celors, to the public eye.
To do this pro;ierly, I must begin by quoting you at large: I shall then
roceed to criticise your utterance from several points of view, divine and
uman, in the course of which I shall attempt to W a%ﬂn and with more
specification the character of the dead saint whom it has pleased you to
lify; so much being done, I ahall say farewell to you forever.
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“HONOLULT, August 2, 1589,

“DEAR BROTHER: In answer to your inquiries about Father Damien, Ican
only reply that we who knew the man are surprised at the extravagant
newspaper laudations, as if he was a most saintly philanthropist,

*The simple truth is, he was a coarse, dirty man, head strong and bigoted.
He was not sent to Molokal, but went there without orders; did not stay at
the leper settlement (before he became one himself), but circulated freely
over the whole island (less than half the island is devoted to the lepers), and
he came often to Honoluln. He had no hand in the reforms and improve-
ments inangurated, which were the work of our board of health, as occasion
required and means were provided. He was not a pure man in his relations
with women, and the leprosy of which he died should be attributed to his
vices and carelessness. Others have done much for the lepers, our own
ministers, the Government physicians, ete., but never with the Catholic idea
of meriting eternal life,

“Yours, etc.,

“Rev. H. B. GAGE.”

To deal fitly with a letter so extraordinary, I must draw at the outsat on
my private knowledge of the signatory and his sect. It may offend others;
scarcely you, who have been so busy to collect, so bold to publish, gossip on
your rivals. And this is, perhaps, the moment when I may best explain to

ou the character of what you are to read: I conceive you as a man quite

yond and below the reticences of elvility: with what measure you mete,
with that shall it be measured you a, ; with you, at least, I rejoice to feel
the button off the foil and to plunge home. And if in aught that I shall sag
I should offend others, your colleagues, whom I respect and remember wit
affection, I can but offer them my regret; I am not free, I am inspired by the
consideration of interests far more large; and such pain as can be ted
by anything from me must be indeed trifling when compared with the pain
with which they read your letter. Itis not the hangman, but the ¢ al,
that brings dishonor on the house.

You beiong, sir, to a sect—I belleve my sect, and that in which my ances-
tors labored—which has enjoyed, and partly failed to utilize, an exceptional
advantage in the islands of Hawali. The first missionaries came; they
found the land already self-purged of its old and bl faith; they were
embraced, almost on their arrival, with enthusiasm; what troubles they

supported cams far more from whites than from Hawalians; and to these
last they stood (in a rough figure) in the shoes of God. -

This is not the place to enter into the degree or causes of their fallure,
guch as itis. One element alone is Rert.inam, and must here be plainly dealt
with. Inthecourse of theirevangelical calling, they—or too many of them—
grew rich. It may be news to you that the houses of missionaries are a
causeof mocking on the streets of Honolulu. It will at least benews to you,
that when I returned your civil visit, the driver of my cab commen on
the size, the taste, and the comfort of your home. Itwould have been news
certainly to myself, had any one told me that afternoon that I should live to
drag such matter into print. But you see, sir, how you degrade better men
to your own level; it 1s needful for those who are to judge betwixt you
and me, betwixt Damién and the devil's advocate, should understand your
letter to have been penned in a house which could raise, and that very justly,
the envy and the comments of the passers-by. I think (to employ a phrase
of yours which I admire) iv*should be attributed” to you taat you have
never visited the scene of Damien’s life and*death. If you had, and had re-

*calded it and looked about your pleasant rooms, even your per perhaps
would have bean stayed.

Your sect (and remember, as far as any sect avowa me, 1t is mine) has not
dome i1l in a woridly sense in the Ha an K om. When calamity be-
fell their innocent parishioners, when leprosy descended and took root in
the eight islands, a guid pro guo was to be looked for. To that prosperous
mission, and to you, asone of its adornments, God had sent at last an oppor-
tunity. Iknow I am touching here upon a nerve acutely sensitive. I know
that others of your colleagues look back on the inertia of your church, and
the intrusive and decisive heroism of Damien, with something almost to be
called remorse. I am sure it is so with yourself; I am persuaded your
letter was inspired with a certain envy, not essentially ignoble, and the one
human trait to be espied in that performance. You were thinking of the
lost chance, the past day; of that which should have been conceived and
was not; of the service due and not rendered. Time was, said the voice in
your ear, in your pleasant room, as you sat raging and writing; and if the
words written were base beyond parallel, the rage, I am happy to repeat—
it is the only compliment 1 shall pay you—the rage was almost virtuous.
But, sir, when we have failed, and another has succeeded; when we have
stood by, and another has ste iu; when we sit and grow bulky in our
charming mansions,and a plain, uncouth peasant steps into the battle,
under the eyes of God, and succors the aficted, and consoles the dying, and
is himself afflicted in his turn, and dies upon the field of honor—the battla
can not be retrieved as your unhappy irritation has suggested. It is a lost
battle, and lost forever. One thing remained to youin your defeat—some
rags of common honor; and these you have made haste to cast away.

mmeoen honor; not the honor of having done an{:;hiug right, but the
honor of not having done aught conspicuously foul; the honor of the inert;
that was what remained to you. We are not all expected to be Damiens; a
man may conceive his duty more narrowly, he may love his comforts better;
and none will cast a stone at him for that. But will a gentleman of your
reverend profession allow me an example from the fields of gallantry?
‘When two gentlemen compete for the favor of a lady, and the one 8
and the other is rejected, and (as will sometimes happen) matter dam.
to the successful rival’s credit reaches the ear of the defeated, it is held by
plain men of no Eretansions that his mouth is, in the circumstance, almost
necessarily cl . Your church and Damien's were in Hawaii upon a ri-
valry to do well; to help, to , to set divine examples. You ha.vh:(ng (in
one huge instance) failed, and Damien ed, I marvel it should not
have occurred to {gu that you were doomed t6 silence; that when you had
been outstripped in that high rivalry, and satinglorious in the midst of your
well-being, in your pleasant room—and Damien, crowned with %ories and
horrors, toiled and rotted in that pigstyeof his under the cliffs of Kalawao—
you, the elect who would not, were the last man on earth to collect and
propmt«e Igoasip on the volunteer who would and did.

I think 1 see you—for I try to see you in the flesh as I write these sen-
tences—I think saogou leap at the word pigst]s]'a. a hyperbolical expression
at the best. *‘Hehad nohandinthe reforms,” hewas** acoarse, dirty man;"
these were your own words; and you may think it sible that I am come
to support you with fresh evidence. In a sense, it 1s even so. Damien has
been oo much depieted witha conventional halo and conventional features;
80 drawn by men who perhaps had not the eye to remark or the pen to ex-
press the individual; or who perhaps were only blinded and silenced by gen-
erdus admiration, such as I partly envy for myself; such asyon, if your soul
were enlightened, wonld envy on your bended knees.

It is the least defect of such a method of portraiturethat it makes the path
easy for the devil's advocate, and leaves for the misuse of the slanderer a
ronsiderable fleld of truth. For the truth that is suppressed by friends is

*From the Sydney Presbyterian, October 26, 1889,

“C. M. HYDE."#

the readiest weapon of the enemy. The world, in your despite, may perhaps
oWe you some , if your letter be the means of substituting once for all
a credible likeness for a wax abstraction. For, if that world at all remem-
ber you, on the day when Damien of Molokai shall be named Saint, it will
be in virtue of one work: your letter to the Rev. H. B. Gage.

You may ask on whatauthority I speak. It was mg inclement dest: to
become acquainted, not with Damien, but with Dr. Hyde. When I visited
the lazaretto Damien was already in his resting grave. But such infor-
mation as I have, I gathered on the spot in conversation with those who
knew him well and long: some indeed who revered his memory; but others
who had sparred and led with him, who beheld him with no halo, who
perhaps raP'arded him with small resp2ct, and through whose nnprepared
and scarcely partial communications the plain, human features of the man
shone on me convineingly. These gave me what knowledge I possess; and I
learnt it in that scene where it could be most completely and sensitively un-
derstood—Kalawao, which yon have never visited, about which you have
never so much as endeavored to inform yourself, for, brief as your letter is,

ol have found the means to stumble intothat confession. * Less than one-

alf of tha island,” you say, ‘'is devoted to the lepera.” Molokai—*" Molokai
ahing,” the *‘gray,"” lofty, and most desolate island—along all its northern
slde plunc%fs a front of precipice into a sea of unusual profundity. ]
range of cliff is, from east to west, the true end and frontier of the island.
Only in one spot there projects into the ocean a certain triangular and
rugged down—grassy, stony, windy, and rising in the midst into a hill with
a dead crater: the whole bearing to the cliff that overhangs it somewhat the
same relation as a bracket to a wall. With this hint you will now be ableto
&ick ont the leper station on a map; you will be able to judge how much of

olokal is thus cut off between the surf and precipice, whether less than a
half, or less than a guarter, or a fifth, or a tenth—or say, a twentieth: and
the next time you burst into print you will be in a position to share with us
the issue of your calculations.

I imagine you to be one of those persons who talk with cheerfulness of that
place which oxen and wainropes could not drag you to behold. You, who
do not even know its situation on the mapglro bly denounce sensational
descriptions, stretching your limbs the while in your pleasant parlor on
Beretania street. When I was pulled ashore there one early morning there
sat with me in the boat two sisters, bidding farewell (in humble imitation
of Damien) to the lights and joys of human life. One of these wept silently;
I could not withhold myself joining her. Had you been there it is my
belief that nature would have triumphed even in you; and as the boat drew
but a little nearer, and you beheld the stairscrowded with abominable de-
formations of our common manhood, and saw yourself landing in the midst
of such a population as only now and then surrounds us in the horror of a
nightmare—what a hay eye you would have rolled over your reluctant
shoutder towaras the house on Beretania street! Had you gone on; had
you found every fourth face a blot upon the landscapa; had you visited the
hospital and seen the butt-ends of human be lyfug there almost unrec-
ognizable, but still breathlniestiu thinking, s remembering, you would
haveunderstood that life in the lazaretto is an ordeal from which the nerves
of a man's spirit shrink, even as his eye quails under the brightness of the
sun; yon would have felt it was (even w-da.ygna pitiful place to visit and a
hell to dwell in. It isnot the fearof ible Infection. Thatseems a little
thing when compared with the gain. the pity, and the disgust of the visitor's
surroundings, and the atmosphere of affliction, disease, and physical dis-
grace in wi he breathes. Ido not think I am a man more than usually
timid; but I neverrecall the daysand nights I spentu that island prom-
ontory (eight days and seven nights) without heartfelt thankfulness that I
am somewhere else. Ifind inm dlaryhhatlspeakotmgg.r&yasa“ d-
ing ex?erlenoa:" I have once jotted in the margin, * rowing is the
word;" and when the Mokolii me at last towards the outer world, I
kept repeating to myself, with a new conception of their pregnancy, those
simple words of the song:

- “'Tjs the most distressful country that ever yet was seen.”’

And observe: that which I saw and suffered from was a settlement %u.lgsd,
bettered, beautified; the new village built, the hospital, and the Bishop-
Home excellently arranged; the sisters, the doctor, and the missionaries,
all indefal ble in their noble tasks.

It was a different place when Damien came there and made his great re-
nunciation, and slept that first night under a tree amidst his rotting brethre
aloze with pestilence; and looking forward (with what co , With wha
pitifol of dread, God only knows) to a lifetime of dressing soresand

stumps.

You will say, perhaps, I am too sensitive, that sights as abound in
cancer hospit.ah and are confronted -daily by doctors and nurses. I have
long learned to admire and envy [the doctors and the nurses. But there is
no cancer hospital so large and populous as Kalawao and Kalaupapa; and
in such a matter every fresh case, like every inch of length in the pipe of an
organ, deepens the note of the impression; for what daunts the onlooker is
that monstrous sum of human suffering by which he stands surrounded.
Lastly, no doctor or nurse is called upon to enter once for all the doors of
that gehenna; they do not say farewell: they need not abandon hoPa on its
sad hold; they but go for a time to their high calling, and can look for-
ward as they go to relief, to recreation, and to rest. But Damien shut to
with his own hand the doors of his own sepulcher.

1 shall now extract three ges from my diary at Kalawao:

A. “Damienisdead and ady somewhat ungratefully remembered in the
field of hislabors and snﬂarlnﬁd ‘ He was a good man, but very officlous,’
says one. Another tells me he fallen (as other érles{.a 80 easily do) into
something of the ways and habits of thought of a Kanaka; but he had the
wit to recognize the fact, and the good sense to laugh at [over] it. . A plain
manit seems he was; I can not find he was apopular.”

B. ‘““After Ragsdale's death l{ltagsdala was & famous Luna, or overseer, of
the unruly settlement] there followed a brief term of office by Father Damien,
which served only to publishthe weakness of that nobleman. He was rough
in his ways, and he had no control. Authority was relaxed; Damien’s life
was threatened, and he was soon aager to resign.”

C. “OfDamienI begintohaveanidea. Heseems to have been a man of the
peasantclass, certainly of the peasant type; shrewd, orant, and bigoted,
¥yet with an open mind, and capable of recel and ting a reproof if it
were bluntly administered; superbly generous intheleastthing aswellas in
the greatest, and as ready to give hislast shirt (althoughnot without human
grumbling) as he had been to sacrifice his life; essentially indiscreet and
officious, which made him a troublesome colleague; domineering in all his
ways, which made him incurably unpopular with the Kanakas, but yet
destitute of real authority, so that boys langzhed at him and he must
‘carry out his wishes by means of bribes. He learned to have a mania for
doctoring; and set up the Kanakas against the remedies of his regular ri-
vals; perhaps (if anything matter at all in the treatment of such a disease)
the worst thing that he did, and certainly the easiest.

The best and worst of the man ap?ear very plainly in hisdealings with Mr.
Cha, n's money; he had orifmx.l ylaid it out [intended to lay it out] en-
tirely for the benefit of Catholics, and even so not wisely; but after a long,
plain talk, he admitted his error fully and revised thelist. The sad state of




1898 .

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

FEBRUARY 5,

the " home isin part the result of his lack of control; in of his own
glovenly ways and false ideas of hygiene. Brother officials to call it
‘Damien’s town." ‘Well," they would say, ‘your Chinatown kee
growing.' Ana he would laugh with perfect good nature, and adhere to
errors with perfect obstinacy. So much I have gathered of truth about this
ain, noble human brother and father of ours; his imperfections are the

t5 of his face, by which we know him for our fellow; his martyrdom and

example nothing can lessen or annul; and only a personhere on the spot
can properiy appreciate their greatness.”

I have set down these private passages, as you perceive, without correc-
tion; thanks to you, the public has them in their bluntness. They are al-
most & list of the man's faults, for 1tis rather these that I was seeking; with
his virtues, with the heroie profile of his life, I and the world were alread
sufficiently agﬂualnm I was besides a little suspicious of Catholic testl-
mony; in no ill sense, but merely because Damien's admirers and disciples
were the least likely to be critical. I know you will be more suspiclous
still; and the facts set down above were one and all collected from the lips
of Protestants who had op the father in his life. Yet I am strangely
deceived, or they bulld up the image of a man, with all his weaknesses, es-
nemln.ll‘y heroie, and alive with ruggzed honesty, generosity, and mirth.

Take it for what it is, rough private jottings of the worst sides of Damien’s
character, collected from the lips of those who had labored with and (in your
own phrase) * knew the man; "' though I question whether Damien would
have said that he knew you.

Take it, and observe with wonder how well you were served by your gos-
sips, how ill by your intelligence and smthy: in how many points of fact
we are at one, and how widely our spg tions varfv. There is something
wrong here; either with you or me. It is possible, for instance, that you,
who seem to have 8o many ears in Kalawao, had heard of the affair of Mr.
Chapman’s money, and were singly struck by Damien’s intended -
doing. I was struck with that also, and set it fairly down; but I was strue
much more by the fact that he had the honesty of mind to be convinced. I
m& here tell you that it was a long business; that one of his colleagues sat
with him late into the night, multiplying arguments and accusations; that
the father listened as usual with “ perfect -nature and perfect obsti-
nacy;" but at the last, when he was —“Yes,"” said he, “I am very
much obliged to you; you have done me a service; it would have been a
theft." There are many (not Catholics merely) who require their heroes
and saints to be infallible; to these the story will be painful; not to the true
lovers, patrous, and servants of mankind.

And I take it, thisisa of our division; that you are one of those who
have an eye for faults failures; that you take a pleasure to find and pub”
lish them; and that, having found them, you make te to forget the over-
vailing virtues and the real success which had alone introduced them to
your knowledge. Itisa dangercus frame of mind. That you may under-
stand how dangerous, and into what a situation it has already brought you,
we will (if you please) go hand in hand through the different phrases of

letter and candidly examine each from the point of view of its truth,
ts appositeness, and its charity.

D vess s ¥ ke for the 1 who had onl

tis very possible. You make us sorry for the lepers, who ¥y a
coarse t)ﬁll&y peasant for their friend and father. But you, who Were 80 re-
fined, why were you not there to cheer them with the lights of culture? Or
may I remind you that we have some reason to doubt if John the Baptist
were genteel; and in the case of Peter, on whose career you doubtless dwell
approviigly in the pulpit, no doubt at all he was a ‘*coarse, headstrong”
fisherman! Yeteven in our Protestant Bibles Peter is called Saint.

Damien was dirty.

He wasa., Think of the poor lepers annoyed with this dirty comrade!
the clean Dr. Hyde was at his food in & fine house.

Damien was headstrong.
hI ?ﬁew you are right again; and I thank God for his strong head and

eart.

Damien was bigoted.

Iam not fond of bigots myself, because they are not fond of me. Butwhat
is meant by bigdiry, that we should regard it as a blemish in a priest?
Damien believed in his own religion with the simplicity of a peasant or a
child; as I would I could suppose that youdo. For I wonder at him
some way off; and had that been his only character, should have avolded
him in life. Butthe point of interest in Damnien, which has cansed him to
be so much talked about and made him at last the subject of your pen and
mine. was that, in him, his btgon'y, his intense and narrow faith, wrought
pmentlly for good, and strengthened him to be one of the world's heroes and
exemplars. .

Damien was not sent to Molokal, but went there without orders.

Is this a misreading? or do you really mean the words for blame? I have
heard Christ, in the lg:ﬂplm of our Church, held up for imitation on the
ground that his sacrifice was voluntary. Does Dr. Hyde think otherwise?

Damien did not stay at the settlement, ete.

It is true he was allowed many indulgences. Am I to understand that

o blame the father for profiting by these, or the officers for granting them?

either case, it is a mighty Spartan standard to issue from the house on
Berstania street; and I am convinced you will find yourself with few sup-

TLers.

Damien had no hand in the reforms, ete.

I think even you will admit that I have already been frank in my dasc‘l;lfr
tion of theman I am defending: but before I tale youup upon this head. I will
be franker suill, and tell You that perhaps nowhere in the world can a man
taste a more pleasurable sense of contrast than when he passes from
Damien's “Chinatown" at Kalawao to the beautiful Bishop-Home at Kalau-

p‘Rthhpamtﬁin my desirve to make all fair for you, I will break my rule
and adduce Catholic testimony. Hereisa efrom my diary about my
visit to the Chinatown, from which you see how it 13 (even now) regarded
by its own officials: * We went round ali the dormitories, refectories, ete.—
dark and dingy enough, with a su clal cleaniiness. which he " [Mr. but-
ton, the lay bmthar?f“ didnot seek to defend. ‘It is almostdecent,’ sald he;
‘the sisters will make that all right when we get them here.”” And yet I
gathered it was already better since Damien was dead, and far better than
when he was there alone and had his own (not always excellent) way. I
have now come far enough to meet you on a common ground of fact; and I
tell you that, to a mind nn;gej ced by jealousy. all the reforms of the
lazaretto, and even those ch he most vigorously opposed, are properly
the work of Damien. They are the evidence of his success; they are what
his heroism provoked from the reluctant and the careless. Many were be-
fore him in the field;: Mr. Meyer, for instance, of whose faithful work we
hear too littlé; there have been many since; and some had more worldly
Wwisdom, th h none had more devotion, than our saint. Before his day,
even you will confess, they had effected little. It was his part, by one
striking act of martyrdom, to direct all men’s eyes on that distressful coun-
try. At a blow, and with the price of his life, he made the place illustrious
:Igdpubm And that, if you consider largely, was the one reform

ful; t of all that should succeed: It brought money; it bro t
(best mm;mmum of them all) the sisters; it brought sﬂpm'vml

But

for public opinion and public interest landed with the man at Kalawao. If
ever any man brought reforms, and died to ¢ them, it was he. Thereis
not a clean cup or towel in the Bishop Home, but dirty Damien washed it.

Damien was not a pure man in his relations with women, etc.

How do you know that? Is this the nature of the conversation in that
house on Beretania street which the cabman envied, drlvl:;gngaat..’-—r de-
lt?uol% gi gm misconduct of the poor peasant priest, toiling er the s of

Many have visited the station before me; they seem not to have heard the
rumor. When I was there I heard many shocking tales, for my informants
were men speaking with the plainness of the lalty; and I heard plenty of
complaints of en. Why was this never mentioned? and how came it
to you in the retirement of your clerical parlor?

ut I mustnot even seem to deceive {ou, This scandal, when Iread it in
your letter, was not new to me. I had heard it once before; and I must tell
you how. There came to Samoa a man from Honolulu; he, in a pubiic house
on the beach, volunteered the statement that Damien had “ contracted the
dizease from having connection with the female lepers;" and I find a joy in
telling you how the ra?ort. was welcomed in a public house. A man sprang
to his feet; I amnotat liberty to give hisname, but from what I heard I doubt
if yon would care to have him to dinner in Beretania street. *You misera-
ble little —"' (here 18 a word I dare not L}:n-im. itwould soshock your dh.rs).
“You miserable little —," he cried, “‘{f the story were a thousand times
troe, can't gou see youare amillion times a lower — for daring to repeat
it?" I wish it could be told of you that when the reportreached you in your
house, perhaps after f; worship. you had found in your soul enough
h%lxy anger to receive it with the same expressions; ay, even with that one
which I dare not print; it would not need to have been blotted away, like
Uncle Toby’s oath, by the tears of the recording angel; it would have been
counted to you for your brl%rr:;.estrlghwousness. But you have deliberately
chosen the part of the man from Honolulu, and you have played it with im-
provements of your own. The man from Honolulu—miserable, leering
creature—communicated the tale to a rude knot of beach-combing drinkers
in a public house, where (I will s0 far agree with your temperance opinions)
man is not a.lw_ags at his noblest; and the man from Honolulu had himseif"
been drinking—drinking, we may charitably fancy, to excess. It was toyour
‘““dear brother, the Rev. H. B. Gage,"” that you chose to communicate the
sickening story; and the blue ribbon which adorns your portly bosom for-
bids me to allow you the extenuating plea that you were drunk when it was
dmm.1 E’t’gﬁ “‘dear broth?r"—a. brot.l;‘er mdeed-—mad&_l haste to delivng up
your le A3 & Means o frwe perhaps) to the religious ;;‘ers; where,
after many months, Ifound and read and wondered at it: anf: ence I have
now reproduced it for the wonder of others. And you and your dear brother
have, by this eycle of operations, built u&: a contrast very editying to exam-
inein detail. The man whom you would not care to have to dinner, on the
one side; on the other, the Rev. Dr. Hyde and the Rev. H. B. Gage: the Apia
barroom, the Honolulu manse. :

But I fear you scarce appreciate how you appear to your fellow-men; and
to bring it home to vou, I will supposé your story to be true. I will sup-

d God forgive me for supposing it—that Damien faltered and stum-

led in his narrow path of duty; 1 will suppose that, in the horror of his iso-
lation, perhaps in the fever of incipient hs, who was doing so much
more than he had sworn, failed in the letter of his priestly oath—he, who
was so much a better man than either you or me, who did what we have
never dreamed of daring—he, too, tasted of our common frailty. *0, y
the pity of 1t!" The least tender should bs moved to tears; the most u*
lou; tc& prayer. And all that youcould do was to pen your letter to the Rev.

. Gage!

Isit growing at all clear to you what a picture yon have drawn of your
own heart? I will try yet once again to make it clearer. You had a father;
suppose this tale were about him, and some informant brought it to yon,
proof in hand. I am not making too high an estimate of your emotional na-
ture when I sumse you would regret the circumstance; that you would
feel the tale of t¥ the more keenly since it shamed the author of your
days, and that the last thing you would do would be to publish it in the re-
ligious press? Well, the man who tried todo what Damien did is my father,
and the father of the man in the Apia bar, and the father of all who love
goodness; and he was your father too, if God had given you grace to see it.

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the quotation with
which the eloquent gentleman from Maine |Mr. BOUTELLE]
closed his remarks, so far as it is an appeal to American senti-
ment, American honor, and American patriotism, awakens the
liveliest commendation and the deepest echoes. But I am not
aware, Mr, Speaker, of any Polynesian battlefields or Honolulu
contests over which the American flag has ever waved, and
therefore, while conceding that it is exceedingly gratifying to
an American to read or tohear fine poetry glorifying his national
emblem, I can not conceive why it shoulg kindle similar emo-
tions among the inhabitants of Otaheite or the Kanalkas of the
southern seas. On the other hand, I can understand that our
flag might, under certain circumstances, appear to them as any
other stranger flag, and, though brilliant with all the glory of
all the battlefields of this continent, might seem to them an em-
blem of wrongdoing and oppression.

: THE RESOLUTIONS ARE UNNECESSARY.

Mr. Speaker, we had a serious matter before us if we had
takenitin therighttime. I was much struck, though, with the
remarks of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]in the address
with which he closed his side of the tariff debate the other day,
when he declared that the passage of events had made the con-
sideration of these resolutions ancient history. A month ago,
gir, there might have been a great deal of fervor and emotion
aroused by the consideration of these resolutions, but the mat-
ters to which they refer have now become largely obsolete.

A government is established in the Sandwich Islands with
which no part of the American people is in conflict. A govern-
ment is estiblished in the Sandwich Islands against which no
party and no portion of the power of the Republic is exercised
or arrayed. The situation is like the story found in Seriptures
where, in spirit, the Jewish g het was taken to the aE%a of
the valley of Dry Bones and bidden to view the sepulcher, where
in former times contending armies had laid them down to their
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eternal sleep. And he was bidden to prophesy over it the first
and second and third time; and as he prophesied bone grew to
bone, and at last the fleshy forms arose before his spiritual eye.
But then the story pauses. Hecould not getconflict outof them
after they were rehabilitated! And no more can the gentlemen
who are agitating this question hope to secure permanent ad-
vancement of American interests anywhere by their discussion.
All that is hoped for, gentlemen, in regard to this ancient his-
tory—made aneient by the rapid of events in the Poly-
nesian group—all that you hope for, Messrs. Republicans, is a
political advantage; and we intend that you shall not get it out
of these resolutions. [Applause.]
ALL AMERICANS AGREE ON SOME PART OF EACH OF THE RESOLUTIONS.

There are four resolutions pending before this House. They
agree remarkably well in many points. Every man subscribes
to certain portions of those resolutions. 1 propose to analyze
them and see which, if any of them, should be passed.

And first, the resolution offered by the gentleman from Maine
{Mr. BOUTELLE] on the 19th of December last. Is the Repub-

ican side of this House prepared to vote for that resolution?
Let us see. It declares—

‘W hereas the executive communications just read to this House—

And here let me pause to say that in preparing and’ present-
ing this resolution, the honorable f;nllemﬂ.n from Maine him-
self disproves the claim that he makes for preéminence in pub-
lic duty when he says that he presented this question to the
Republic because in the recital of his resolution he declares that
the Executive communications which had been spread before
this House brought the matter to the attention of the House and
the country. And I ask the House to note another fact—that
during all the time that this matter was impendinq during the
former Administration, not one word was communicated to the
American House of Representatives of all the proceedings that
were taking place in regard to annexation. So that if the few
days that intervened after the Administration at present in
ﬁawer was preparing itself to deal with this question amounted

a lack of confidence, what may be saidof the previous Admin-
istration, whose archives bristle all through with proof of eve
step that had been taken in the negotiations, and not one wor
of which had ever been communicated to this House or to the
American people?

On the contrary, sir, when this treaty and the accompanying
documents made here and in Honolulu were sent to the Senate
of the United States,they were sent under the seal of secrecy.
And therefore we may well claim that the first publie disclosure
mnde in this behalf was made by the present President of the

United States. He is the first official who took the American
people into his confidence. Butthe resolution proceeds further:

W hereas the axecutive communications just read to this House clearly dis-
tatives as a coUrdinate branch

close that the rights of the Houseof Re
ve been invaded by the Executive

of the Congress of the United States
Department—

Is that true? Where is the constitutional right embodied in
this House to share, at the time of their oceurrence, in diplo-
matic negotiations? Isitnottruethatfrom the time that George
‘Washington sent his ministers abroad until to-day, the one
branch of this Government that had a right to deal with execu-
tive affairs of this kind has been the Senate, not the whole Con-
gress? It is not a breach of privilege that executive communi-
cations are kept for a long time under the seal of executive se-
crecy. So that this resolution recites as a matter of law athing
which is not the law; and I do not believe that gentlemen on
the other side will willingly vote for a false statement of the
law; but T proceed—

in furnishing secret instructions to a minister tentiary of the United
Btates to conspire with the representatives of a deposed and discredited
monarchy for the subversion and overthrow of the established republican
government to which he was accredited.

Towhat ** republican ” government was Mr. Willis accredited?
Mr. BOUTELLE. He was accredited to Hon. Sanford B.

Dole.
- Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Is Sanford B. Dole a “republican
government?”

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is he notthe President of the Hawaiian
Provisional Government?

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Is that a republican government?

Mr. BOUTELLE. 1tis pot a monarchical government.

Mr. BLACK of 1llinois. The recital of this resolution which

ou ask this House to pass is that he was conspiring to over-

row a republican government.

Mr, BOUTELLE. I assume that they had republican lean-
ings, as they were trying to be annexed to this country.

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I allow no assumptions. n you
ask the House of Representatives, sitting in high council, to de-

clare a fact, you must prove that fxct. If you now are able to
show that Mr. Willis was accredited to a republican government,

name your government; if not, withdraw your resolution. [Ap-

plause.]

Mr. BOUTELLE. He was accredited to the Hon. Sanford B.
Dole. 1refer you to the document.

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I will not bandy words. The gen-
tleman knows the point that is made against his resolution. He
can not expect the majority of this House to pass a resolution
which is false in its recital of facts; and I believe he may well
be said to lean upon a broken reed when he calls upon his col-
leagues to do'so. .

I ask my friend from Illinois [Mr. HIT‘T1. the member who is
leading this attack on behalf of the minority of the Committee
on Foreign Affairs, to tell this House before he urges the
sage of the resolution of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Bou-
TELLE] to what republican government was Mr. Blount accred-
ited? The Government to which he was accredited was a gov-
ernment provisional in its character, at the head of which was
Sanford B. Dole, and backing whom were thirteen gentleman,
drawn at haphazard, if you please, from the body of the people
of the Sandwich Islands, . They were the men whoassembled and
proclaimed a provision:1 government. They were the men who
nominated officers and appointed themselves thereto: they were
the men who then took possession of the police force and the
little militia, and surrounded their house of government with
that force and that militia,

But tell me, if you please, my honored colleague, you that have
moved the adoption of this resolution, &t what point in its his-
tory did the Provisional Government of Hawali become a re-
publican government? Did it become a republican government
when the proclamstion was made? Did if me so when that
council assembled? When and where has it submitted aconsti-
tution? When and where has it adopted aconstitution? When
and where has it proclaimed a constitution? When and where
have the Eiople Hawalii voted in favorof sucha constitution?
And if it has never been submitted to them, if it has never b2en
voted upon by them, if it has never been adopted by them, if it
is held there, as my eloquent friend from Illinois [Mr. HiTT] de-
ciared, with sandbag barriers and rifles and with an armed
force, determined for the glory of ‘‘the American system” to
sustain that government, tell me does that constitute a repub-
lican government? [Applauseonthe Democraticside, and cries,
1t does not!"”]

Moreover, this junta of self-chosen officials proceeded in their
offices to execute monarchic laws under a monarchic constitu-
tion and with usurped and dictatorial powers, self-nssumed, and
enforced with armed power. Sirs, the recital in the resolution
of that as a fact which is not true is such that no gentleman in
fha House can wisely vote in favor of the passage of that reso-

ution.

Mr. BOUTELLE. What would the gentleman like to submit
as an amendment?

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I will not make any suggestion con-
cerning that.

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like to accommodate the gentle-
man, as he apparently desires to vote for that resolution. I
would like to make it satisfactory to the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr, BLACK].

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. T assure you that when it comes to
the vote we will attend to that whole business for wu in style.
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] We will not
ad;ft our resolution.

P E’ENDLETON of West Virginia. It will not need any
amendment then.

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. The further statement of the gentle-
men from Maine in his resolution is:

Second. Resolved, That it i1s the sense of this House that any interven-

n—-
And here I omit a clause—

in the internal affairs of a friendly recognized government, to disturb or
overthrow it—

And here I drop a sentence —

is contrary to the upollcy and traditions of the Re
ggi‘:lé. ofthe Constitution, and cannot be to o prom;

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is just as good.

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Another thing: the gentleman from
Illigois [Mr. HrTT] presented a shorter resolution, from which I
e 3 :

blic and the letter and
y or emphatically repro-

That it is the sense of this House that—
Here I omit a line—
intervention in the affairs of a friendly recognized government—
And here I drop a line—
is contrary to the policy aud traditions of the Repubiic and thte spirit of the

_QConstitution.
I say thatevery recital that I have resd {rom these resolutions
is found in almost the same words in the resolution presented by
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the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and you would hardly expect
us to limit the scope of our resolution in that declaration of
principles by drawing the lines down to a narrowness to suit the
purposes of & p:tr;iy. The resolutions that are presented by the
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. MCCREARY] contain all that I
have quoted, and are broader, and fit the whole case and the
whole sentiment of this country.

Now, the resolution of the gentlemsn from Maine [Mr. BoU-
TELLE} and the resolution of my friend from Illinois [Mr. HIT':‘}
contain three recitals each of which is a limitation 6n the gener:
propositions to which I wish to call attention.

The first limitation impozed upon the general doctrine by the

antleman from Maine is this: That the Executive of the United

tates, its civil or military representatives, withoul authority of
Congress, will not allow interference in the affairs of a friendly
recognized government.

I say, Mr. Speaker, that the Democratic doctrine upon that

int is broader than this; our policy is that there shall be no

tervention in the affairs of a friendly foreign nation, with or
without the direction of the Congress. The Democratic doctrine
is that even if Congress should undertake to intermeddle with
the affairs of a foreign people, it would be violative of our poli-
cies and our traditions. Therelore the limitation imposed in the
resolution of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] is not
a correct limitation.

I say this Government has no right to interfere in the domes-
tic affairs of any foreign people. And so with the next limita-
tion which is imposed by the resolution of the gentleman from
Maine. It isa limitation of the scope and purpose and declara-
tion of the mighty Monroe doctrine, and the doctrine of nonin-
tervention, and therefore when we, the Democratic Represent-
atives in this House, come to vote upon that question, we will
vote for the broad and general declaration of policy set forthin
the McCreary resolutions and which indorses the PRINCIPLE an-
nounced by the President. rather than for one that is narrowed
and prescribed by the limitations contained in the other resolu-

tions.

Mr. BOUTELLE., Would the gentleman like to have a sen-
tence from the Democratic platform read right there?

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. And so,also,in regard to the resolu-
tion of my friend from Illinois [Mr. HITT], it contains this limi-
tation:

Resolved, That the Government of the United States shall not interfere

with the affairs of a friendly recognized nation to disturb and overthrow it
and substitute a monarchy therefor.

Mr. Speaker, we go away beyond that, and we say when we
pass the resolution from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, that
we are not to interfere with the domestic affairs of a friendly
nation for any purpose. The adoption of the resolution of the
Committee on Foreign Affairs contains all that there is good in
the resolutions offered both by the gentleman from Maine and
the gentleman from Illinois, and rejects the limitations and
makes the doctrine as broad as the continent, by which every
American Representative can well afford to stand. [Loud ap-
plause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. REED. May I offer a suggestion to the gentleman?

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. If it is not taken from my time. I
always listen with the keenest appreciation fo the gentleman
from Maine,

Mr. REED. My suggestion is that in broadening this thing
you fail to hit the mark. [Laughter on the Republican side.]

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. That is not for the gentleman to de-
cide.

Mr. REED. I am not deciding it.

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I am not seeking your kindly judg-
ment in the matter.

Mr. REED. I do not undertake to decide it; I only offer to
make a suggestion [laughter on the Republican side] in connec-
tion with what you have said, which seems to have met with ap-

roval.

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Notwithstanding the fact that the
gentleman’s suggestions are always perfectly lovely, both in
manner and in spirit, I can not accept them. [Laughter on the
Democratic side. |

Mr. REED. Iam quite aware of the fact that you can not.

A SKIEMISH FOR POSITION.

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. 'Well, we will pass that. Now, the
points that are left are three. Let us be right, clear, and hon-
est with each other. You want to censure Mr, Cleveland for the
effect you may be able to getoutof it inthe nextcampaign. We
do not intend that you shall do it. [Democratic a{)lylause.]

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the genfleman indorse him?

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I will notanswer that question. We
are discussing the resolutions pending before the House.

Mr. BOUTELLE. I thank you for your hesitation.

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. As I stated, you are after the Presi-
dent for political purposes, and we are after Mr. Stevens. I
guess we will get him. [Laughter.] I think we will; and I
think we ought to.

ANNEXATION THE REAL ISSUE.

But there are serious matters bstween us, gentlemen, however
much has been said in a spirit of levity. Tﬁ: serious thing be-
fore us is not presented in two of the resolutions. But we have
it in one which is presented by the gentleman from New Hamp-
shire [Mr. BLAIR] declaring for annexation. Inotice that when-
ever that declaration has been mentioned by your orators—and
you have able and splendid orators, and you have discipline,
such as I have never seen equaled sinca men stepped together
in the ranks. I notice on every conflict that every Republican
is in his seat, ready to cheer and applaud, and I regard you with
admiration as a trained, splendid phalanx. I notice whenever
the question of annexation came up, you wera ready with your
cheors to applaud. 'We on the other side have presented ares-
olition which declares that annexation should not now take

lace; this is the real basic issue, this the dividing line of de-

ate.

OUR PAST POLICY.

There has been much talk of what has been the policy of the
Government upon that point. I go back to the first authorita-
tive declaration. It was made tothe House of Representitives—
our honored predecessors—by the President of the United States
in 1842, and announced the policy of nonintervention.

Just emerging from a state of barbarism, the Government of the islands is
as yet feeble; but its dispositions ap}:ear to be just and pacific, and it seems
anxious to improve the condition of its people by the introduction of knowl-
5?51?1 z.gd rtlallrlginus and moral institutions, means of education, and the arts of
[ 8.

It can not but be in conformity with the interest and wishes of the Govern-
ment and the ple of the United States that this community thus existing
in the midst of a vast of ocean should be respected, and all its rights
strictly and consclentounsly regarded. And this must also be the true inter-
est of all other commercial states. Far remote from the dominions of Eu-
ropean powers, its growth and ﬁrosmrity as an independent state may yet
be in a high degree useful to all whose trade is extended to those re
while its near approach to this continent, and the intercourse which Ameri-
can vessels have with it—such vessels constituting five-sixths of all which an-
nually visit it—could not but create dissatisfaction on the part of the United
States at any attempt by another power, should such attempt be threatened
or fearad, to take possession of the islands, colonize them, and subvert the
native Government. Ccmlderiu%'. therefore, that the United States pos-
sesses 80 very large a share of the intercourse with those islands, it is deemed
not unfit to make the declaration that their Government seeks neverthelesa
no peculiar advantages, no exclusive control over the Hawaiian Goyern-
ment, but is content with its independent existence, and anxiously wishes
for its security and prosperity. Its forbearance in this respect, under the
circumstances of the very large intercourseof their citizens with the islands,
would justify the Government, should events hereafter arise to req it,
in making a decided remonstrance against the adoption of an opposite pol-
icy by any other power.

I advance and move ugward from the Presidential chair itself
into those splendid heights where the real demigods of the Re-
publicabide and endure as in the unbroken luster of the clustered
stars. [Applause.] Listen to Daniel Webster, who declared in
December, 1842: -

The United States haveregarded the existing authoritles in the Sandwich
{Elzigds as ahg?vemment suited to the condition of the people and resting on
eir own choice.

Have the people of the Sandwich Islands chosen the ‘‘ repub-
licanadministration” of Sanford B. Dole of their own choice?

The United States have r:farded the existing authorities in the Sandwich
Islands as & Government suited to the condition of the people, and res!

on their own choice; and the President is of opinion that the interests o
all the commercial nations require that that Government gshould not be in-
terfered with by foreign powers. Of the vessels which visit the islands, it
is known that a great majority ba}ongmw the United States. The United
States, therefore, ave more interested in the fate of the islands, and of their
Government, than any other nation can be; and this consideration induces
the President tobe quite willing to declare, as the sense of the Government
of the United States, that the Government of the Sandwich Islands ought
to be respected; that no power ought either to take possession of the islands
as a conguest, or for the pn.r]fose of colonization, and that no power ought
to seek for any undue control over the existing Government, or any exclu-
sive privileges or preferences in matters of commerce.

And what was shorter, and stronger, if possible, was his great
declaration on the 15th of March, 1853, when, as Minister of
State for the American Republie, he wrote: x

We seek no control over their Government, nor any undue influence what-
ever, Our onl{,ewiah is that the integrity and independence of the Hawalian
territory may be scrupulously maintained and that its Government should
be entirely impartial towards foreigners of every nation. In making reso-
lute and stern resistance, therefore, to any claim of favor or exclusive priv-
ilege by other powers, you will at all times frankly disavow any desire tha
favors or exclusive privileges should be granted to the United States, the
ships, commerce, or citizens.

So spoke and wrote the statesman of the elder days. I will
not name them all. Said Mr. Buchanan:

‘We ardently desire that the Hawaiian islands may maintain their inde-
pendence.

Last of all, Mr. Speaker, I call a witness who on the 3d of Feb-
ruary, 1893, in dealing with this precise qﬁestiou and speakin

as the Republican Secretary of State of the United States, d
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clared in his letter to Mr. Stevens, in relation to his action at

Honolulu:

But so far asit m:g ngpenr to overstep that limit by setting the autaority
and power of the United States above that of the Government of the Ha-
waiian Islands, in the ca acl:.ﬁor protector, or to imgatr in any way the in-
dependent sover ty of the Hawailan Government by substituting the flag
and power of the United States as the symbol and manifestation of para-
mount authority, it is disavowed.

[Applause on the Democratic side.]

That was not Mr. Blount speaking, that was not the gallant
Admiral Skerrett, who, from the smoke-wreathed deck of his
vessel went to the aid of Blount, that was no Democratic official.
That was John W. Foster, Secretary of State under President
Harrison. :

Where will vou find a stronger condemnation than that of the

action that was taken in hoisting the American flag upon that

foreign land?

Here the hammer fell.]

r. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that

the tims of the gentleman from Illinois bo extended.

The SPEAKER. How much extension does the gentleman
desire? :

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Only a little time. I do not want
to fight over the valley of dry bones too long. [Laughter.]

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will not the gentleman read Mr. Stevens’s
proclamation?

Mr. BLLACK of Illinois. No, I am well loaded down with lit--

erature now. Iam reading what expresses the §oliey of the
United Statesand not the declaration of a petty ofticial.

But, Mr, Speaker, the vital point remains. The question is
not so much what the fathers throngh many years thought was
wisest and best to be done; it is not what hoary tradition, ven-
erable with our affections snd regards, may have pointed out
for us. The question is, What is wise and right to do to-day?
And with the responsibility resting upon us, let us see whether
the resolution of the gentlemun from New Hampshire &}iﬁ-.
BLAIR], or the resolution of the gentleman from Maine [Mr.
BoUTELLE] ought to pass, declaring in favor of annexation.

That reminds me again of the ificent leader in the tariff
debate on the other side [Mr. REED]. In the course of his clos-
ing remarks, turning full toward me, because I had made a dec-
laration that seemed to him to leave me vulnerable, he charged
me with being unfriendly to immjf,vmt.ion from abroad. Gentle-
men, I accept my full responsibility for all I have said here on
that great subject, portentous of evil or good as we are wise or
lacking in dealing with it.

POPULATION AND AMERICAN CITIZENSHIP.

“We may obscure facts, the eyes of cowardice may turn Ifrom
them, the foot of caution may seek to avoid them, but upon the
horizon of American liolitim, turn what way we will, whether
we discuss the tariff, the internal revenue, or labor problems, or
educational themes; mingling with all great and grave ques-
tions that arise before us, is the question of the population that
is to be made a portion of the governing power of the United
States. And, Mr. Speaker, in the very week wherein the gen-
tleman from Maine criticised whatI had said (giving toitan inter-
pretation which I will not now contradict, because time fails
and not because it is just), what I had said was being illustrated
by the lawless acts of a population brought into our country for
purposes and in ways that I will not stop to discuss, that was
setting fire to the mines of Pennsylvania; that, with its strange
sgeech, was pursuing men and women to death and destruction;
that was wrecking and destroying American property and ex-
citing in Pennsylvania and in other portions of the United States
the most terrible alarm, and at that very time the echoes of the

ns of the miners in Pennsylvania and elsewhere were disturb-
E;z the peace of the Pennsylvania hills as they had been dis-
turbed but once before since 1863.

So all through the United States, wherever the most pitiable
crowds congregate of those who seek and must have help we
find masses of people that have been brought in here untimely,
and who are now needy, now helpless, now destitute, except as
charity extends to them its dole. Looking to the southern half
of our countﬁf you find six millions of people struggling to the
front for political and social preferment and recognition. In
God’s name let all prosper, but let us not add to the perplexity
of the situation by the annexation of an unripe and unfit popula-
tion in the Pacific Ocean,

‘What is that population? When the Sandwich Islands were
first touched by the prow of an American ship, only three score
and ten Efars 0, they were 125,000 of the most (Yeaceful, quiet,
sh%gle. offensive people that ever lived in wild seclusion.

ey had their savage rites and gractioee; but in their deal-
ings with the American world, with all the world about them,
they were an inoffensive people. I am not going to defend their
morality, or their low standards in any respect, but I know and

you know that they were aninoffensive people. Andtheyowned
all the islands of that group! It was in view of their conditions
that Mr. Webster said their government seemed to be fitted to
that people. :

‘What followed? At the end of seventy years, when the cen-
sus of 1890 was taken, of all that people and their children but
34,000 survived! There were there 1,278 American men. What
of the property? Those 1,278 American men owned 74 per cent,
where in 1820 they had come on bended knees and with the sign
of the cross above them begged shelter and hearing that they
might preach the gospel of justice and of love! Butto-day three-
quarters of all that territory is in the hands of those 1,278 who
furnished support to Mr. Dole and his compatriots with their
“republican™® government.

What else has happened? Of all the vast possessions which
belonged to them, with all their richness, their fertility, and
their glory of sea and of sky, there is only eight-tenths of 1
per cent of the land left in the possession of the surviving
natives, Gentlemen, point me, if you will, to any page of his-
tory that contains the parallel to this picture. The invasion of
Mexico by Cortez did not match itin its deadly results, for those
invaders left the land to the Mexican while they seized the gov-
ernment and the gold. The conquest of Peru, with its bloody
inquisitorial processes, the sword of Pizarro dripping its bloody
rain over every province in that land, was nothing in compari-
son with this peaceful conquest and extirpation by which three--
fourths of a great native race have been destroyed, and all their
lands taken except four-fifths of 1 per cent.

For what purpose do you think that four-fifths of 1 per eent
has been left to those natives? I can not think, Mr. Speaker,
of any use other than this—that those now in possession of the
vast estate may bury in thaft little fragment of the land the mis-
erable remnant of a race,and then drive the plow of conquest
and of “‘civilization " over graves made rich by the carcasses of
a destroyed people.. What else has hsgepened in the islands
that they should seek admission to the Republic of liberty and
freedom and law? There have been brought in by this group
that you speak of as constituting a *‘republican” government,
15,000 Chinese. Gentlemen, we have passed laws excluding
the Chinese; we have made it a penal offense for them to en-
ter our country. Yet the American influence in the Sandwich
Islands has brought to their shores 15,000 of the coolie contract
laborers of the Chinese Empire. And along with these are 12,-
000 of the Japanese, and other thousands of Malays and Portu-
guese and Lascars; why no pirate ship has had a crew without
it was recruited from these sources. ere is the yellow horde
that is beginning to pour in and is constantly increasing, driv-
ing all other labor out before it, and creating a society compared
with which that system which prevailed in the South before the
war was the mild and patriarchal institution which it has been
claimed to be. There is the civilization that you propose to add
to the American problem of self-government.

Sir, when the last of the witches that surrounded the magic
cauldron,thither summoned by the spiritsof hate and crime and
night to the uncanny feast, she poured the last mingling drop
into the cauldron that boiled with infernal fires, making the
draught of death and woe. Let us not summon this weird sister
from the Polynesian sea. We, with all our problems (which,
thank God, we shall solve), ought not to be required by annexa-~
tion, under any pretext or in any shape or form, now to add the
last ingredients to the cauldron of the froubles which we must
safely brew in order to keep our national life, which is freedom.
[Applause.]

Yet if the resolution of the gentleman from Maine or that of
my honored friend from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] should
pass, it means the incorporation with us of an oligarchy, a plu-
tocracy, that has no or part in anything American. It
might belong to Russia; it might belong to some autocracy in
the farther East; but while the American flag flies, it is to fly
onlytover free institutions and a republican form of govern-
ment. .

Mr. BLAIR. All the reasons the gentleman has given are,
from my point of view, reasons for immediate action. Does the
ientleman contemplate the permanent abandonment of those

lands to such influences as he has just described?

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Sir, I leave thoseislands to the amel-
iorating conditions of the Provisional Government and the
greedy spirit that has taken ansession of three-quarters of the
soil. [Laughter.] I leave those islands where the American
policy has left them for three-quarters of a century. I leave
them to work out their destiny alone—not with us nor of us.
Men and governments must work out their own salvation. So
it ever has been, and so it must be to the end.

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that the American political influence
in those islands is alread paramount, and from the nature of
things must continue. e have now, and we have had since
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the beginning of this century—since the first lonely whaleman
about the cape went prowling through those seas for his mighty
prey until this hour, we have had a protectorate stronger thana
treaty, stronger than law, stronger than constitutional annexa-
tion, the protectorate of American power and undiminished

urpose and determination that the islands shall be free and
fndepandent. The American people have declared in every
shupe and upon every oceasion that they will not tolerate inter-
ference with those islands by any foreign power, and so these
resolutions, presented by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr.
McCREARY], declare.

We know that around those islands there is drawn the awful
cirele of our people’s power. Stronger than the guard of our
steel-clad ships, stronger than the most valiant exhibitions of
our men, stronzer than any demonstration of our power, is the
understood spirit and purpose of our people that on those islands
there sh:ll be no foreign intervention, but that the people of
those islands shall follow their own volition, work out their own
destiny, preserve until the fullness of time their own existence,
and in the end, if fitted for association with the great Republic,
and with the free consent of the peoples of both countries both
desire fuller and closer relationships, the statesmanship of that
time will find a way for the accomplishment of their desires.
That time may be near orfar; the sovereignty of the islands may
some time be ours: but when it comes it must be under the con-
. ditions I have outlined, not by the intrigue of a court or the
violence of men first received as guests, only to turn conquerers
and destroyers. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, there are
s0 many abler men in this House, so many men of much greater
experience in foreign affairs, that it iswith greatdiffidence that
I essay to utter a single word in this debate. I am no orafor,
and therzforeyou will notexpectany flizhtsof eloguence, figures
of rhetorie, or outpourings of witand humor.

It seems, Mr.Speaker, that the President of the United States
needs indorsement. At least that is the o%inion of the majority
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs inthis House. Thesa reso-
lutions are supposed to aford the needed indorsement. Idonot
know whether they have been sanctioned by the Executive or
not; whether they hive or not, they have been sanetioned by
the friends of ths Executive, and are the indorsement which it
is sought here to give him.

The first one of these resolutions is an attack upon President
Harrison's Administration. Of course it is a covert attack. It
hits Mr. Harrison through Minister Stevens. Ifis:

That it is the sense of this House that the action of the United States min-
ister in employing United States naval forces and ill Iy alding in over-
throwing the constitutional Government of the Hawailan Islands in Janu-
ary, 1893, and in setting up in its placea Provisional Governmentnot repub-
lican in form, and in opposition to the will of a majority of the people, was
contrary tothe traditions of our Republie and the spirit of our Constitution,
and should be and is condemned. . "

That resolution assumes a fact which has never been proved.
It contains a false assumption, which is that the naval forces of
the United States were used in the way mentioned in the reso-
lution. Minister Stevens did not aid in overthrowing the Gov-
ernment in any way: neither with the forces of the United States,
nor in any other manner.

The second resolution contains a generality which weall agree
to, and then it asserts that this Government will under no eir-
cumstances annex the Sandwich I[slands or assume a protectorate
over the islunds; then comes the paradoxical statement—

Andthat foreign intsrvention in the political affairs of the islands will
not be regarded with indifference by the Government of the United States.

Now, what are we to do? Suppose there is foreign inter-
vention. We are not to annex the islands. We can nof give
them a protectorate. We can not protect them, and what can
we do? Why, this language is significant. It is the langu
of diplomaey, ‘‘We will not regard with indifference the in-
terference of any foreign government.” That does not mean
that we will simply loo< on and say that we do not like it. 1%
means that we will use the Army and Navy of the United States
to prevent such interference. Whatthen? You are not going
to take the islands. You are not going to protect them, You
are going to fight any other country that assumes fo do it.

Now, if these islands are an Bntirﬁy independent government,
what prevents their doing what they themselves please to do?
If we will not give them any protection, what is there to pre-
vent their asking some one else to protect them? If they apply
to the British Government for protection, have we anything to
gay, after we have refused? They give us the first chance, and
we refuse it. If they go to England and Evpgland accepts, is
that a cause of war between England and the United States?
Not at all. The whole civilized world would be against us in
such a war. Thereforethese resolutions propose to give up these
islands now and forever, and any elaim that this country may
ever have to them.

Mr. Speaker, the United States finds itself engaged just now
in a scheme to overthrow a republie, to establisha monarchy, to
place a degraded and brutal savageon the throne. The gentle-
man who has just taken his seat[Mr. BLACK of Illinois] says the
Provisional Government is not a republic. I take issue with
him. Itis republican in form. Have they not a president and
officers exactly like a republic, almost patterned after our own?
What is it if it is not a republic? Is it a monarchy?

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him
are not these officers executing the laws passed under the mon-
archy, and are they not holding the very offices created in the

-constitution that was in force under the monarchy?

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Certainly. The repub-
lic takes the country right where it finds it, and carries it on,
and I will say to the gentleman, that when Claus Spreckels, who
had loaned the Queen 396,000, applied to President Dola to g2t his
money back, because he thought he could overthrow this Provi-
sional Governmentby making the demand, the merchants of Hon-
oluluraised the $96,000 in twenty minutesand paid Claus Sprack-
els off, and Claus Spreckels is the life and soul and body of the
sugar monopoly, and all of the statements that this Provisional
?(l) vernment is in the interest of the sugar monopolies are utterly

alse, '

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman pardon a question?
Does the gentleman contradict the statement ol Mr. Stevens in
that respect? Mr. Stevens says the contrary of what the gen-
tloeman says.

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I do not know what he
says about it. There is a record as to Claus Spreckels, and I
will come to that presently.

Mr. SPRINGER. When was this Government ever submitted
to the people for their ratification or approval?

Mr, VAN VOORHIS of New York. My friend isa little too
previous. You can not submifa government to the people in
tfive minutes.

Mr. SPRINGER. They have had it a year now.

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. How long was it before
the French Republic was submitted to the people?

Agﬁ. SPRINGER. I am nof talking about the French Re-
pu C.

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Was it not a republie,
all the same?

Mr. SPRINGER. No; it never was until it was submitted to
the p:ople and ratified as such.

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. What have you to sayas
to when they shall submit their republic to the people? It is
their business and not yours.

Mr. SPRINGER. hen did the people give the authority?

Me. VAN VOORHIS of New York. [t is not necessary that
a republic shall be started by a vote of the entire people. The
gentleman knows that perfectly well.

Mr. SPRINGER. Fl;en republican government does not
necessarily come from the people?

Mr. REED. Not in some of the Southern States.

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. A republican govern-
ment comes from the people, and the men who represent the
people are the men in this Government, and I will say right here
they are the ablest and wealthiest men, and men of the highest
%}é?lraoter on those islands. That is the certificate even of Mr.

illis.

Mr. SPRINGER. You admit, then, that the Government has
not been submitted to a vote of the ﬁeople?

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I donot admit or deny
it. I do not say anything about it.

Mr. SPRINGER. Is it not true, then, that they have never
had & vote of the Eeople concerning this Government?

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. It is hardly a year old

yet.

Mr. SPRINGER. No matter how old it is, it has not been
voted upon. .

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. They will have one as
soon as their constitution is adopted. They have already pre-
pared a constitution, They are getting it into shape as fast as
possible, as a republlc, and you will not be ashamed of that re-
public either, when they get under way.

Now, this movement was carried on solely by President Cleve-
land. Althoughitinvolved war, he kept it an entire secret. He
did not allow either House of Congress to know anything about
it, although when he started the movement and appointed his
commissioner, the Senate was in session.

He gave Mr. Blount power that no other commissioner ap-

inted by & President ever hus had, and all the precedents cited

y gentlemen do not show a single case where a commissioner
was given such power as was given to Mr. Blount. I am not
oing o say anything against the personal character of Mr.
ount, I nﬁ.a.ll not deny anything with regard to him that his
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friends have said of him on this floor. All I say is that Mr.
Bloant mude a mistake in aceepting that position. He made a
mistake in going over to Honolulu and gathering up all the
gos:ip of the camp followers of that dissolute Queen and pre-
senting it here as though a true solution of things could be got-
fen out of it.

Now, at last, after demands from the Senats and repeated de-
mands from the House of Representatives, the President has

iven us the information. Wesee whata wretched fiascohe has

n conducting over there. And what is it? What are these
islands? Perhaps they are not of any account. They were dis-
covered in 1788 by Capt.Cook. They were inha.'bited.'by savages
of a cannibalistic tendency, and when Capt. Cook visited the is-
lands the next year they played the confidence game on him and
got possession of his person. They killed him with a war club
and probably roasted him and ate him up.

The character of these savages at the time the missionaries
began their work is g'ra%]::gcally described by Mr. Haole in a
book published in 1854, Bays:

Thefts, robberies, murders, infanticide, licentlousness of the most debased
and debasing character, burying their infirm and aged parents alive, deser-
tion of the sick, revolt c¢rueltias to the nofortunate maniac, eannibalism,
and drunkenuess form a list of some of the traits in social life among the Ha-~
walians in past days.

Mr. STOCKDALE. That was in the past days.

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I am coming to their
present dsys.

And the same writer says:

Thetr tical comdition the ve us of de
and deliggilmely condncbad?u S TEEY $IN6 GF SHSPIST, B7 MsmMAS\oaLLy:

And again he says:

Kiungs and chiefs were extremely jealous of their succession, and the
more noble their blood the more they were venerated by the common peo-

ple The Exyptian Pharaohs and the Roman Cesars never employed more

studied precautions to compel the entire submission of their subjects than
the kings and chiefs of Hawail did to secure the unreserved obedience of
their own people. The will of the high chief was a law from which there

Was N0 appeal.

Now, whathashappened since? By the efforts of heroic Ameri-
can missionsries, the condition of the natives has been gre.tly
improved. They have abandoned cannibalism, idolatry, and the
savage dress. They have progressed from savagery to barbar-

~ ism, and even show some indications of eivilization. The mis-
sionaries have presented to them a phoneticalphabet, and taught
them a written language.

Mr. MORSE. The American missionaries first went there in
1819, That is the exact date.

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. The late Lewis H. Mor-
gan suggests the phonetic alphabet as the line between barbar-
ism and civilization, and John Fiske indorses that suggestion.
But such a demarcation is more formal than substantial. Itis
evident the natives of these islands, like the American Indians,
can not stand civilization. They have constantly decreased in
numbers. That decrease has been in the inverse ratio of the in-
erease of the foreign population. a population which has brought
to these islands the vices as well as the virtues of eivilization.

In 1778 Capt. Cook estimated the native population at 400,-
000. In1823 the missionaries calculated it to be 142,000, The
census of 1832 shows the population to be 130,313. The census
of 1878 shows that the natives numbered 44,088, adecrease in num-
bers of over 336,000 in one hundred years, and at the ratio of 3,500
a year. The census of 1800 reduces the number of natives to 34,-
436, not counting half castes, who numbered 6,186. At this
eensus the foreign population numbered 49,368, a preponderance
over the natives of 15,000, and over natives half castes of
over 9,000. Of the foreign population 1,928 are Americans, and
8,602 are Portuguese; the balance is made up of 7,495 Hawaiian-
born foreigners, 1,34+ British, 1,034 Germans, 70 French, 227
Norwegians, 15,300 Chinese, 12,360 Japanese, 588 Polynesians,
and 419 other nationalities, -

Mr, STOCKDALE. From that it would seem that the mis-

sionaries have served to extinguish the race in Christianizing-

them.

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. It is readily to be seen
that the total disappearance of the natives from these islands is
only a guestion of time, and a not v long time at that. The
hand of civilization has driven and is driving them away.
These natives have not lost their savage eharacter: the in-
fluences of Cnristianity and eivilization have not destroyed that.
Blood will tell even among savages.

Mrs. Dominis, the ex-Queen, is a native, and inherits all the
vices of her ancestors. She is essenfially a savage. All the be-
nign influenees of education and Christianity have been lost
upon her, In her private life she is the vilest of the vile. In

ublic life she is a tyrant and a despot. She is weak in every-
Ehing', excapﬁﬁ only savagery; there she is a strong eharacter.

No woman in history ean compare with her in brutality.

Herodias was satisfied with the head of one John the Bagtist on
a charger. Mrs. Dominis wants more than a hundred. She de-
mands of this Government the right to behead all the leading
men of Honolulu.

I refer to this to show what kind of a person the President of
the United States has been endeavoring to put upon the throne
of the Sandwich Islands. Those gentlemen who desire to ap-
proveof thiseffort will vote for these resolutions. Isay this, that
before the American Congress or the American people indorse
such a proceeding, a case must be made that is conclusive. It
must be an imperative case; it must be a case free from any
re:sonable doubt. The facts on which such a case is predicated
must be conceded facts. No such case has been made,

Mr. Speaker, the issue which is sought toba raised is an issue
with President Harrison. President Harrison recognized this
Government. President Harrison indorsed the Governmentand
the aetion of Minister Stevens. Gentlemen say that he indorsed
him when he did not have the information; that he was deceived
into doing it. Not at all. President Harrison knew all the
facts in the ease when he indorsed Minister Stevens’s action and
sent the treaty to the Senate.

Now, letus see. If Mr. Stevens was aconspirator, Mr. Harrison
was a conspirator with him. If Mr. Stevens was a conspirator,
the Benate Committee on Foreign Relations, which unzni-
mously, I believe, reported the treaty of annexation between us
urid hul]le Provisional Government favorably, were coconspirators
with him.

Mr. STOCKDALE. Has the President of the United States
authority to hoist the flag over foreign territory? :

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. If hechooses,ina prmr
cise. But, Mr. Speaker, the point I was making is this: t
Benjamin Harrison investigated this case fully and heard all the
evidence. The Queen sent her paid lawyer here fo argue the
case before the President passed upon it. Who was that law-
yer? Paul Neumann, the ablest lawyer in the Sandwich Islands
among the Queen's followers. He was taken over there nine
years age by Claus Spreckels, and became a prominent lawyer,
and he put in his pocket a fee of 35,000, and came here to argue
the Queen’'s case belore President Harrison.

Mr. BRETZ. Let me ask the gentleman how many days after
the representatives of the Hawaiian Government ¢ame here was
it that the President submitted the treaty to the Senate?

Mr, VAN VOORHIS of New York. They got here on theld
of F'ebruary, and he submitted it on the 15th of February.

Mr. BRETZ. Dol understand you fo say thaf the President
axamin?d all the facts and all the testimony in that short space
of time?

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I do sayso. And here
is'his report to the Senate showing that all the documents were
before him. Here is his message to the Senate, and having ex-
amined the quesfion, having heard the argument of Paul Neu-
mann, having read the Queen’s statement that she was induced
to surrender by fearof United States troops, having investigated
the entire case, and had the commissioners of the Provisional
Govermment before him, and heard their side, he decided that
there was not a word of truth in the charge, and here is whathe
said in his message to the Senate——

Mr. STOCKDALE, If the flag was not raised until the 11th
of February, nearly a month had elapsed——

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Oh! you need not worry
about the flag.

Mr. STOCKDALE. Andif the Provisional Government could
sustain itself, what need was there for a protectorate?

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Ihavenotsaid anything
about the hauling down of the flag. When I do, you may ask a
question.

Mr. STOCKDALE. Ido notcare anything about this clap-
trap about the flag, but I would like to have you, asa lawyer,
discuss that proposition. -

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I will when I come to it.
Here is what President Harrison said to the Senate:

It has been the policy of the Administration not only to respect, but to en-
courage the continuance of an ind ent government in the Hawadian
Islands so long asit afforded suitable guaranties for the protection of life
and property and maintained a stability and strength that gave adequate
security agdnst. the domination of other power. The moral support of
this Governmenthas continually manifested itseif in the most friendly diplo-
matie relations and in many acts of courtesy to the Hawaiian rulers.

The overthrow of the monarchy was not in any way promoted by this
Government, but had its origin in what seems to have been a reactionary
and revolutionary policy on the part of Queen Lilinokalani, which putin
serious peril not only the large and ]’)Jl;ﬁpond interests of the United
States in the islands, but all foreign interests, and the decent admin-
istration of civil affairs and the peace of the islands.

Mr. STOCKDALE. Now, why did Stevens raise the flag?
Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Do not you worry about
the flag too much.
t']:LB_I:I:;EI‘B’I.‘OC!KI)ALE. It is worrying you more than it is me, I
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Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Notatall But I amnot
going to have you break into the line of my argument at this
point. What does the President say further?

He says:

It is quite evident that the monarchy had bscome effete, and the Queen’s
government g0 weak and inadeguate as to be the prey of designing and un-
scrupulous persons. The restoration of Queen inokalani to her throne
is undesirable, if not impossible, and unless actively supported by the United
States would be accompanied by serious disaster and the disorganization of
all business interests. The infiuence and interest of the United States in
the islands must be increased and not diminished.

Only two courses are now open; one the establishment of a protectorate
by the United States, and the other annexation full and complete. Ithink
the latter course, which has been adopted inthe trgaty, will be highly pro-
motive of the best interests of the Hawalian people, and is the only one that
will adequately secure the interests of the United States. These interests
are not wholly selfish. It is essential that none of the other grea:&mwers
shall secure these islands. Such a ssion would not consist with our
safety and with the peace of the world. This view of the situation 1is so ap-
parent and conclusive that no protest has been heard from any government
against proceedings looking to annexation. Every foreign representative
at Honolulu prompily acknowledged the Provisional Government, and I
think there is a general concurrence in the opinion that the deposed Queen
ought not to be restored. Prompt action upon this treaty is very desirable.

Now, Mr. Harrison had got at the very bottom of the case,
whereas Cleveland was skimming over the surface. Harrison
had learned that this revolution was the outcome, the culmina-
tion of a deep-seated sentiment that had been growing there
since 1887, 1t is a matter of history that the constitution of 1887
was wrested from the monarch of the islands just as Magna
Charta was wrested by the barons from King John. It is matter
of history that this ex-Queen was in England when that was
done,and that she was an enemy of that constitution: that she
conspired to have her brother removed from the throne that she
might go there before his death in order to overthrow this con-
stitution. And the moment she did take the throne, she went
into a crusade to destroy this constitution and to clothe herself
with arbitrary power. She was the revolutionist.

And when Saturday, the 14th of January, came, where was
Mr. Stevens? On that day the city of Honolulu was full of tu-
mult. The Queen had her troops drawn up in front of the state-
house; she had her ministers with her, arguing with them and
threatening them to get their consent to overthrow this consti-
tution which could not be legally overthrown exeept by two suc-
cessive Legislatures. Does &nybodg‘ s:]iay there was not tumult
that day? Where was Mr. Stevens? He landed that day from
the Boston, having been outona ten days’ cruise. This thing
had been culminating for days, and Mr. Stevens was not there
at all—a fact that my friends on the other side have entirely
lost sight of. 'He landed on Saturday forenoon from the Boston,
and found this state of things existing. And when on Saturday
evening the committee of citizens asked him for troops to parade
21111?3 s&r’?ets to preserve order, he marked the application ‘‘de-

ed.

My friend from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] was in error when
he said that the paper that had the word ** Declined ” indorsed
on it was the proclamation of the Queen that she would post-
pone the evil day when she would upset this constitution of
of 1887. Mr. Stevens declined the requestof the committee of
citizens. The committee wanted the public peace preserved.
The water front of Honolulu is seven miles in extent. There
are five gorges running back into the mountains; and there was
not police force enough to properly protect the city. They
asked for protection, but they did not get it.

Now, I come to the question, what is the charge against Mr.
Stevens? We have heard a great deal of newspaper talk about
this; we have heard a great deal of oratory about it: but let us
find the indictment; let us find it in black and white; and where
can we find it better than over the sign manual of Grover Cleve-
land? The whole ‘“head and front of the offending” of Mr.
Stevens is stated by Mr. Cleveland in these words:

The lawful Government of Hawali was overthrown without the drawing
of a4 sword or the firing of a shot.

On this point Mr: Cleveland is mistaken. There was one shot
fired. Capt. Gould shot a policeman.

The lawful Government of Hawali was overthrown without the dra
of a sword or the firing of ashot by a process every step of which, it may
safely be asserted, is directly traceable to and dagendent. for its success upon
the agency of the United States acting through its diplomatic and naval
representatives.

Now that indictment, so far as it goes, is against the naval
officers as well as against the minister. What further is charged?

But for the notorious predilections of the United Statés minister for an-
nexation, the committee of safety, which shounld be called the committee of
annexation, would never have existed.

Butr.l for ;.ll;ad]andmg 0{1 lrt.lm U‘{med Stgy&eihrorces ut.t.ae iala;] eth;x re-
specting the danger to life and proper @ Co! would never have
nrpos«? themselves to the pains angepanalues of treason by undertaking
the subversion of the Queen’'s Government. i

But for the presence of the United States forces in the immediate vicinity
and in position to afford all needed protection and support the committee
would not have proclaimed the Provisional Government from the steps of
the Government b :

How does Grover Cleveland know these facts? We all know
better than that. But the charge against Mr. Stevens is that
he had ‘f predilections” in favor of liberty—** predilections” in
favor of Americanism. A minister of the United States must
not have ** gredilections.” If he has he can not pass the serutiny
of Grover Cleveland. He is a scoundrel and a vagabond if he
has any * predilections,” especially if they are in favor of his
own country and its institutions, and espeeially if those ** predi-
lections ” bzcome *‘‘ notorious.”

Now, Grover Cleveland does not state a single overt act that
Mr. Stevens committed. Everylawyer knows that there canbe
no conspiracy unless accompanied with an overt act. There
must be some act done which is unlawful, unlawful in itself, in
carrying out the conspiracy.

The distinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. BoUTELLE] has
shown what the request of Minister Stevens was about the land-
ing of the troops. You say that he lied when he said to Capt.
Wiltse, ‘I want you to land the forces to protect the American
legation, and to protect American life and property.” You say
that Capt. Wiltse lied when he issued an order to Swinburne
directing him to use the forces for that purpose only. You say
that Swinburne lied when he reported that he had used them
for that purpose only. In other words, you undertake without
proof to break down the entire record in the case, and to conviet
these naval officers of offenses for which every one of them, if
guilty, ought to be court-martinled and cashiered. And one of
them, I am informed—Lieut. Young—one of the most gallant
young officers of the Navy, belongs in the State o ably repre-
sented by my distinguished chief, the chairman of the Committee
on Foreign Affairs of this House.

Now if those officers conspired with Mr. Stevens, why did not
the President call those officers to account? Why did he nof
give them a chance to come up and say that it was not true?
Can you not rely upon the order of an army officer or a naval
commander? I think youcan. If there are any documentsthat
do not lie, that tell the truth, they are the orders and reports of
the officers of the Army and Navy. I was arguing that Presi-
dent Harrison knew all about this. He knew every word of it.
He had the report of Capt. Wiltse, which is here, in which he
certifies that the troops were only used to protect American life
and property.

This is the report of that noble Roman, Capt. Wiltse, the
commander of the Boston. Right here I wish to refer to the ar-
gument of gentlemen who have said, why did not the warships
of some of the other countries send their marines ashore if there
was such danger there? I will tell youwhy. Therewas no war
ship in the harbor except the Boston. There was no war ship
from Japan, England, Spain, or any other country. - That is the
reason why. And right there I will show that Capt. Wiltse, in
making his report, says of it:

CAPT. WILTSE TO MR. TRACY. i
U. 8. S. BOSTON,

Honolulw, Hawaiian Islands, January 15, 1893,

S1Rr: I have the honor to make the iollowmgareporz concerning the condi-
tion of political affairs in the Hawailan Islands:

As stated in my communication of January 4, 1893, the Boston salled from
this port for Hilo, Hawall, with the United States minister on board.

During the abaence of the ship from this port, on January 12, the cabinet
was voted out of office by a vote of 25 to 16. Another cabinet was appointed
on January 14.

That was the first revolutionary act, This Queen turned
every member of her cabinet out and elected a new cabinet, and
when Mr. Blount came to take the testimony of the men who
knew something there, he never called a single member of that
old cabinet before him, but called in the members of the new
cabinet and gave them an exhaustive examination.

Capt. Wiltse's report continues: :

On the morning of January 14 the Boston arrived in this portfrom Lahina,
Maul, and came to anchor. At noon on the same day the ature was
prorogued by the Queen, and it was rumored that the Queen intended pro-
claiming a new constitution.

Why was it prorogued? Because it had refused to join with
her in destroying this constitution which gave the people their
rights.

My distinguished friend from Mississippi [Mr. MONEY] said
that Arion Hall was a mile and a half away from any American
property. There is not a point in Honolulu about which centers
so much American property as Arion Hall. Within the radius
of a quarter of a mile there is more American property than at
any other point in the city. Right across the alley, 12 feet
away, stands the opera house, which cost $135,000,. which is
owned by Americans.

Thirty of these naval soldiers were stationed at the legation,
fifteen or twenty at the consulate, and the rest at Arion Hall.
Did asoldier fire a shot? No. Did hedrawasword? No. What
our friends complain of is the fact that the soldiers put this
Queen, with her eight hundred soldiers, under moral duress.
Not at all. Had the soldiers ever landed before? Oh,yes: they
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landed in 1874, when the British marineslanded with the Amer-
icans and protected Kalakaua from an assault upon him. They
landed in 1889, and protected the monarch again. The letter
which the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER]referred to,
dated February 8, 1892, written by Mr. Stevens to Mr. Blaine,
was a very funny affair.

Mr. RAYNER says that this question of annexation had been in
Mr. Stevens's mind all the time, Herecitesthe letter of Mr. Stev-
ens to Mr. Blaine, of the 8th of February, 1802, in which he asked
Mr. Blaine if, under certain contingencies, he would be justified
in landing the troops. Now, read the letter, and read the his-
tory of it, and it shows that that was in the interestof the Queen.
That was to put down the Willcox and Ashford conspiracy, a
conspiracy of filibusterers, and the United States Government
was on the side of the Hawaiian Government,and not against it;
and that request of Mr. Stevens to Mr. Blaine was a question as
to how far he should use the naval forces of the United States
to help the Queen to put down this mob of filibusterers. Mr.
Dole and Mr. Thurston, as well as Mr. Stevens, were on the
Queen’s side of that rebellion. I will proceed with what Capt.
Wiltse said:

This, however, was not-done. On Monday, January 16, there was a large
and erthusiastic mass meeting, composed of the representative men of Hon-
oluiu. held in the largest hall in the city, at 2p. m. On the same day I re-
ceived from the United States minister a request to land the sailors and ma-
rines of the Boston to protect the United States legation, consulate, and the
lives and property of American citizens. g

At 4:30 p m., January 16, I landed the ship’s battalion under command of
Lieut. Commander Willlam T. Swinburne.

One detachment of marines was placed at the legation and one at the con-
sulate. while the main body of men, with two pieces of artillery, were quar-
tered in a hall of central location near the Government building.

On Tuesday, January 17, a Provisional Government was established and
the Queen dethroned.

The Provisional Government took possession of the Government build-
ings, the archives, and the treasury, the Queen acq under protest.
The Provisional Government was recognized as the de facto Government of
the Hawalian Islands by the United States minister.

The revolution has been accomplished without the loss of a single life,
and to-day, January 18, the Provisional Government has possession and con-
trol of the city, which is under martial law.

I am informed that coramissioners will leave to-morrow for Washington
fully accredited for purposes of negotiation to permit these islands to come
under the control of the United States.

Very respectiully,

G. C. WILTSE,
Captain, U, 8. Navy, Commanding U. 8. 5. Boslon.

Now, it ought to be enough that Mr. Harrison decided this
question. It was the consummated act of the Harrison Admin-
istration. When it had examined all the evidence it approved

- of the Provisional Government,and the recognition of it, as had
every other civilized nation on the face of the earth. The other
nations were fast on the heelsof Mr. Stevens. Mr. Stevens rec-
ognized it on Monday evening and the others did so on Tuesday
morning; and not a single protest from any foreign government
wasever made. Everyone of them acquiescedinit. Andhere I
want torefer to the evidence of a single witness, Samuel Parker,
who was the Queen’s prime minister,and her minister of foreign
affairs. I find itin Mr. Blount's report.

Mr. BLOUNT. When that was done, what action was taken by the Queen—
when the troops were landed? .

Mr. PARKER. The troops were landed on Monday and the protest was
ma<e on Tuesday, and on Tuesday I had a meeting of the diplomatic corps.
Iinvited them to come. There was Mr. Woodhouse, the British minister;
Mr. Carnavara, the Portuguese minister; Mr. Vizavona, the French minis-
ter, and Mr. Fugil, the Japanese minister, present. We asked their advice
on the snbject. The advice from them was to offer no resistance. Mr. Ste-
vens did not comw. He sent word that he was not well enough.

Mr. BLoUNT. Was that after the proclamation?

Mr. PARKER. No; before.

Mr. BLOoUNT. In this consultation it was assumed that the Provisional
Govarnment would be proclaimed, and you were advised to cffer no resist-
a1ce.

Mrl.ﬂPanun. Ithink that was it. We had heard there was going to be
trouhble.

Mr. BLoUNT. You said the diplomatic corps advised no resistence?

Mr. PARKER. Yes; not to have any bloodshed, because they all knew we
had a big force. We had seen Mr. Stevens before. Mr. Stevens had told us
that they would not assist us,

Mr. BLouxT. Did he say who he would assist?

Mr. PArkER. I think that will appear in our memorandum. He consid-
ered the commitiee of safety represented the capitalists—represanted the
people—the responsible people.

r, BLoU~T. Does that appear in your paper?

Mr. PARKER. I think so.

Mr. BLoUNT. Will not you please state the cireumstances attending the
foﬁter?m between the cabinet and the Queen about signing the new consti-

ution? .

Mr. PARKER. Before the Legislature met that Saturday morning we were
asked to come there and meet her, in the first part of the day.

Mr. BLoUsT, You had met her in the morning?

Mr, PARKER. No; this was the day when th?gl.eglslatm‘e was prorogued-
In the morning she asked us to come there to talk aboutthis situation:
Iarrived there first, but my colleagues were late. I waited for them. Nine
o'clock, or 10, I do not remember exactly, was thehour for the Legislature to
meet at Legislature Hall. When my colleagues arrived we had to go right
oui without having a meeting. In the meantime she had stated that she
wanted us to come there in order to sign the new constitution. I said:
* Your Majesty, we have not seen the new constitution.” It will betime
enough,''shesaid, ** when you come here. I will showitto you and yourcol-

eagues.” She asked me to be there soon after the prorogation of the Legis-
lature. Just then my eolleagues came up to the palace. I said:

XX VI—120

“Your

Majesty, we haveno time. We have to be at the ture now.” Itold
my colleagues we had to go right over to the hall. e left her.

On the way, I told them that the Queen was requesting us to be there at
such and such a time for tg:'fromulgadonof the new constitution; I said I
had not seen it and that I told her we could not do anything until we
first read it. That was what I told my colleagues. After the Legislature
Wwas prorogued someone sald to me that the diplomatic corps would like to
meet the cabinet before they went over. Of course, I did not know what was
up. Itseemed that a rumor had got downtown that the Queen was going
to promulgate a new constitution. Rumors got out, and the diplomatic
corps wanted to ask me if it was so. 1 said it was a fact. I had not seen
the constitution, but the Queen had requested me to be there with my col-
leagues. I told them I had not seen the constitution and had no idea what
kind of document it was. We all assured them that we would not consent
tosign the constitution, and then we went over to the palace.

We went into the blne room. She said I sent for you gentlemen; I was
requested by my people to promulgate a new constitution. I want you gen-
tlemen to sign it or to consent toit.” They all looked tome. Isaid: * Your
Majesty, we have not read the constitution, but before we read it, yon must
know it is a revolutionary act. Itcan not be done.” L

Now, we have evidence of a revolution in Hawaii. There was
an existing government, which was a limited monarchy, almost
as limited as a republic: and under the constitution the Qu=en
was little more than the executive of a republic. She had
gotten up this revolution, and we ars to-day asked to indorse
the President of the United States in his effort to sustiin her.
Now, it is said that there was quiet in the islands when the
troops were landed. There was quiet in Chicago when the an-
archists were executed. Chicago never had a more quiet day.
All was as peaceable and as still as the mist slumbering on the
bill. But the troops were massed in proper places with shotted
g;l{;ls; the police were massed in proper places so as to preserve
order.

Order was maintained, and on that dav that city was a perfect
pattern of quietness; but everybody knows that but for the pres-
ence of the troops and the way in which the police were massed,
the streets of Chicago would have run with blood. And so in
the city of Honolulu on that day of revolution. There was
quiet at the moment the forces were landed, but there had been
tumult on the preceding day. The troops had been landed be-
fore. They knew on the Saturday and Sunday that the United
States troops were coming, as they had done on a former ocea-~
sion, and everybody knew what would take place. The reason
there was peace at that moment wasdue entirely to the fact that
the troops were coming.

There had been two tumultuous assemblies held, with two or
three thousand men in each, oneon behalf of the Queen and one
on behalf of the Provisional Government on that day. Fiery
speeches had been made, and two of the cabinet ministersof the
(Queen had taken part in one of the meetings against her.

Mpr. Chairman, the report of Minister Blount is unworthy a
judicial officer. He went over there to make out a case to upset
a government., That government was a party to the proceed-
ing, but he did not let that government know what he was at;
he did not let them cross-examine & witness; he did notlet them
take any testimony.

Hisreport is more to be commended for what it leaves out
than for what it contains, Did he take the evidence of Sanford
B. Dole? No. Did he take the evidence of the four membersof
the Queen's cabinet who had gone out of office three or four days
before? No. There is notone of the affidavits thathe took that
is worthy to be called evidence. Every one of them is extra-
judicial, is an affidavit upon which nocharge of perjury could be
predicated. The bulk of his so-called ** testimony ” was gossip
taken in his privateroom by a stenographer from persons inter-
ested to sustain the Queen. Can that be dignified as a judicial
proczeding? Can anybody say that the judgment of a Presi-
dent ofothe United States ought to be upset upon such authority
as that?

I have here a case where the Senate of the United States
placed its emphatic:disapproval upon such procedure as Mr.
Cleveland has taken in this case. |

The motive that inspired the President was a desirc to dis-
credit the Administration of Mr. Harrison. Impelled by that
motive he withdrew the Harrison treaty from the Senate, and
thus deprived that body of an opportunity to express its views
concerning it. Impelled by that motive, he sznt Mr. Blount to
the Sandwich Islands, clothed with unconstitutional power, and
instructed to make a case upon which the Provisional Govern-
ment could be overthrown. He proposed to show the countries
of the world that he disagreed with the views of the Harrison
Administration, and that he was determined to act in anfago-
nism to it, and that another political party is now in power in:
this country. .

1t is very seldom in the history of the Government that in
treating with foreign powers an Adminisiration has so demeaned
itself as to attack its predecessor in matters relating to foreign
affairs. A notable case of that kind oecurred, however, in 1832,
and the Senate of the United States emphatically set its seal of
disapproval upon such procedure Upon this question alone Mr.
Van Buren's nomination as minister to the court ol England
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was rejected by the Senate. Mr. Van Buren was Secretary of
State under President Jackson. Our Government had a contro-
versy with England in respect to the trade of the West Indies.
By the convention of 1815, a reciprocity of intercourse was es-
tablished between us and Great Britain. The ships of both coun-
tries were allowed to pass to and from each other, respectively,
and subject to the same duties. But this arrangement did not
extend to the British West Indies. There our intercourse was
cut off. Variousdiscriminating and retaliatory acts were passed
by England and by the United States. Eventun].l{ntn the summer
of 1825 the English Parliament passed an act offering reciprocity,
sofaras the mere carrying trade wasconcerned, toall nations who
might desire within one year to accept the same. Mr. Adams's
Administration did not accept that offer, because it was never
officially communicated to it, and becauss a few months before a
negotiation on the very same subject had been suspended, with
the understanding that it might be resumed, and because it was
very desirable, if possible, to arrange the whole matter by treaty,
in order to secure, if we could, the admission of our products
into the British Islands for consumption, as well as our vessels.
This object had been earnestly pursued ever since the peace
of 1315. 1t was insisted on during the whole of the Monroe Ad-
- ministration. President Monroe would not treat at all, without
tred for this object. He thought the existing state of
things better than any arrangement which, while it admitted
our vessels into the
ucts subject to such duties there that they could not be carried.
Mr. Adams’s Administration occupied, therefore, the same posi-
tion its predecessor had taken. In this state of things Presi-
dent Jackson appointed Mr. McLane as minister to England, and
he received his instructions from Mr. Van Buren, the Secre-
tary of State. Mr. Van Buren took care to say in substance
to Mr. McLane that a different political party was in power now
in this country, and that the British might expect better terms
then they could have obtained from Mr. Adams. Hesaid in his
instructions to Mr. McLane:

The opportunity which you have derived from a participation in our pub-
e coun as well as other sources of information. will enable you to speak
with eonfidence (as far as you may deem it proper and useful to do s0) of the
respactive parts taken by those to whom the nistrationof this Govern-
ment is now cominitted, in relation to the course heretofore pursued upon
the subject of the colonial trade.

He proceeds:
Their views—that i8, the views of the present Administration—upon that
t have been submitted to the people of the United States: and the coun-
gels by which your conduct is now directed are the result of the judgment
expressed by the only earthly tribunal to which the late Administration was
amenable for its acts.

The Secretary continues: :

*To set up the acts of the late Administration as a cause of forfeiture of
Erivusga which would otherwise be extended to the people of the United

tates woul:l, under existing circumstances, be unjust in itself, and eould
not fail to excite their deepest sensibilities,

And the Secretary concludes by saying:

You can not rfrem this view of the subject too earnestly upon the consider-
aticn of the British ministry. It has grounds and relations that reach be-
yond the immediate question under discussion.

And adverting again to the subject, he says:

I will add nothing as to the impropriety of suffer
their object in the past actions of this Government to
fluence upon the present conduct of Great Britain.

A little later Gen. Jackson nominated Martin Van Buren
as minister to the Court of England, and the nomination was
promply rejected by the Sanate, solely upon the ground of the
im' roper 2nd un-American instructions which he had given to
Minister McLane.

The argument of Daniel Webster, in the executive session of
the Senate, against the confirmation of Mr. Van Buren, was
based entirely upon that ground. Mr. Webster said:

I think those instructions derogatory in a h sense to the character
and honor of the country. I think they show a manifest disposition in the
writer of them to establish a distinction between his country and his party,

~to piace that party above the country, to make interestat a foreign court for
thit party rather than for the country, and to persuade the English min-
istryand ths English monarchy that they have an interest in maintainingin
the United States the ascendency of the pasty to which the writer belongs.
Itis the first time, I believe, in modern diplomacy: it is certainly the first
time in our history in which a minister to a foreign court has sought to
malke favor for one party at home against another, or has stooped from be-
ing the representative of the whole country to being the representativeof a
¥, and as this is the first instance in our history of any such action, I

tend to do all in my power to make it the last. For one I set my mark of
disapproval upon it; I contribute my voice and my vote to make it a nega-
tive example, to be shunned and avoided by all future ministers of the

* United States. If, in a deliberate and formal letter of instructions, admo-
nitionsand directions are given to a minister, and repeated once and again,
to urge these mere party considerations upon the forelign government, to
what extent is it probable that the writer himself will be disposed to urge
them, in his thousand opportunities of informal intercourse with that gov-

ernment?
Mr. Webster recites the facts in the case,and then phrases
{.laa instructions given by Mr. Van Buren to Mr. M e, as fol-
WS

You will be able to tell the British minister, whenever you think proper,
that yon and I and the leading persons in this Administration have opposed

feelings that find
ve an adverse in-

rts of the West Indies, still left our prod-.

the course heretofore by the Government and the country upon the
subject of colonial trade. Be sure to let him know that on that subject we
have held with England and not with our own Government.

Mr. Webster proceeds, as follows:

Now, I ask you, sir, if this be dignified dipl ? Isthisstatesmanship?
Is it patriotism, or is it mere party!? Isita proof of high regard to the honor
and renown of the whole country, or is it evidence of a disposition to make
a merit of belonging to one of its political divisions?

Mr. Webster then proceeded to show that the assertions in the
instructions are not true in point of fact, and said:

Mr. Presilent, we are reduced, are we, to the poor condition that we see a
minister of this great Republic instructed to argue or Lo interceds with the
British minister lest he should find us to have forfeited our pr1 ; and
lest these priviieges should be no longer extended to us? And we have for-
feited those privileges by our misbehavior in choosing rulers who thought
more of our own claims than of the British. Why. sir, this is patiently sub-
mitting to the domineering tone of the British minister, who told us that all
our trade to the West Indies was a boon. ted tous by the indulgence of
England. The British minister calls it a boon. and our minister admits it as
a privilege and hopes that His Majesty will be too gracious to decide that we
have forfeited this privilege by our misbehavior in the choice of our rulers,

And Mr. Webster repeated:

I ask ‘again. Mr. President, if this be statesmanship: if this be dignity;
it this be regard for country! Can any man read this whole dispatch with
candor, and not admit that it is plainiy and manifestly the writer's inten-
tion to 'Promou the interests of his party, at the expense of those of his

country?
Mr. Webster closed by stating that he had discharged the
most unpleasant duty of his public life.

D The action of the present Executive in the Hawaiian matter,
and the instructions given to Commissioner Blount and Minis-
ter Willis, bring the case squarely within the principle de-
nounced by Mr. Webster and disapproved by the Senate of the
United States in 1832,

Mr. Cleveland says in effect: “My predecessor, Mr. Harrison,
has stated in his message to the Senate of February 15, 1893, in
relation to the revolution in Hawaii, that the overthrow of the
monarchy was not in any way promoted by this Government, but
had its origin in what seems to have been a reactionary and
revolutionary policy on the part of the Queen, Lilinokalani,
which putin serious peril notoniy the large and preponderating
interests of the United States in the islands, but all the foreign
interests, and, indeed, the decent administration of eivil affairs
and peace of the islands. I will therefore declare exactly the
contrary.”

“ Mr. Harrison had investigated the facts, and reached the
conclusion which he stat:d in his message. [ will send an agent
to the Sandwich Islands togather up the gossip of he late Queen's
following, and upon that, make a case to upsc¢ che judgment of
my predecessor. President Harrison has sept to the Senate a

reaty executed by commissioners of the Provisional Government
of Hawaii, upon the one side, and by the Secretary of State of the
Unit:d States, Mr. John W. Foster. upon the other, for the an-
nexation of the Sandwich Islands to the United States. Iam
therefore against it, and will withdraw that treaty. President
Harrison has apﬂroved of the acts of Minister Stevens in recog-
nizing the Provisional Governmentof the Hawaiian Islands, and
although every other civilized nation on the face of the earth
has also recognized that government, I will repudiate my pre-
décessor’s action, and turn down that government. I will show
the world that the Democratic party is now in power, and that
I, as the embodimentof that gm.rty, ve no respect whatever for
the action of my predecessor.” ;

There could have been no high principle which induced Mr.
Cleveland to attempt to restore the monarchy of Hawaii, It
stands out in plain relief that bis motive was to discredit the
Administration of Mr. Harrison and throw odium upon the Re-
publican party.

There is no constitutional warrantfor the assumpticn that one
President is more wise, more sagacious, or more patriotic than
another.

The office of President of the United States is a continuing
office. Administrations of that oflice are divided into periods
of four years each by the Constitution itself. There is no pro-
vision in the Constitution authorizing one President to review
and revise consummated acts of his predecessor. A President
entering upon an administration of the Govercment is directed
to the future, and not to the past. Otherwise his term would
include four years in the future and an indefinite past. What
is done and consummated by one Administration is done and con-
summated by the United States, and not, in eontemplation of
law, by the person who for the time being speaks for the United
States. The power to review and revise the action of a prede-
cessor assumes higher power in the office which reviews than
exists in the office whose conduct is reviewed. There is no con-
stitutional warrant or jurisdiction for this assumptionas applied
to different Presidents. The powers of one President are abso-
lutely identical and equal with the powers of all Presidents.

It is & great mistake to suppose that the annexation of the
Sandwich Islands originated with Mr. Harrison. The same
views that were entertained by him have been held by many of
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the ablest men of the country, including Mr. Marcy, Mr. Sew-
ard, President Johnson, President Grant, Mr. Fish, and Mr.
Blaine. The polioy of our Government has been in favor of
maintaining an independent government in Hawaii as long as

_the islands were able to maintain themselves. The Government
of Hawaii has never been a strong government, and the fear that
it would go to pieces has existed for many years. In 1853 Sec-
retary of State Marcy in a letter to our minister at the Sandwich
Islands said:

I do not think that the present Hawalian Government can long remain in
the hands of the present rulers, or under the control of the nativeinhab-
{tants of those islands, and both England and France are apprised of our
determination not to allow them to be owned or to be formed under the pro-
tection of any of these powers or any other European nation.

1t seems to be inevitable that they must come under the control of this
Government, and it would be but reasonable and fair that this disposition
should be made, provided the transfer was effected by fair means.

These views of Mr. Marcy have been entertained by every Ad-
ministration during the past half century, They are in har-
mony with the views expressed by President Harrison in his
message. In discrediting President Harrison, President Clave-
land discredits every Administration that has preceded him,
and every statesman who is on record on the subject.

I have already said that the revolutionists in the islands were
the ex-Queen and her followers, and that the revolution of Jan-
uary, 1893, was the culmination of a revolutionary sentiment that
had existed for years, and ever since the constitution of 1837
was adopted. That constitutbon provides for the only way by
which it can be changed, and requires the approval of any
amendment by two regular successive Legislatures. The Queen
was in the act, every other means having failed, of setting aside
that constitution 'ni her arbitrary fiat. She had been consider-
ing upon what method she could upset that constitution for the
six preceding years. On July 29, 1890, Rear Admiral George
Brown, commanding the United States naval forces in the Pa-
cifie, wrote to Secretary Tracy from Honolulu as follows:

UNITED STATES FLAGSHIP CHARLESTOR,
Honolulw, Sendwich Telands, July 29, 1390,

8IR: In reference to political matters in the Hawaiian Islands, I have to
report that since lastcommunication on this subject, No. 228, of June 26, 1890,
many evenis have trapspired in Honolulu which indicate serious trouble, if
not a revolution. is imminent at no distant date. The Legislature now in
session will proba.l:alf' not adjourn until the middle of Se ber next, and
until that time the discordant element in the National Reform party, as rep-
resented by several natives and half-castes in the Legislature, who were
ent leaders in the attempted revolution, are discussing their move-
ments either in the Legislature or at public meetings in the strests. Their
eflorts are now being made in favor of a national convention, with a view to

the revising of the present constitution, which was adopted in 1887,

The revision of the constitution which these revolutionists desire to bring
about is nothing lesa than an entire new constitution, which will restore to
the King his former powers, giving the nativeelement almost absolute con-
trol of the Government, and ignore the interests of foreign residenis and
the vast amount of capital they now have invested in the several islands.
The present-constitution provides for the only way by which it can be
amended. and requires the aﬂ)roval of any amendment by two regular suc-
cessive Legislatures. The gislature meets biennmnf. Any attempt to
change the constitution in any other way will be revolution, and 1be
resisted by the reform party and by the best element of the Natiomal
Reformers. Itis almosucertain that there will be a majority in the Legisla-
ture opposed to granting a petition for the pro&osed constitutional conven-
tion, and that the defeat of the revolutionists in the Legislature will be the

for an uprising of the lower class of natives,

= e result of such an uprising will undoubtedly prove disastrous to them
as the interests of the moral and the better class of natives and half-castes
can not be permitted to be jeo ized by a small number of irresponsible
and impecunious, but educated natives and half-castes. The presence of the
force under my command has a marked infinence on the would-be revolu-
tionists, as, while they are well aware that [ am here to protect the property
and the citizens of the United States, the general belief amonfnthem is, that
I will in the event of a revolution, take a more decided stand in the interess
of those opposed to them than I might be warranted in doing. |

The white residents and natives and half-castes, who stand ready to op-
pose the revolutionists, have every confidence in their ability to do so suec-
cessfully and take great comfort in the kmowledge of an adeguate naval
force being t! Iamin uent personal communication with our min-
ister residing there, as also with many of the leading American merchants
and lawyers, and from them I am able to keep constantly advised of the

progress of events.
GEORGE BROWN,
Rear- Admiral, Uniled States Navy,
Commanding United States Naval Forces, Pacific Stalion.

On August 22 of the same year Commander Felix McCurley,

in a report to the Secretary of the Navy from Honolulu, uses the
following language:
. The only trouble that may occuris that if an attempt to coerce the Repre-
sentatives to vote for the new constitution be made our minister and the
English commander, Maj. Wodhouse, proposed to land the men from the
American and British men-of-war to prevent it, and I think this display of
foree will prevent further trouble. regards this movement I asked the
Hon. John L. Stevens if this was not interfering with the autonomy of the
Government at this place, to which he replied, ** No, notif the governmental
authorities requess it.”

So it is readily seen that the revolution against the constitu-
tion which was completed in January, 1893, came very near com-
ing to a crisis in 1890, between two and three years before. It
is idle to charge that the overthrow of the Queen’s Government
was caused by the landing of a 162 marines, including a brass
‘band, to protect American life and property on the 16th day of
January, 1893.

The Proyisional Government has at its head the best men of
the Sandwich islands. Their high character for ability and in-
tegrity was not only certified to bf Minister Stavens, but by Mr.
Cleveland’s minister, the Hon. Albert L. Willis, who saysinone
of his communications to the Secretary of State that they are
men of the highest respectability and integrity. A comparison
of the state papers prepared by the Provisional Governument in
relation to ouraffairs in thoseislands with those prepared by our
own officers, shows that the men of the Provisional Government,
in matters of diplomacy, are not behind our own.

These men rigres,ent. not only the American interests in the
island, but all the foreign interests as distinguished from the
natives. Theyare high-minded men, patrioticmen. Theyhave
in view no aim but the good of that country. Th%y see clearly
that the Sandwich Islands must gravitate to the United States.
ThelePewere that it is best for them, and believe it is best for
us. They do not desire to be any longer ruled by a degraded
monarch surrounded by officers only a little less degraded than
she. The sympathy of all the decent people of the earth must
be with the Provisional Government.

‘What is the future of the Hawaiian Islands?

These islands are the key to the supremacy of the commerce
of the Pacific Ocean. They are the only point where this coun-
try can get a foothold in that ocean. We can not and will not
permit Hawaii to pass under the control of any European power.
We ought to, and ultimately must, take control of those islands,
They may be formed intoacounty and added to the State of Cali-
fornia. They may be brought in in some other way. But un-
less these isiands can maintain their independence they must
become a part of this country. Of course such action is based
solely upon the consent of those islands, and their inability to
maintain an independent government. There may be, and is
likely to bein the future, a struggle for the commercial suprem-
chyi of the Pacific Ocean between the United States and Great

ritain.

There may be in the future a struggle for power in that sec-
tion of the globe between the United States and Great Britain,
and possibly some other one of the great powers. In suchan -
event we need the Sandwich Islands. The British have Aus-
tralia, New Zealand, and it may also be said the whole of the
South Pacific islands. France possesses the Society Islands and
New Caledonia and one or more of the Hebrides and some of the
Leeward Islands. Spain has beenawarded the Caroline Islands,
and Germany the Marshall Islands. The latter islands are
about the same distance from the Sandwich Islands as is the
coast of California. Russiahas control of the Asiatic coast from
Bering Strait to Kamchatka. .

The principal European powers have secured the strongest
strategic points in the Pacific Ocean, where trading or coaling
stations can be, or have been located, except the Hawaiian Is-
lands. The United States does not possess a solitary coaling
station beyond her coast line. In case of war she would be com-
‘pelled to ask the privilege of ccaling her ships from some Euro-
gn power. The Sandwich Islands have for very many years

n seeking admission to this country. They are now seeking
such admission. We can have them now peaceably and upon
our own terms. President Harrison recommended such admis-
sion, and sent to the Senate a proposed treaty of annexation.
The Senate appeared to be friendly to such admission, and the
Committee on Foreign Relations reported the treaty favorably.

In taking this course President Harrison pursued the consti-
tutional method. He did not send a paramount commissioner
to these islands to make a secret case. His work was open and
above board. He concealed nothing from Congress. The posi-
tion he took was not without precedent. Eminent American
statesmen for half a century had taken the same ground. Mr.
Cleveland’s action in relation to the Hawaiian affair was taken
upon the most superficial investigation and information. He
never perceived that the Queen herself was a revolutionist, and
was about to overthrow the constitution of 1837 by an act of her
arbitrary will. He never perceived that by such action she ab-
dicated her crown and became arebel. He never perceived the
deep-seated and deep-rooted causes that §roﬂuced the establish-
ment-of the Provisional Government. He never knew that the
constitution of 1887 was the result of a revolution; and that that
constitution was wrested from the King by the people and by
force. He never knew that the now ex-Queen was op to
that constitution long before she went upon the throne, and that
she determined to overthrow it by every means within her
power, and conspired to overthrow it before she became Queen.
. Mr. Speaker, we are approaching the threshold of the twen-
tieth centary; we have behind us a hundred years of wonderful
progress and magnificent achievement. Who dare prophesy
what American brains, American pluck, and American enter-

prise will accomplish by the close of the coming century. Cer-
tain things are in sight. One of them is continental union be-
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tween the United States and the Dominion of Canada. That
union is decreed by a law that admits of no successful resistance;
tha people of the two countries and the interests of the two
countries are =0 identical that nothing can keep them apart.

Tt is aquestion only of time. Another is the Nicaragua Canal,
uniting the commerce of the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans by a
waterway across the continent. The success of this great en-
terprise no one now doubts. Another is the annexation to the
United States of that Gibraltar of the Pacific Ocean, the Sand-
wich Islands. That will come in time. Youmay pass your res-
olutions against it now for partisan purposes, but some more

atriotic Congress will take the needful action to give to the
nited States the supremacy in the mighty commerce of the
Pucific Ocean.

M:. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I ask
uninimous consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I object.

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I hope tho gentleman
will withdraw that objection. I had nearly concluded.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I object.

EVENING SESSION.

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, there areseveral
gentlemen whodesire tospeak to-night, and I therefore ask unani-
mous consent that at the conclusion of this day's session we take
a recess until 8 o'clock, in order to have an evening session, not
to extend beyond half past 10 o'clock, for debate only upon the
pending question. ¥

Mr. REED. Mr. Spaaker, it does not seem to me that there
is the slightest necessity for having evening sessions. We can
just as well have day sessions. There is plenty of time.

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I wasrequested by gentlemen
on vourside to asi for anight session, and there are also gentle-
men on this side who desirs to speak.

Mpr. REED. T think we may as well have the speeches made
in the House. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that the
time for debate upon this question be extended for another day,
in ocder to enable gentlemen who desire to debate it to address
the House. There is really no occasion for us to come here
evenings. This debate was, by tha original order, to close this
aft-rnoon, and was to be followed by discussion of another reso-
lution for which unlimited time was given.

Now, it has been alreadyannounced that extended debate upon
that resolution on which the time was not limited will not be
insisted upon. Surely the committee can not have intended
thit less than two days should be devoted to that resolution,
which covers absolutely thesama subject as those pending, only
that the House wants to have the debate take place upon the
matter that is actually before it. It seems to me that the more
reasonable course would be to postpone the taking of the vote for
on> day more, and allow gentlemen who desire to speak to really
address the House.

Me.BLAND. Mr. Speaker, thismay beavery interesting ques-
tion,especially to gentlemen desiring to speak upon it, but 1 have
notnoticed any greatattention given to it on the part of members.
There is a bill pending here which ought to be brought up, in
which the American people are directly interested; and whilel
agreed yesterday to extend this debate for one day in order to
-accommodate members bere, I shall insist on calling up as soon
as possible the bill which I mentioned the other day to provide
money to pay for the running of this Government, instead of is-
suing bonds. I therefore shall object to any further extension
of the time for taking the vote on this question.

Mr. POST. I do notunderstand that anyone presses any ob-
jection now to the request of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr.

( CREARY]. : e

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. There is no objection to that re-
quest, and 1 hope it will be agreed to.

The SPEAKER. If there benoobjection, then. at the close of
the remarks of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. GRIFFIN],
who expects to address the House for fifteen or twenty minutes,
the House will take a recess until 8 o'clock this evening, the
evening session to be devoted to debate only on the pending
bill—

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. And not to extend beyond
half past 10 o'clock.

The SPEAKER. Not to extend beyond half past 10 o'clock.
Without objection, that order will be made.

There was no objection.

PRINTING TARIFF BILL.

Mr, RICHARDSON of Tennessee, by unanimous consent, sub-
* mitted the following resolution; which was read, considered,
and adopted:

Resolred, That there ba printed 8,600 copies of the bill (H. R. 4334) to reduce
taxatlon. to Prorl 12 revenue for the Government, and for other purposes,
for the use of the House, as the same passed the House. 2

HAWAIL

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker, I had intended to speak at
length upon this question; but when I learned that instead of
being allowed an hour and a half or two hours, which is a short
enough time in which to present in an intelligent and orderly
manner all the points involved, I had been awarded only fifteen
or twenty minutes, I abandoned the idea of submittin g any re-
marks. I have reversed my decision after listening to the
poetry upon the flag read by the gentleman from Maine, and
shall therefore confine my attention and devote my few minutes
chiefly to the incident of the flag, and the features which led
up to its placement and displacement.

I shall hate no time to discuss the beauty or the virtue of the
Queen, which has been so persistently pressed upon our atten-
tion by the opponents of the Administration, and which seems
to illy comport with the dignity of this House in a debate upon
the rights and privileges of de jure and de facto government.
The Queen is the state; she is the sovereign, and I have been
puzzled to know just when the House of Representatives or the
Congress of the United States came in charge of the beauty and
the virtue of the foreign sovereigns when they happen to be
women.

I cordially and enthusiastically indorse the Administration,
and I would not, if I could, make so little change as o reject the
dotting of an ‘i " or the crossing of a *‘t” in anything thathas
been said or done by the present Administration in respect to
Hawaiian affairs. Yet, in recently accepting the high privilege
of membership in the Congress of the United States, I find my-
self in the midst of distinguished statesmen who have spoken in
terrific denunciation of the executive department and of the
recent foreign. policy of the Administration. The arraignment
has not been an impersonal one, but the President himself has
been styled an usurper, reckless of the rights and dignities of a
co’irdinate branch of the Government and indifferent to the
claims and demands of the Constitution which he has sworn to
support. ]

Occasionally, almost a ery of despair would go up to “call a
halt,” to the discredit and disgrace into which, it was said, the
country was being plunged by the distressing course of the Ex-
ecutive. Since I have begun to read these accusations and hear
them 3goken. with fresh installmentsof charges from time to time
I havedaily felt, in the simplicity of my inexperience, that the
of an earthquake wasabout to coverus. But to-day thesunshines
as bright as it did before Hawaii was heard of. Happiness is
as near to us as it ever was; and the country is safe, quiet, con-
tented, and sa'isfied, so far us any overweening desire to annex
the Hawaiian Islands is concerned.

It has been said, Mr. Spaaker, that the almost universal voice
of the press and of the people is opposed to the policy of the Ad-
ministration. Itisonly recently that the facts have been placed
before the people; and even now, oftentimes, in a broken, dis-
connected, vague, and obscure manner. Inteiligent men are un-
doubtedly thinking upon this subject; call upon call has been
made by my constituents for all information relating to the
Sandwich Islands imbroglio; and I respectfully suggest to the
honorable Committee on Foreign Affairs a more extended pub-
lication and circulation of the brief but able summary of the
Secretary of State, the clear and cogent report of Mr. Blount,
and the lucid and convincing message of the President, with all
the correspondence relating thereto or connected therewith.

If it be true that the almost universal voice of the people is in
condemnation of the President, one might well feel timid in
standing upon the Aoor of this House in advocaey of the position
which he maintains. I do not believe it. The peopleare some-
times te::Fomrily misled, sometimes overcredulous, but always
patient, always honest, always hopeful, and ever stirred and
thrilled by theeternal principlesof right and justice. [Applause
on the Democratic side.] They will not submit to a wrong or in-
justice done fo the veriestcourtesan on thestreet,any more than
to the virtuous woman who adorns the sacred relations of home.

Pervaded, sir, with the idea that the President has done the
right thing at the right time and in the right place, I am ready
once again, as in former days, to rally muntf the flag; to put
it up when it is improperly hauled down, and to haul it down
when it is improperly put up. [Applause on the Democratic
gide.] 1t is the symbol of our national greatness. It is the
picturesque embodiment of the strength of the Government and
the patriotism of the people. It stands for the Union of forty-
four States, all vying with each other in the love of a common
country. Wherever it is lawfully unfurled, it carries no message
but of peace and good will to men. It proclaimsnoninterference
with the internal affairs of other governments and enforces the

independenceof our own. It isat the head of all our public and
uasi public processions.
The boys carry it in their military parades of miniature sol-
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diery. The girls wear it as a fitting decoration for a Fourth of
July celebration. And whether{it streams from the Dome of the
Capitol, or kisses the breeze at the top of the liberty pole, or is
flung across the catafalque, or blesses the joys and festivities of
a wedding occasion, it is altogether too sacred a piece of bunt-
ing, and means too much, to be hoisted over the government
building of Hawaii as a signal to the world that the great Re-
public of the United States has overthrown the peaceful and
constitutional Government of the Hawaiian Islands and substi-
tuted in its stead a wretched and miserable oligarchy. Observe
for a moment the composition of this oligarchy.

Mr. Stevens says thatitisagovernment composed of four men,
highly respectable; but that hardly does the subject justice.
The monarchical government was abrogated, and the provisional
oligarchy established onthel7th day of January, 1893, by a paper
writing signed by eleven persons, one of whom was made a mem-
ber of the executive council, seven of whom were made members
of the provisional council, and all but three of whom secured
high civil positionsexempt from military service, out of the way
of the shot of a gun, and ready forsooth to step into the Senate
of the United States, the House of Representatives, the judi-
ciary, or any other posts of trust that would best subserve their
personal promotion. [Laughter andapplause on the Democratic
side].

A]salf-const.ituted clique! It may be said that all revolution-
ists are a self-constituted clique; buf this one was only possible
by reason of the domination of United States forces, and had not
the backing of the people; a clique so cowardly, so lacking in
the courage of the Anglo-Saxon race, that before the ick had
become dry upon this proclamation, nay, undoubtedly as a part
and parcel thereof and contemporaneous therewith, a letter was
signed, addressed to the American minister, imploring him not
only to recognize this abortion as a dz fucto government, not
only to afford it moral support, but, if necessary, the support of
the United States troops, to aid and assist in preserving the
public peace. And where were the main body of troops?

Lieut. Swinburne tells us that they were marched down
about 8 o’clock in the evening of the day previous, fo Arion
Hall, which fronts the side of the government building, and is
only separated from it by a narrow street. Bravo! Well lo-
cated, says Admiral Skerrett, if it was designed to foster the
movement for the Provisional Government, and very improp-
erly located if only intended to protect American citizens in
person and property. Thus garrisoned by United States troops,
thus supported by the marines, the Gatling guns and the in-
fantry, armed with the Lee rifle and wearing the double-web-
bing belt with sixty cartridges in the loops and twenty in the
magazines, it might well be supposed that this Provisional Gov-
ernment rested upon a pretty solid foundation, emboldened even
against the fear and torment that come from a disturbed and
awakened conscience. ‘‘The wicked flee when no man pursu-
eth; the righteous are bold as alion.”

Yet what do we find? We find these gentlemen trembling in
their boots, their very hair standing on end, like the quills of a
fretful porcupine. A pistol shot alarmsthem. Thebang of the
door of the government building startles them. Even the ver
murmur of the breeze strikes terror to their affrighted i i-
nation, and in a fortnight they are content to haul down the Ha-
waiian flag, and to petition the American minister to raise the
flag of the United States in protection of the Hawaiian Islands,
with the offer of freedom of occupation of the public buildings
and the soil of the Hawaiian Government.

This offer was accepted by Mr. Stevens. Lieut. Swinburne,
who was charged with the execution of details, reports that on
the 1st day of February, in the presenceof the executive and ad-
visory councils, the government building was turned over to
him, and the proclamation of Minister Stevens establishing a
protectorate over the Hawaiian Islands was read by the adju-
tant; and thatat9o'clockin the forenoon the ensign of the United
States was hoisted over the government building, the Hawaiian
flag remaining on a pole in the grounds. On the same day a
telegram was sent by the American minister to his own Gov-
ernment. As speedily as practicable a reply came from the then
Secretary of State suggesting than the affair looked very much
like a genuine protectorate, and the act was promptly disavowed
by the Government of the United States.

Do we hear of any proclamation of disavowal? Do we hear of
any official intimation from Mr. Stevens that the condition of
affairs had changed? Ah, no; Mr. Stevens hadannexation on the
brain. It had perverted his mental and moral faculties alike.
It had softened every spot where thought shoots out to give it~
self expression, and the ensign of the United States still contin-
ued to float from the Hawaiian pinnacle, ever and anon looking
humorously way down to the colors of the independent govern-
ment of Hawaliin the back yard. There this ensign floated until
after the arrival of Mr. Blount, a menace to the people of Ha-

waii, thut they must not raise a voice or lift a hand for the
restoration of their beloved Government.

There it floated, as Mr. Blount tells us, until, such had been its
influence in intimidating citizens opposed to the provisional oli-
garchy, free and untrammeled speech and opinion could not be
secured; and when Mr. Blount hauled down the ensign of the
United States hedid as creditable an act for hisGovernment as
the brave soldier who, under other conditions, plants his coun-
try’'s flag upon the parapets of the enemy. True, he did this by
virtue of a discretion vested in him by the President of the
United States, but it needed not the sanction of an official act.

I} is clear that the right to raise the ensign was solely depen-
dent upon the right to establish the protectorate. The fall of
the one carried with it the fall of the other. The flag was float-
ing, therefore, in fraud of the rights of the Hawaiian people.
It was a continued false pretense that the Government of the
United States was still protecting the Government of the Ha-
waiian Islands; and was an unrevoked threat of the displeasure
and vengeance of the United States if the people should rise
in their might and overthrow the oligarchy. It proclaimed a
public lie. It had become a public nuisance, specially dimag-
ing every citizen of Hawaii and every citizen of the United
States, and he who could zruthfully say I am an American citi-
zen, had the right fo rescue it from the dishonorable purposes
to which it had been subjected: and any Hawaiian subject might
gmperly have torn if into tatters and trampled it in the dust.

{)muc}l, Mr. Speaker, for the incident of the flag. [Loud ap-
plause.

[Here the hammer fell.] )

The SPEAKER. The hour having arrived, under the order
adopted, the House will take a recess until 8 o'clock, the even-
ing session to be devoted to debate on the pending proposition
only; and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROOKSHIRE] will
perform the duties of the Chair. :

And accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 30 minutes) the House was
declared in recess.

EVENING SESSION.

The recess having expired, the Housereassembled at 8 o’clock
p- m., Mr. BROOKSHIRE in the chair as Speaker pro tempore.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the special
order. 3
The Clerk read the special order, as follows:
Resolyed, That immediately upon the adoption of this order the House
roceed to the consideration of House resolution g;mted as Miscellaneous
ument No. 75, reported from the Committee on Foreign Affairs January
20, 184, expressive of the sense of the House of Re%r:sematives relative to
Ha an affairs; that the consideration thereof be resumed immediately
after the first morning hour on the two legislative days following next after
that day on which this order is adopted; that at the hour of 4 o’clock p. m.
on the last of sald legislative days the previous question be considered as
ordered on sald resolution and pending’ amendments, and then without in-
tervening motion the vote be taken thereon; that immediately after said
resolution shall have been disposed of, and not before, the Houseshall pro-
ceed to the consideration of House resolution printed as Miscellaneous
Document No. 43, reported adversely from the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs on December 21, 1883, relating to policy respecting intervention of tha
United States Government in affairs of foreign friendly governments; and
the consideration thereof shall continue from day to day, after the second
morning hour, until disposed of.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is in session for the

urpose of debate only, pursuant to the special order just read.
he gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. HALL] is recognized.

Mr. HALLof Minnesota. Mr. Speaker,itwasnonoviceindiplo-
maecy whom President Harrison sent to the Hawaiian Islands.
He wisely selected for that small but important mission a trained
diplomat of long experience and well versed in the principles
and precedents of international law.

Situated 2,000 miles from our coast, in the highway of com-
merce with the far East, by their geograghica,l position, by the .
character of their population and the bustling Americanism
which has found lodgment there, the islands were liable at any
time to present most difficult problems of diplomacy.

It is there that the incompatible civilizations of the East and
the West meet face to face; it is there that the trader and the
speculator have trod upon the heels of the missionary and plun-
dered the Christianized savage as soon as his conversion was
accomplished.

Thus it has beenin all ages whenever and wherever the antag-
onistic forces of barbarism and civilization have confronted each
other. It detracts not from the good faith and the good work
of the devoted missionary who has given his all of life to the
dissemination of the gospel, to state as a historic truth that
wherever he has gone he has after all been merely the pioneer
of active and unserupulous adventurers who have [ollowed in his
path only to plunder, debauch, and destroy the people hecame to
save.

This lesson, so horribly told in the history of Puritan New
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England and of the West, is reiferated with less horror but with
equal certainty in the Sandwich Islands. The world will never
know, or, knowing, will never appreciate the story of privation
and unselfish devotion of the earlier missionaries to these islands.
The work they did, the good they accomplished can not be gain-
said. But the missionary is no longer the guiding star of Ha-
waiian destiny.

The whaler and merchantman, the steamship and the ironclad
have sounded the channels and cast anchors in Hawaiian waters,
The trader, the speculator, the planter, the bankrupt adven-
turer, and the imported laborer have peopled the islands with a
new and heterogenous race, tr ing upon the rights of the
natives, despoiling them of their properiy, debauching fheir

.morals, and swiltly and relentlessly moving on to their final ex-
termination.

This, sir, is what we Christians of the nineteenth century
mean by “ the onward march of civilization.”

The American minister, Mr. Stevens, was {from start to finish
an ardent, persistent, active annexationist. His associations,
his sympathies, his hopes were with the disaffected American
element which was hostile to the Government to which he was
accredited. -

In his correspondence with our Secretary of State he gloats
over the rapid decimation of the native population; he rejoices
over the increase of the annexation sentiment; he predicts the
overthrow of the reigning monarch, and gravely suggests that
the time has come for a ‘‘ new departure ” by the United States
as to Hawaii. Every line of his correspondence shows that Mr.
Stevens regarded himself as a M commissioned agent,
whose sole duty it was to annex Hawaii to the United States at
all hazards.

BTEVENS HAS " RELIABLE INFORMATION."

I gall attention to dispatch No. 48, written to Secretary Blaine
March 8, 1892, viz: ‘

If the Government here should be surprised and overturned by an orderly
and peaceful revolutionary movement, largely of native Hawalians and a
provisional or republican government organized and proclaimed, would
the United States minister and naval commander here be justified in re-
sponding affirmatively to the eall of the members of the removed Govern-
ment to restore them to power or replace them in possession of the Govern-
ment buildings? Or should the United Sates minister and naval commander
contine themselves exclusively to the preservation of American property,
the protection of American citizens, and the prevention of anarchy?

Should a revolutionary attempt of the character indicated be made, there
are mnﬁam to presume that it would with the seizure of the
police station, with its arms and ammunition, and this accomplished, the royal
palace and the Government building, containing the cabinet o and archives,
would very soon be captured, the building being situaled adout one-third o,
a mile from the police station., In such contingencies would it be justifiable
to use the United States forces here to restore the Government buildings to
the possession of the displaced ofcials? Ordinarily in llke circumstances
the rule seems to be tolimit the landing and movement of the United States
force in foreign waters and dominion exclusively to the protection of the
Unived States legation and of the lives and property of American citizens.

® L L 3 £ *® * £

I have information which 1 deem relioble that there iz an organized revo-
Iutionary party on the islands, composed largely of native Hawaiians and a
considerable number of whites and half whites, led chiefiy by individuals of
the latter two classes. This party is hostile to the Queen and to her
con fidants, especially opposed to the to the throne of the half-Eng-
pparent, now being educatel in and, and means to gain its
object either by forcing the Queen to select her cabinet from its own mem-
bers, or else fo themonarchy and establish a republic with the ultimate
view of annexation to the United Statés of the whole islands.
* * * L * -

I have little doubt the revolutionary attempt would have been mads ere this
but 7or the presence here of the United States ship-of-war. I still incline to the

nion that the revolwltiona cumgl will not be mads so long as there is a

nited Stales forcs in the Mngor of Honolulw, but it would be rash to assume

or assert this positively.

This, I submit, is—
THE KEY TO STEVENS'S WHOLE CAREER

. in the islands. He saysthathehas “ reliable information” thata
revolution—an annexation revolution—is being incubated. Itis
organized. He knows the parties to it, he knows its ultimate
purqose, nay, more, he knows the details of its programme, It
would begin with the seizure of the police station, with its arms
and ammunition,and * this accomplished,” it would capture the
royal and the Government building. If thisisdone, what
shall 1 do, he asks.- “Shall I reinstate the overthrown Govern-
ment?”

Why did Stevens ask this? He was a trained diplomat of
thirteen years' experience. He knew well enough that in the
event stated, the revolutionary government would be the de
facto Government which every nation would at once recognize.
W]ﬁy;ask the question? He knew theanswer. Were there others
in Hawaii twho had less confidence in Stevens than he had in

himself, and needed a positive assurance from the Harrison Ad-
?itri:jsh;auon before they embarked upon the stormy sea of revo-
ution

THE U. 8. SHIPS-OF-WAR,

- Note, too, in the light of subsequent events, what Stevens says
about the ship of war. ‘When the ship sails, the revolution

comes.” ‘‘If you order itaway, Mr. Blaine; if I take itawayona
ramble among the neighboring islands, the revolution will come
and with it annexation. For Heaven's sake, Blaine, do not let
the ship slip out of the harbor.” [Laughter.

It was the Queen, and not the revolution junta, who feared
the presence of a war ship under the control of a hostile minis-
ter. So long as it remained she would do nothing which would
[urnish a justification or an excuse for rebellion. 4

To this remarkable request for instructions it is said no offi-
cial reply was made. Nothing was done at Honolulu. The ship
remained in the harbor, the Queen was quiet, the revolution dor-
mant. A Presidential election was pending in the United States.

In No. 72, on October 31, 1892, Stevens again says:

The are strong reasons for the belief that were if not for the presence af the

naval Jorce in the harbor the Tahitlan marshal and his would
induce the Queen to attempt a coup d'élat by proclaiming a new constitution,
taking from the Legislature the power to reject ministerial appointments.

And Capt. Wiltse on November 9, 1802, writes to the Secre-
tary of the Navy:

I am informed from reliable sources that the Queen had been strongly ad-
vised to dissolve the Legislature and order a new election, which would have
been unconstitutional, and which would probably Aav: coused a revolution;
but she was deterred by the presence of United Statesvessels of war,

In the meantime the people of the United States had been to
the ballot boxes and decreed the overthrow of the Harrison Ad-
ministration. If anything was to be done in Hawaii it was well
that it be done quickly.

Stevens’s No. 74, dated November 20, 1892, must have been
written soon after the result of the Presidential election was
known in Honolulu. In it he says:

An intelligent and impartial examination of the facts can hard.lg fail to
lead to the conclusion that the relations and the policy of the United States
toward Hawali will soon demand some change, if not the adoption o deci-
rispespptm il e s g el g e g
ac; =
s‘lbyle gyovemment. 1%1 these uhnda.e S e e s

Then follows an interesting statement of the commercial and
naval importance of the islands, coupled with the assertion:

‘Well handled and sold at fitting opportunities, the proceeds of the Crown
lands would pay the national debt, grom adegquale pensions Jor the two or

royalties, in case monarchy should be abolished,

In this letter Stevens acknowledges that the annexationists—
the ‘‘best element” as he calls them, *‘unaided and alone can
not make the necessary changes in the existing condition of
things.” “The men qualified are here to carry on good gov-
ernment, provided they have the supportof the United States.”
*“T can not refrain from expressing the opinion with emphasis
that the golden houris nearathand.” This,sir,isthelan )
of conquest, not altogether unknown in diplomacy, but rarely
used since the days of Cortez and Pizarro. [Applause on the
Democratic side.]

In the light of subsequent events, the significance of this let-
ter is unmistakable. It was notice to the Harrison Administra-
tion that the revolution was at hand, and equipped that Admin-
istration with all the data and arguments necessary to support
the result, a

THE GOLDEN HOUR AT HAND,

In Honolulu the conspiracy was ripe. It awaited some act on
the part of the Queen which would excuse the revolution. The
Queen was restrained by the presence of the war ship Boston.

A month of inactivity elapsed—time enough for President
Harrison to call a halt if he wished—and then on January 4
1893, the Boston sailed out of the harbor, carrylns Stevens and
hlsfamil¥ on a pleasure touramong the islands. Behind him he
left the * organized revolution;™ he knew that the time was at
hand for the prorogation of the Legislature; he knew that the -
sailing of the Boston would light the fuse which would explode
the revolution. And yet, like Capt. Kidd, he ‘‘ sailed away.”
[Laughter.] . J

One can not but admire the marvelous precision in time dis-
played by the Boston on that historie ernise. At the right mo-
ment she steamed away, and just in time she was back again.

* Events in Hawaii in the past few days have moved rapidly,”
wired the exultant minister to Secretary Foster on January 18,
1863, So indeed they had. The departure of the Boston was
the Queen’s opportunity. A new cabinetwas formed, the lottery
bill passed, the Legislature prorogued, and a new constitution
promised—and then on January 14th Stevens and the Boston
came sailing back.

: PECULIAR. - :

Of all revolutions in recorded history that at Honolulu was
the mostefleminateand unimpassioned. Itwas notaccom,
by bloodshed tumult, or indignation. It did not interfere with

e business of men, nor the gossip of women, nor the play of
children. [Launghter.] A mass meeting and a proclamation
constituted the sum and substance of the movement. For three
days after Stevens’s refurn it smoldered harmlessly in Thurs-
ton’s office. [Laughter.] Then it developed into an unarmed
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mass meeting, with speeches, and resolutions, and the appoint-
ment of thirteen men as a committee of public safety.

THE TREATY.

On February 15, 1893, President Harrison submitted to the
Senate for ratification the treaty of annexation which he had
negotiated with the commissioners of the Provisional Govern-
ment.

I call attention to the President’s message and Secretary Fos-
ter's letter which accompanied the treaty. If says:

On Saturday, the 14th of January, the capital was wholly controlled by the
royal troops, including a large additional force of over H0 armed men not
authorized by Hawaiian law. On the same day the first call to arms in
opposition to the Queen was issued. and the citizens’ committee of safeiy
was developed. During the 14th, 15th. and most of the 16th the two parties
confronted each other in angry hostility, with every indication of an armed
conflict at any moment.

It was not until late in the afternoon of Monday, the 18th, after reguest for

rotection had beea made by many citizens of the Unifed States rexiding in Hono-

ulu, that a force of marines was landed from the Boston, by direction of the
minister, and in conformity with the standil:l‘i instructions which for many
years have authorized the naval forces of the United State to colperate
with the minister for the protection of the lives and property of American
citizens in case of imminent disorder. The marines, when landed, {ook no
part whatever toward influencing the course of events.

Thelr presence was wholly precautionary, and only such disposition was
made of them as was calculated to subserve the particular end in view.
They were distributed that night between the laﬁm,lon and the consulate,
where they occupied inner courts and a private hall rented for their accom-
modation. Beyond a sentry at the door of each post, and the oceasional
appearance of an officer ing from one post to another, no demonstration
whatever was made b, landed forces, nor was the uniform of the United
States visible upon the streets. They thus remained, isolated and incon-
spicuous, until after the success of the Provisional Government and the or-

ation of an adequate protective force thereunder.

At the time the Provisional Government took possession of the Govern-
ment buildings, no troops or officers of the United States were nt or
took any part whatever in the proceedings. No public rxag;lit s ae-
eorded to the Provisional Government by the United Stales minister until afler
e ?mn'a abdication and when they were in Wauamn of the GGovern-
men buﬂrﬁn?a. the archives, the freasury, the , the police stalion, and
all the potential machinery of the Government,

Then, and not until then, when the Provisional Government had obtained
the full d# facto control, was the new order of recognized by the
United States minister, whose formal letter of recognition was promptiy
followed by like action on the part of the representatives of all foreign gov-
ernments resident on the Hawaifan Isiands. There is not theslightest indi-
cation at any time prior to such formal recognition in full accord with the
long-established rule and invariable ts of this Government, did the
TUnited States minister take any part in promoting the change, sither by in-
timidating the Queen or by giving assurance of support to the organizers of
the Provisional Government.

The President says that the marines were landed from the
Boston ** after request for protection had been made by citizens
of the United States.” This is not true. The request was made

the organized committee of public safety—as such commit-
tee. Itisas follows, viz: s

. HAWATIAN IsLANDS, Honolulw, January 16, 1833

Sir: We, the undersigned, citizens and residents of Honolulu, respectfully
represent that, in view of recent public events in this Kingdom, culminating
in the revelutionary acts of Queen Lilinokalani on Saturday last, the publie
safety is menaced and lives and property are in peril, and we appeal to you
and the United States forces at your command for assistance.

The Queen, with the aid of armed force and accom by threats of
violence and bloodshed from those with whom she was acting, attempted to
proclaim a new constitution; and while prevented for the time from ac-
eomplishing her object, declared publicly that she would only defer her
action.

This conduet and action was upon an occasion and under circumstances
which have created general alarm and terror.

We are wnabls to protect ourselves without aid. and therefore pray for the
protection of the United States forces.

HENRY E. COOPER,

F. W. MCCHESNEY,
W. O. WILDER,-
C. BOLTE,
A. BROWN,
WILLIAM O. SMITH,
HENRY WATERHOUSE,
THEO, F. LANSING,
ED. SUHR,
, L. A, THURSTON,
= JOHN EMMELUTH,
WM. R. CASTLE,
J. A. MCCANDLESS,
Citizens’ Committes of Safety.

To His Excellency JOHN L. STEVENS, :
. American Minister Resident:

It nowhere refers to the Fersons or property of American citi-
zens. It is the request of the * organized revolution,” and it
closes with a remarkable confession of the weakness and insta-
bility of the movement. ‘‘ We are unable to protect ourselves
without aid, and therefore pray the protection of the United
States forees.” ‘*Help me, Cassius, or I sink!” was the helpless
ery of the revolution to Minister Stevens. [Laughter.]

Suppose Stevens had refused this request, what would have
become of the revolution? *Unable to protect themselves,”
how could they overthrow their enemies?

In his letter of January 18, 1893, to Secretary Foster, Stevens
- says: ““The Committee of lg’nblie Safety called on me for aid.
. It was fortunate that the Boston was in the harbor,” and in the

same letter he says he inclosed a copy of this * call of the Com-
mittes of Public Safety for aid.”
If he did so, then President Harrison

SUPFPRESSED THE DOCUMERT.

It nowhere appears among the papers sent by him to the Sen-
ate.

It was an important document, because if bore upon its face
indisputable evidence that the revolution was a sham: that it
could not stand upon its feet; that the Provisional Government
could not have existed without the support of the armed [orces
of the United States.

The charge I bring against ex-President Harrison is a serious
charge. It accuses him of duplicity in his communications with
the United States Senate—of suppressing, of withholding from
the Senate an important document concerning an important
treaty submitted to it.

If Stevens in fact sent the ‘‘call ”to Secretary Foster, what
has become of it? Why was it not sent to the Senate when
every other scrap of paper connected with these transactions,
except this, was transmitted?

There are sins of omission as well as sins of commission.

THE MARINES ON SHORE.

‘What part did our marines and blue-jackets play in this trag-
edy of the isles? Isit true, as President Harrison says, *‘ that
they took no part whatever toward influencing the course of
events”? Letussee. They landed on the afternoonof the 16th;
a small squad was sent to the legation, a larger party under the
command of Lieut. Draper was posted at the consulate, on the
same street, in the same block, and not many feet distant from
the station house, fhen éccupied by the Queen’s forces under the
command of Marshal Wilson.

The larger part of the force marched up Fort street to King,
and thence along King street to Atherton’s residence, far out in
the eastern suburbsof the city. Their line of march took them
directly by the Queen’s palace and the barracks near the palace.
With band playing, flags flying, and Gatlings rattling over the
stony street, they marched by, saluting the startled Queen as
they passed. On fo-Atherton’s they went, and soon they came
marching back again by the palace, and wheeling to the left,
quartered themselves at Arion Hall. Arion Hall confronted the
}mlace and also commanded the Government building. It is

ocated amile from the business and American part of the city.

Admiral Skerrett says:

Sir: I haveexamined, with a view of inspection, the premises first oceupied
by the force landed from the United States steamship Boston, and known as
Arion Hall, situated on the west side of the Government building. The
E)sinou of this location is In the rear of a large brick building known as

usie Hall. The street it faces 18 comparatively a narrow one, the building
itself facing the Government b In m o?!nion it was nuadvisable
to locate the troops there {f they were landed for the profection of the United
Stafes citizens, being distantly removed from the business portiod of the
town, and generally far away from the United States legation and consulate-

eral, as well as being distant from the houses and residences of United

tatescitizens. It wlill be seen from the accm:ﬂ):mying sketch that, had the

Provizional Government troops been attacked from the east, such attack
would have placed them in the line of fire,

Had Music Hall been seized by the Queen’s troops, they would have been
umnder their fire, had such been their desire. It is for these reasons that I
consider the position occupied as illy selected. Nawurally, if they were landed
with a view to support the isional Gorvernment froops, then occupying tha
Government building,. if was a wise choice. as they could enfilade any troops
attacking them from the palace grounds in front. There isnothing further
for me to state with reference to this matter, and as has been called by you
to my attention—all of which is submitted for your consideraticn.

The disposifion of the marines was such that wherever the
forces of the Queen were posted they were confronted by the
armed forces of the United States.

It taxes human credulity to the utmost to supgosa that all this
merely ‘‘ happened so,” as Stevens says. The display of force,
the marching and countermarching by the palace, the location
of the forces, all show a deliberate purpose on the partof the
minister who ordered these things done. It is true that the
marines remained *passive”—they did nothing except to con-
front, overawe, and intimidate the Queen and her forces.

. BECOGNIZED BEFORE BORN.

President Harrison says that the Provisional Government was
not recognized ‘‘until after the Queen's abdication and when
they were in effective possession of the government buildings,
the barracks, the police station,and all the potential machinery
of the government. Then, and not until then, when the Pro-
visional Government had obtained full de facio control” was it
recognized by Minister Stevens. -

This statement is literally untrue in every ticular. It is
charitable and it is reasonable to assume that Mr. Harrison was
not aware of its falsity. It was his eredulity and not his probit
which was at fault. Misled bﬁ Stevens,and tricked and deceiv
by Thurston, he accepted and submitted to the Senate a state-
me;t of factswhich investigation has demonstrated to be wholly
untrue.
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What are the facts? At about 2:30%1::.011 January 17 the
committee of public safety, accompanied by the members of the
%Ic;ferument about to be formed, prooeedeg to the Government

ilding. They were unarmed. From the only person there
they demanded possession of the building, and from the front
steps read their proclamation establishing the Provisional Gov-
ernment, Then they sought recognition from the United
States, Capt. Wiltse, of the Boston, peremptorily refused to
recognize them, because they had not yet obtained ession of
the barracks and the station house. That which Wiltse refused
to do Stevens did at once with alacrity. Before 5 o'clock, proba-
bly about 3, he recognized the Provisional Government as the
de faclo government of the islands.

At that time the Queen held the palace, the barracks, and the
station-house with her armed troops. The whole city of Hono-
lulu, with the exception of the Government building and the
points occupied by the United States forces, was in her posses-
sion. The Provisional Government was in possession of the
Government building, and of nothing else. So far from being a
de facto government, it had not yet become a belligerent.

QUEEN'S MINISTERS TO MR. STEVENS,

DEPARTMENT OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS,
Honolulu, January 17, 1893.

A}

Sir: Her Hawalian Majesty's Government having been informed that cer-
tain persons to them unknown have issued proclamation declaring a Pro-
visional Government to exist in ogpoalt.ion to Her Majesty's Government,
and having pretended to depose the Queen, her cabinet and marshal, and
that certain treasonable persons at present occu&:y the Government build-
ing in Honolulu with an armed force, and pretending that your excellency,
in behalf of the United States of Ameri such Provisional

ca, has reco,
Government, Her Majesty’s cabinet asks respectfully:

Has your excellency recognized said Provisional Government? and if not,
Her esty's Government, under the above existing circumstances, re-
spectfully requests the assistance of your Government in preserving the
peace of the country.

We have the honor of being your excellency’s obedient servants,

SAMUEL PARKER,
Minister %Fm:‘yn Affairs.
WM. H. CORNWELL,
Minister of Finance,
JOHN F. COLBURN,

Minister of the ‘nierior.
A. P.PETE N,
. = I8 Attorney-General.
His Excellency JoEN L. STEVENS,
Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary.

[Extract from records of the United States legation.]
CORRESPONDENCE WITH HAWAITAN GOVERNMENT.
UNITED STATES LEGATION, Honolulu, January 17, 1593.

Abont 4 to 5 p. m. of this date—am not certain of the precise time—the
note on file from the four ministers of the deposed Queen, inqu.lrf.nf ir1
had reco, the Provisional Government, came to my hands, while Iwas
lying sick on the couch. Not far from 5 p. m.—I did not think to look at the
watch—I addressed a short note to Hon. Samuel Parker, Hon. William H.
Cornwell, Hon. John F. Colburn, and Hon. A. P. Peterson—no longer re-
garding them ministers—informing them that I had recognized the Provisional

Government.
JOHN L. STEVENS,
United States Minister,

STATEMENT OF LIEUT. DRAPER.

May 5, 1803, Herbert L. Draper, Lieutenant Marine Corps, attached to
DBoston:

I was at the United States consulate-general at the time the Provisional
Government troops went to the station house and it was turned over to
them by Marshal Wilson. It was about half past 7 o’clock. The station
bouse is near the consulate-general on the same street. As soon as it hap-
penedltelephoned it to the ship. Iwanted my commandingofficer to know,
as I rezarded it as an especially important thing. '

I was the commanding officer at the consulate-general. There was no
other United States officer there at the thne excepting myself.

The above is a correct statement.

HERBERT L. DRAPER,

First Lieuléenant, Unifed States Marine Corps,

MR. SWINBURNE TO MR. BLOUNT.

HONOLULU, HAWAITAN ISLANDS, May 3, 1893.

S1r: In responseto yourverbal request for a written communication from
me regarding certain facts connected with the recognition of the Provi-
sional Government of the Hawailan Islands by the United States minister to
that country on the afternoon of January 17, 1893, I have to state as follows:

On the afternoon in %uasuon I was present at an interview between Capt.
Wiltse, commanding the Boston, who was at that time present in his offic.
capacity with the battallon then landed in Honolulu, and Mr. Dole and other
gentlemen representing the present Provisional Government, in the execu-
tive chamber of the Government buiiding. During the interview we were
informed that the Paﬂy represented by the men there present was in com-
plete possession of the Government building, the archives, and the treas-
nliy. and that a provisional government had been established by them.

n answer Capt. Wiltse asked if their government had possession of the
police station and barracks. To this the reply was made that they had not
Rlosmion then. but expected to hear of it in a few minutes, or very soon.

o this Capt. Wiltse replied, "* Very well, gentlemen, I cannotrecognize you
as a de facte government until you have possession of the police station and
are pro%md to guaranty protection to life and property,’’ or words to that
effect. Here our interview was interrupted by other visitors, and we with-
drew and returned to the camp at Arion Hall. Asfar as I can recollect, this
must have been about 5 o'clock p. m.

About half {.}ut 6 Capt. Wiltse 1eft the camp, and as he did so he informed
11e that the United States minister to the Hawailan Islands had recognized
Lhe Provisional Government established by the party in charge of the Gov-

ernment bullding as the de faclo Government of the Hawallan Islands
About half past 7 p. m. I was informed by telephone by Lieut. Draper, who
was then in charge of a squad of marines at the United States consula
that the citizen troops had taken possession of the police station, and tha
Y ety resposttuiy,
ery ®
WM. SWINBURNE,
Lieutenant-Commander, United States Navy.
Hon. J. H. BLOUNT, »
Special Commissioner of the United States.

GOVERNMENT BUILDING, Honolulu, January 17, 1593,

S1R: I acknowledge receipt of your valued communication of this day,
recognizing the Hawalian visional Government, and express deep ap-
preciation of the same.

‘We have conferred with the ministers of the late Government, and have
made demand upon the marshal to surrender the station house.

We are not actually yet in possession of the station house; but as night is
approaching and our forces may be insufficient to maitain order, we request
the immediate support of the United States forces, and would request that
the commander of the United States forces take command of our military
forces, so that they may act together for the protection of the city.

tfully, yours,
SANFORD B. DOLE,
Chairman Executive Council.
His Excelle JOHN L. STEVENS,
United Stales Minister Resident,

It was after Stevens had recognized the Provisional Govern-
ment, after he had informed her cabinet of the fact, that the
Queen, fearing a conflict with the United States forces, yielded ,
her authority *‘ until such time as the Government of the United
States shall, upon the facts being presented toit, undo theaction
of its representative and reinstate her.”

I, Liliuokalani, by the grace of God and under the constitution of the
Hawailan om, Queen, do hereby solemmly protest against any and all
acts done ag bmysell and the couf;&lgxgt&n?lo (t}lovemm%njt.a t?:d the Ha-
wallan Kingdom by certain persons c ave establ a Pro-
visional Government of and for this Kingdom.

That I yield to the superior force of the United States of America, whose
minister plenipotentiary, his excellency John L. Stevens, has caused United
States troops to be landed at Honolulu, and declared that he would support
the said Provisional Government.

.. Now, to avoid any collision of armed forces and perhaps the loss of life, I

do, under this protest, and impelled by said force, yleld my authority until
such time as the Government of the United States shall, upon the facts be-
ing presented to it, undo the action of its representative and reinstate me in
the authority which I claim as the constitutional sovereign of the Hawalian

Islands.
Done at Honolulu this 17th day of January, A. D, 1803,
LILIDOKALANI R,
SAMUEL PARKE

R,
Minister of Forei%n Affairs.
= WM. H. CORNW. LL’,#‘

Minister o
A. P. PETERSON,
Attorney-General,

S. B. DoLE, ED% and otharsz
Composing he Provineial Government of the Hawaiian Islands.

(Indorsed:) Received by the hands of the late cabinet this 17th day of
January, A. D. i803. (Signed) Sanford B. Dole, chairman of thé executive
council of Provisional Government.

Then, and not until then, the station house was surrendered.
On the next day, and not until the next day, the representatives
of other foreign nations recognized the dz facto Government.

Stevens had triumphed. The mission with which he charged
himself was accomplished. By intrigue and conspiracy, by fraud
and force, he, the sworn representative of the United States,
had overthrown the friendly government towhich he was ac-
credited. The glory of the achievement, the shame of the suc-
cess, is his. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

That Stevens was the head and heart of the conspiracy; that
he was the scene-shifter and the curtain-raiser in this Hawaiian
tragedy; thatfromstart to finish he encouraged, engineered, and
accomplished the revolution, is beyond all reasonable doubt, I
know that he denies this; I am aware of his protestations of in-
nocence. Bub every denial, every protest made in the face of
the overwhelming proof againsthim, is evidence of his audacity
and cumulative evidence of his untruthfulness.

Mr. Blount's investigations merely corroborate that which ap-

ars in Stevens's own letters. Blount gives us fuller details,

ut no new matter of material importance. The history I have
given of these transactions is derived entirely from Stevens and
his associates. I use the evidenca which he himself has fur-
nished in his own correspondence. With it, I nail him to the
cross of Fuhlic detestation as a conspirator against the peace of
a friendly nation—a diplomat who has soaked the flag of his
country in the loathsome filth of plot and intrigue; false to the
nation whose commission he bore, and {reacherous fo that to
which he was accredited; one who has brought disrepute to
American honor, disgrace to American diplomacy, and shame
and reproach to American manhood.

I know of nolaws ugon our statue books which preseribe pun-
ishment to the wretch who betrays and disgraces the country
which honors him with its commission. But there exists in the
great American heart a sense of justice, a love of fair play, a
rugged self-respect, which will view John L. Stevens’s Hawaiian
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diplomacy with shame and indignation—a pure public opinion,
growing stronger as the facts grow clearer, which will—

Put a whip in every honest hand,

To lash the scoundrel through the land.

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HITT], who supports, while
he does not defend this Hawaiian infamy, denounces the deposed
Queen as the embodiment of all that is loathsome and brutal.
She is immoral, he says,a monster,a Lucretia Borgia, hungry
for her victims, greedy for a holocaust, and gloating over the
hope ofanew St. Bartholomew. The gentleman will pardon me if
I quote only a small part of the fusillade of epithets he has fired
a?alnst the crownless Queen. The same discretion which led
him to avoid any defense of Stevens leads me to ignore Liliuno-
kalani. [Ladghter.] § 3

But here is a treaty of annexation—a treaty of &bsoz}-g)twn
mado with the Provisional Government. It was made by Presi-
dent Harrison. It is the last of the follies of a weak Adminis-
tration—the evanescent glow of an expiring luminary. Have
you read it? By Article V we are to pay and assume the Hawa-
jian debt of three and one-quarter millions. By Article VI we

t to this savage Queen, this last of the Borgias, this modern

e Mediei, this hideous, grinning, ebony monster, this royal
strumpet an annual pension of 20,000 for the term of her natu-
ral life.

This was your work, not ours. You took this victim of her
own crimes, this dethroned and homeless monarch, this incar-
nation of vice and debauchery, and placed her upon the nation’s
pension list gide by side with the crigpled veterans and the
widows and daughters of the heroes who washed and purified
with their blood the flag which for one hundred years has been
in every port and on every sea the symbol of freedom at home
and honest dealing and fair play abroad. [Applause.]

This was your work. Take back your pensioned Queen and
wash her clean if you can.

Debauched and depraved as she may be, she is, nevertheless,
entitled to justice. R‘he weaker and more defenseless she is by
so much the more is ghe entitled to fair play at our hands. We
are too great, too manly a nation to allow our armed forces to be
made the instruments of outrage and robbery.

No man who bears the credentials of an American minister
should ever be permitted to plot and conspire against the gov-
ernment to which he is accredited. Americanhonesty, Ameri-
ean justice, American fair play must be maintained all around
the globe; and if any filibustering enthusiast attempts to blazon
the skull and cross-bones upon the spotless flag of our country
honored be the hand that will shoot him on the spot.

A great wrong has been done in Hawaii by this man Stevens.
He has shamelessly compromised the honor of the American
people; he has nearly established a dangerous precedent in in-
ternational law. Thank God, we have in the ite House a
man who has the wisdom to annul the precedent, the manhood
to preserve our honor, and the courage to RIGHT THE WRONG.
[Aﬁplause.]T :

. POST. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr.
HarLL), who has just taken his seat, closed his verg able speech
with adeclaration thatno American minister accredited to a for-
eign government ought to be permitted to attempt to overthrow
that government. I was amazed at thisassaultupon Mr. Willis,
who is the minister accredited by this Government to the Gov-
ernment of the Sandwich Islands, because I had inferred from
the preceding part of the gentleman's speech that he favored
the resolution reported b% the Committee on Foreign Affairs.
Now, the statement which the gentleman from Minnesota so
elaborately made with reference to thefall of the Hawaiian mon-
archy and all the transactions that took place there in January,
1893, were published in every newspaper of the United States
soon after the events occurred, and just as fully as the gentle-
man has made it here, and Congress was then in session, yet
ther: was not the slightest objection made to any of the transac-
tions at that time.

My friend here who sits near me [Mr. STOCKDALE], who lis-
tened to thisarraignment of Mr. Stevens, and who made some
comment on it to me privately, did not say a word about these
transactions at that time, although he was then a member of
Congress, and as I have said, Congress was then in session. All
this denunciation of Mr. Stevens has burst out suddenly, and
why? The gentleman from Minnesota in his closing sentence
gives us the key to the whole. situation. The President in the
White House wills that it shall be so. Is there any other rea-
son? I think not.

Now, Mr. Speaker, :K time is limited, and if I permit myself
to go on talking generally on this subject it will be all gone be-
fore I shall say precisely what I want to say with reference to
the matter before the House.

Mr. Speaker, the object of this resolution would never be sus-
pected from thetext. Itsreal purposeis, first, tocondemn Presi-

dent Harrison forsubmitting toCongress a-treaty annexing the

Hawaiian Islands; second, to whitewash President Cleveland’s

attempt to set up afallen throne with a ruler reinstated under

a pledge to him not to obey the constitution and laws of the

monarchy. -
REPUBLICAN DIPLOMACY.,

Mr. Speaker, Thomas Jefferson once wrote: ‘ No ground for
the support of the Executive will ever be so sure as a complete
knoiwledge of his proceedings by the l|;))e;opl.<3.” This sentiment
was also expresseg in similar terms by President Harrison in
one of his messazes, and it was the rule which governed hiscon-
duct of public affairs. It was the rule which he observed in the
Hawaiian question. Whetherhis judgmentwasrightor wrong,
there was no secrecy, his conduct was straightforward and open
to the inspection of all mankind, and the matter at issue was
E{romptly submitted to the decision of Congress. President

arrison’s courze was applauded and approved by the American
people. The resolution which attempts to smirch his conduet
and tihat of his subordinates will be condemned by the American

eople.
R ROYAL INTRIGUE.

President Cleveland came into power and immediately re-
moved the question from Congress in order that he might de-
cide it himself. Violating the Jeffersonian maxim, suppressing
information as to his royal purposes from the American people
whom he distrasted, “‘contrary to the traditions of our Repub-
lic and the spirit of our Constitution,” President Cleveland in-
structed the minister of the United States accredited to the Ha-
waiian Government first, to inform the Queen as to what she
must and what she must not do *‘ when reinstated;” second, to
notify the Executive of the Hawaiian Government and his min-
isters that President Cleveland had determined that they should
‘‘promptly relinquish” their authority to the Queen. These
were the secret instructions given to Mr. Willis October 18, 1893,
and at the demand of both Houses of Congress two months later
they were made public.

The course of President Cleveland has received unqualified
denunciation from the Pemocratic as well as the Rgpublican
Bress, and the almost universal condemnation of the people.

oes any Democrat imagine that public opinion will change,
that the detected conspiracy to regstablish royalty will become
less odious if this cunning resolution is forced through the
House? Every member who votes for it will be arraigned be-
fore his constituents for injustice and insincerity. Pass the
resolution, if you must, for patronage is powerful, and you ma;
not be free agents; but the people will surely pass upon you,an
the next House of Representatives willexpunge from the record
the truthless charge against the Navy of the United States.
[Applause on the Republican side.]

THE NAVY.

This resolution asserts that the naval forces of the United
States overthrew the constitutional Government of the Hawaiian
Islands. Who believes the statement? The naval forces cer-
tainly know what they did. Has a single officer or man of the
United States Navy testified to thateffect? Wasany such charge
made by any of the foreign governments who recognized the new
Government? Has any officer or man of the Navy been punished
for the acts which this resolution declares to have been illigal?

The responsibility can not be shifted to the United States
minister, for ministers have no authority to order naval officers
to do illegal acts; and if any illeFa.l act was done by the naval
forces of the United States, naval officers are responsible. It is
true that President Cleveland attempted to delegate his power
as commander of the Navy to a civilian and gave authority to
Mr. Blount, ‘‘ My lif;-amount commissioner,” to take command
of the Navy, but that authority was so clearly illegal that this
resolution does not even refer to it. [Applause.]

The resolution declares ‘‘ that interference with the domestic
affairs of an independent nation is contrary to the spirit of
American institutions;” but so adroitlyis it worded thatit would
appear to bea principle announced by President Cleveland, when

1 the world knows, except the committee making this report,
that President Cleveland was the very President and the only
President who ever attempted to interfere with the domestic
affairs of Hawaii; that he is the only President of the United
States who ever accredifed a minister to a friendly republic
with instructions to overthrow that government and establish a
monarchy.

Mr. Speaker, earlier in this debate I heard a good deal of dis-
cussion as to whether this new Hawaiian Government is a re-

ublic or not. Well, it isundoubtedly a Government recognized

v all the powers. It is recognized by the people of Hawaii. It
seems to have been a popular Government in its origin, begin-
ning in a mass meeting. It certainly is not a monarchy, for
there is no king, and, on the other hand, there is a president.
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As to whether I am right or wrong in calling it a republic I am
indifferent; I am perfectly willing to call it a demoeraecy,or any
other name that gentlemen who are particular about names may
prefer.

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] asked what
geemed to him to be a very pertinent question, as to whether the
new government was not enforeing the laws of the monarchy.
If I had had the floor at the time 1 should have been pleased to
have replied: Yes; and what of it? The gentleman fromIllinois

ht to know that the State of 11linois enforces the common law
of land —that is, enforces laws which grew up under the Eng-
lish monarchy, yetit will hardly be charged for that reason that
Illinois is itself a monarchy. [Laughter.
HONOR OF THE NAVY AND THE NATION.

The resolution is cunningly drawn and conceals the truth. It
is a cruel assanltupon the naval forces of the United States which
every honest man will resent, and it is an undeserved and un-
justifiable attgck upon the fair fame and honor of this nation.

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If it will not disturb the gen-
tleman, I would like him to read that part of the resolution to
which he has just referred.

Mr. POST. The resolution says that * it is the sense of this
House that the action of the United States minister in employ-
ing the United States naval forces and illegally aiding in over-
throwing theconstitutional governmentof the Hawaiiun Islands,”
ete. That is, it asserts, in effect, that the naval forces of the
United States wereused to overthrow the Hawaiian Government,
and such certainly was the argument of the gentleman who pre-
ceded me | Mr. HALL of Minnesota|. 5

Mr, McCREARY of Kentucky. 28 the gentleman from Illi-
nois believe that the committee of safety, so called, which had a
meeting and a resolution declaring that a Provisional
Government was established to exist until annexsation to the
United States could be obtained—does he believe that if Minister
Stevens had not landed the troops thatcommittee of safety would
have been able to sustain the Provisional Government?

Mr. POST. I do believe it; but I am willing to imagine that
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs does not be-
Heve it. I was not trying to make his argument; I was simply

ing to stat> my case and to state it in terms that would not
be in the slightest de offensive to him.

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. My friend from Illinois, per-
haps without noticing it, characterized the resolution in very
strong terms, and [ wanted to get his reasons for saying what
he did say.

Mr. POST. Waell, if the gentleman will listen to me I think
he will find that I will give the reason. | contend that the alle-
gation that the naval forces were used to overthrow the Govern-
ment of Hawaii is without foundation; that there is no evidenca
to support it; and Isay that if they were so used the officers of
the Navy and the men of the Navy, as well as the lookers-on, cer-
tainly ought to be able to tell us where and in what way they
were 8o used.

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I understand my friend to
say that they were not so used. Now, in answer to that I state
that the committee of safety appealed to Minister Stevens, say-
ing to him, ‘* We ave unable to protect ourselves and we appeal
to you for the aid of the United States forces;” that then, in
a short time, Mr. Stevens ordered the United States forces to
land, and although three members of the committee of safety
went to him on the evening of Monday, the 16th,and said, “ Do
not land the troops thisevening,” Mr. Stevens replied: * I have
ordered them to land and I will land them whether you are
ready or not.”

Mr, POST. Ifwould seem, then, that he could not have been
coliperating with the committee of safety, these ** conspirators”
about whom we hear so much. On the contrary, he seems to
have been pursuing his own eourse and acting in his own time
without regard to their wishes.

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Heseemed to be making him-
self the head conspirator.

Mr, POST. I entirelydisagree with the gentleman as to that;
and as to the argument of the gentleman who has preceded me
[Mr. HALL], based upon the reports which Mr. Stevens made to
the State Department about the condition of public opinion and
public feeling in Hawaii, I will say to the gentleman that if he
will look into diplomatic history a little he will find that just
such information had been sent to the Department by several of
our ministers to Hawaii who preceded Mr. Stevens. :

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Willthe gentleman read that
part of the resolution which attacks the naval forces.

Mr. POST. - Does the gentleman see how little time I have?
I would be very glad to discuss thisquestion with the gentleman
if I had time. 3 ;

Naw, I ask my Democratic friends, Is it not better that Presi-

dent Cleveland, the Democrat, and Secretary Gresham, the Re-

publican, should suffer for their own blunders and crimes than

that the two great parties in this House should attempt to res-

cue them by a resolution which will deceive nobody?

thl\éil; McCREARY of Kentucky. Do you want an answer to
at!

Mr. POST. My time is limited. A

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. You putthequestion to Dem-
ocrats, and I am one.

Mr., E’OST. The case has already gone to the peogl;; and their
righteous verdict has been against President Cleveland's policy.
That policy failed; the oecupation of beheading subjects
Hawalil to satisfly a despotic ruler has gone, let us hope, forever.
Woe to the American autocrat who connives at the revival of
that occupation!

THE CONJURER.

If there are Democrats in this House whose faith in President
Cleveland is greater than in their own senses, let them consider
the fable adapted to their case:

**Gentlemen,” said a conjurer, one fine starry evening, *‘ these
heavens are a deceptio visus; what you call stars are nothing but
fiery motes in the air. Wait a little, I will clear them off and
show you how the matier is.” Whereupon the artist froduced
a long syringe of %:-aat. force (message of December 18, 1893),
and stooping over the neighboring puddle, filled it with mud and
dirty water (report of my paramount commissioner), which he
then a?uu-bed with might and main against the zenith. The
wiser of the company (the Republicans) unfurled their umbrellas;
but the most t (of the Foreign Affairs Committee) looking -
up in triumph eried, * Down with delusion! It is an age of
science.” Here the dirt and muddy water fell, and bespattered
and beplastered these simple persons, and even put out the eyes
(prevented the retlection)of several, so thatthey never saw the
stirs (seats in Congress) any more. [Laughter.

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Will the gentlemanallow me
to ask him a question right here. Does he think any Democrat
would be willing to take his advice as to how to secure his re-
election? We do not want the gentleman’s advice. The gen-
tleman had better atfend to his own political affairs.

Mr. POST. I insist that the time occupied in this way by the
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs shall not be taken
out of my time. - .

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Iwill say to my friend that
my interruptions are of course all pieasant; and if the gentleman
does not get through in the thirty minutes allowed him, I shall
ask that his time be extended so as to make up for the time that
I may oecu}‘)[y. ;

Mr. POST. Iam very much obliged to the gentleman.

Mr. McCREARY of Keatucky. fore you leave that point
will you let me ask you a question?

Mr, POST. I would much rather listen to my friend than
speik myself.

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. The question I was about to
ask was this—

Mr. STOCKDALE. Ihope the gentleman will excuse me a
moment. Iask the Chairat what time the discussion this even-
ing is to close? 2

e SPEAKER B{Jm tempore(Mr. BROOKSHIRE). The evening
session closes at half past 10. .

Mr, STOCKDALE. I do not know whether the gentleman
from Kentucky has theright to grant unlimited time to my friend
from Illinois.

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. My colleagues on this floor
will bear me out in thestatement thatI rarely interrupt aspeaker;
but I have a rule, in public as well as private life, that when any
man addresses a remark to me he will get an answer all the time;
and the gentleman from Illinois has besn addressing sometimes
the chairman of the Commitiee on Foreign Affairs and sometimes
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. As I have the honor to be
the only member of that committee present to-night, I feel that
when the committee is assailed I ought to answer the gentleman

now.

Mr. POST. Will you wait till I finish this line of remark,
because my time is flying? [Laughter.]

Mr. McCCREARY of Kentucky. I wantto ask the gentleman
a question bearing upon the matter he isnow discussing and bear-
ing upon the very kindly feeling he is evidencing here to-night
to take care of the Democratic p?rtl_;(é My ?asuon is this: ft.is
an old proverb that charity should begin at home. I would pre-
fer to see the gentleman showing his love for the Republican
party and trying to take care of that party, instead of wasting his
affection upon the Democratic party. [Laughter and applause.]
Now, I want to ask him thisquestion: Less than a year ago Presi-
dent Harrison sant to the Senate an annexation treaty, and ear-
nestly asked that it should be ratified—a treaty requiring this
Government to pay three million and aquarter of ﬂm, to pay
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the Queen an annuity of $20,000, and to pay the princess 8150,000.
I want to know whether the gentleman is sﬂ.l.{ in favor of that
annexation treaty?

Mr. POST. I wantto answer the gentleman’s first question
first—the question with reference to taking care of the Repub-
lican party. I have faith to believe that the people will take
care of the Republican party when it next comes before them.
[Applause.]

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Did they doit in the last
election? : -

Mr. POST. Mr. Speaker, my duty now is to try to bring the
Democrats into camp. 3 >

Now, as to the gentleman’s other question, I will answer that
as I goon. a

This House can notlessen the odium showered upon the Ex-
ecutive for attemping to reéstablish a monarchy in Hawaii by
invoking a new deluge of popular displeasure. The Executive

licy was anadmitted erime; indorsementof it would be worse—
t would be a blunder. ;

The New York Sun (Democratic) says:

Amore impudent report was never laid before alegislative body of reason-
abl: men. 1t insults the intelligence of Congress and the people. It treats
them as 1f they werefools, inca le of understanding the meaning of words.
After Mr. Cleveland has worked and conspired ceaselessly for nearly a year
to restore a discarded Queen to her throne, by the overthrow of a foreign
Government recognized by the United States and all the rest of the great
powers of the world, thiscommittee have the shamelessness to tell the peo-
ple that by so doing heé announced the principle that such interference *‘is
contrary to the spirit of American instituticus!”” Inone breath they con-
demn foreign interference in the domestic affairs of Hawali, and in the next
they glorify him for having practiced it. On the assumption that Minister
Btevens assisted in the overthrow of the barbarous monarchy, they con-
demn him; but with the facts of Mr. Cleveland's efforts to restore that cor-
ruptrule before them in oMcial docuinents, they stultify themselves by at-

uting to the President the enunciation of a prineiple of noninterference
which condemus his own course as false 1o ** the spirit of American institu-
u '"
(glgm’fer. the resolutions reject both annexaticn and the assumption of a
sectorate over the Hawaiian Islands as * uncalled for and inexpedient,"
B0 far as this country is concerned; but t.ha{ ze the right of the Ha-
wallans to make a treaty of annexation with any other power—England, for
{nstance—by saying that they have ** absolute freedom and indépendence in
Emm.lng theirown line of policy,” without foreign intervention. Beingfree
pursue their own policy without interference from us or any other for-
eign power, they have now as much right to offer themselves to England as
they had before to ask for annexation to the United States; and if we under-
take to interfere with their policy in that particular, we shall be guilty of
the very foreign interference reprobated by the committes.

To such lengths must the servile retainers of Clevelandism in Congress go
in order to make a pretense of defending this indefensible and infamous Ha-
wallan poliecy. They musthumiliateand stultify themselves and render our
country ridiculous and contemptible in the eyes of the world.

HAWAII ASES ANNEXATION.

Mr. Speaker, the Hawaiian question has been before the Amer-
ican people for nearly half a century. Mr. Severance, our rep-
reaentathe in Hawaii during Fillmore’s Administration, and
Mr. Gregg during Pierce’s Administration, found that there
was a desire on the part of the people and the Government of
the islands to be annexed to the United States, and reported
the facts to our Government. Since thal time almost every
representative from Gregg to Stevens has reported the same
thing,and it has always been favorably considered by our exec-
utive government. )

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If you are so much in favor
of it—

Mr, POST. One minute. I would be glad to be interrupted
if I could be assured of an extension time.

Mr. Marcy, Secretary of State, replied to Mr. Gregg Eiving
him **full power to treat with the present authorities of the Ha-
waiian Government for the transfer of the Sandwich Islands to
the United States.” The treaty was negotiated, but the King
died before ratifications were exc 2

Again, in 1893 the propositioncame. The Queenhad proposed
to repudiate the constitution of 1887, which had been forced upon

her royal predecessor, and to assert her rights as an absolute |

monarch. Revolution followed; a new government assumed
wer and negotiated with the United States for annexation.
resident Harrison submitted the question to Congress whether
the United States would accept the key which secures all the
commerce of the North Pacifie, or whether it would hand that
key over to China, or our commercial rival, England.
he gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. bRAPER], a member
of the Committee of Foreign Affairs, has fully and admirably
resented the reasons why the United States should control the
waiian Islands, and I commend his argument toevery Ameri-
can who hopes for a glorious future for this Republic.

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] wasted a large
amount of time and energy in proving that Mr. Stevens believed
that Secretary Marcy was right in his expectation that at some
time the Hawaiian Islands would become a part of the United
States.

The President, in his message of December 18,1803, addressed
himself to the same task with commendable success. These su-

preme efforts seem unnecessary when Mr. Stevens had frankly
stated his opinion so that no man could doubt it.

President Cleveland seems to be ignorant of what Mr. Stevens
knew—that the monarchy had long been tottering to its fall.
In his dispateh of February 8, 1892, after referring to the politi-
cal excitement in the islandsand to ‘‘ Wilcox, the half-caste,who
was at the head of the revolutionary outbreak in July, 1889,”
Mr. Stevens said:

The present political situation is feverish and I see no prma?act. of its being

rmanently otherwise until these islands become a part of the American

nion or a possession of Great Britain.

Such baing the case, it was but natural that Mr. Stevensshould
be friendly to that traditional policy of our Government which
had been approved of by every President and Seerem.\g of State
for fifty years. He was not in favor of seeing the islands become
a possession of Great Britain, and every patriotic American
shares the same prejudice.

That is my answer to the gentleman from Kentucky, and every
patriotic American concurs in that answer. [Applause.]

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Now, will the gentleman let
me ask him a question right there?

Mr. POST. IfearI have not the time. j

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I would like to ask you just
one more question.

Mr, POgT. Well, Mr. Speaker, you will not bring down that
gavel while I answer, will you?

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I hold in my hand the an-
nexation treaty which President Harrison sent to the Senate
and recommended the Senate to ratify. One article in that
treaty provides that three and a quarter millions shall be taken
out of our Treasury and paid to the authorities at Honolulu, and
used by them in paying off their public debt, including the
amount due to depositors in the Hawaiian Postal Savings Bank.
It also provides for giving Liliuokalani $20,000 a year, and for
ggving $150,000 to the princess Kaulani. Are you in favor of
that?

Mr. POST. I want to say with reference to that, that the
}miz;ty of annexation isnot before us. It is no faultof mine that

t 1s not,

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky.
question of annexation.

Mr. POST. I was discussing the question of annexation, and
saying that everybody heretofore, including the Democratic
party under Mr, Marcy, had been in favor of it.

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Ithink the genfleman is mis-
taken there.

You were discussing the

KEY TO THE PACIFIC.

Mr. POST. The views of that great statesman and diploma-
tist, William H. Seward, should be recalled. *' Hebelieved that
the nation of the future is the nation that holds the key to these
western waters. The purchase of Alaska has given our Repub-
lic a foothold on both sides of the sea. It is a geographical im-
possibility that an{‘ other nation can occupPE apositioninits own
territory upon both sides of the Pacific. This is the theory of
the purchase. It secures the control of the Pacific to the young
Republic. It assures the future of the world's dominion to Yan-
kee civilization. This was his theory,and his outlook was grand.
In his political horoscope he saw the Republic enjoying a pros-
perity of which the annals of human a'fairs had furnished no
example: he saw our country rising to the place of umpire among
the world’s powers; he saw how by wisestatesmanship material
prosperity and peaceful conquests grew together: how our in-
creasing commerce made us mistress of the seas; how western
civilization and oriental decrepitude were stayed upon the Pa-
cific Sea and compelled to render homage to young America,
which has become the keeper of the world's keys.”

AN AMERICAN BULWARK.

Let us not deceivaourselves. The **dog in the manger” policy
that we will not take the islands ourselves nor allow any other
nation to take them can not last long. The situation of the is-
lands on the earth’s surface is such that they are of the first im-
portance in the world's commeree, and give a commanding po-
sition to any nation which possesses them. Neither from the
extent of territory nor resources is anyone justified in supposing
that they can maintain real independence. Oneof the great na-
tions of the earth will control them. China is becoming power-
ful, and with Hawaii in her possession, she will be two-thirds of
the way across the Pacific. As an English possession Hawaii
would exact tribute and homage from every vessel which plowed
the waters of that great ocean.

Hawaii will either be a Chinese stepping-stone, an English
stronghold, or an American bulwark. ch shall it be? I
claim it for Ameriea. [Applause.] Our traditional foreign pol-
icy was suddenly changed in 1803, or the Stars and Stripes would
float there now. Every great American statesman has looked
forward to the time when the monarchy would fall and the
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roffer be made to freely accept what by manifest destiny be-
ongs to this Republic. Malice and inexperiencein high places
may obstruct the policy of Marey, but that poliey will neverthe-
less finally triun;%)h.

Mr, McCREARY of Kentucky. Will thegentleman allow me
to ask him a question there?

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
Illinois [Mr, POsT| has expired.

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I askunanimous consent that
the gentleman be allowed three minutes more, in which to an-
swer a question which I wish to ask him.

There was no objection.

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The question I desire to ask
my friend from Illinois is this—

r. POST. Before you ask me that question, let me say that
all I want is that gou shall support the policy which has here-
g:gore been upheld by Webster, by Marcy, by Douglas, and by

ward.

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I deny that any
Democrat who has ever been President of the United States has
advocated the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands to the United
States; and in this connection [ want to ask my friend this ques-
tion: Are you in favor of taking in islands that are 2,000 miles
away, which have a population of 89,000 persons, more than half
of whom are Chinese, Japanese,Portuguese, and Polynesians,
nearly all the rest of whom are Kanakas, and only 4,000 of whom
are white people. Do you want fo annex that country to this
country, and pay three millions and a quarter dollars for the
privilege? '

Mr. POST. Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman’s first state-
ment was, as I understood him, & denial that any Democratic
President had favored the annexation of those islands. Was
that the idea?

Mr, McCCREARY of Kentucky.
proposed. ]

r. POST. I want tosay that the treaty of annexation made
by Marcy was made under a Democratic Administration, was if
not? ith reference to the podpula.tion, Chinese and Japanese
will continue to come there, and the longer the present condi-
tion exists the worse it will ba. Shall we permit the outwork
for the defense of western America to be captured by China or
Japan? The sooner the United States accept those islands the
better. It would have been very much better if Marcy’s policy
had succeeded. Marcy was a pretty good Democrat, but he had
correct ideas with reference to the position of the Sandwich
Islands in relation to the commerce of the Pacific,

I have not the time to describe what I conceive to be the sit-
uation of the Sandwich Islands. They are toward the center of
that greatbowl which contains the North Pacific, and the nation
which holds those islands can control the commerce of earth’s
greatest sea. Gentlemen will remember that we are on both
sides of the North Pacific, and those islands are the strategic

int for commerce and for war. They will be an absolute neces-
sity in the future to the United States.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has

The time of the gentleman from

Annexation on the terms now

expired. '
x§)Ir. McCREARY of Kentucky. Iwouldlike tohave a minute
to answer the gentleman.

Mr. POST. Youcould have it, but I have no more time to
yield. My time has expired.

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. - I want to refresh the gentle-
man's recollection a little about his own party. He has quoted
from Marcy. Marey was & Democrat, but atthe time Marcy was
seeking to annex both Cuba and Hawaii his policy was not in-
dorsed by the Democratic party, and he was unable to secure the
annexation of either Cuba or Hawaii and the Republican party
in convention passed this resolution:

Resolved, That the highwayman's plea that might makes right, embodied
in the Ostend circular, was in evez‘-iy respact nnworthy of American diplo-

and would bring shame and dishonor upon any government or people
that gave it their support. .

That was the ;r)osition of the gentleman’s party.
Mr. POST. Now, Mr. Speaker, just one moment. The objec-
tion to acquiring Cuba was that it would extend the area of
slavery; a good objection, for no one foresaw its sudden disap-
rance, Who doubts the wisdom of the annexation of Texas,

though I believe it was op&:osed by the Whig party at that time. |

I have always admired and gloried in the conduet of thas heroes
of the Alamo who went over and secured that magnificent empire
for the United States.

Mr, McCCREARY of Kentucky. ButTexasvoted unanimously
to come into this Union, and there was no vote taken in Hawali

at all.

Mr. POST. Not yet. They must wait.

[Mr. STALLINGS addressed the House. He withholds his
remarys for revision, and they will appear hereafter.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Towa [Mr.
LACEY] is recognized. :

Mr, LACEY. Iyield five minutes of my time to the gentle-
man from Massachusetts [Mr. MORSE].

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachu-
setts [Mr. MoORSE] is recognized.

Mr. MORSE. 1Idesire first fo say a single word in reply to
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] who this morning
called me to order for unparlinmentary language. I thinkif he
will examine the files of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD he will
find that what Isaid was mild, tame, and insipid compared with
some utterances from his own side as applied to this side during
the recent tariff debate. Take the speech of Mr. CLARK of Mis-
souri as an illustration, which all who heard it will recall, in
which he referred to the Republican side as * hell,”

[On page 190 of the Appendix to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD
will Te found the following:

*Mr. MORSE. May I ask the gentleman a question?

’ 58 iMr. CLARKof Missouri. Certainly, withdelight. [Laugh-
er.

“Mr. MORSE. 1If I understood the gentleman correctly, he
siid 2 while ago that wheén a man entered this House by the main
door and walked down the main aisle and turned to the right,
he was in hell; and I want to know whether the gentleman in-
cluded in that description the *‘ Cherokee Strip ™ over here?

“ Mr.CLARKof Missouri. No,sir. TheCherokeeStrippers,
who are Democrats, were forced by circumstances into close
proximity to the protectionist hell.”

Mr. Speaker, [ have repeatedly heard the great manufacturers
and business men of Massachusetts—and they include some men
on this loor—I say I have heard these men frequently denounced
as ‘‘ Shylocks,” ** robber barons,” * extortioners,” ‘* gold bugs,”
ete.

In view of these utterances, I submit that any charge of
unparliamentary language comes with a bad grace from the
Democratic side of this House.

Mr. Speaker, the uncompleted sentence of my speech, which
was hung up like Mahomet's coffin when my time expired, and
which Idesire to complete and add to my speech of Saturday
evening, was the following:

The Democratic party on this floor has denounced Minister
Stevens and President Harrison for taking sides, not only with
the white man’s government, but with a government of intelli-
gence, virtue, and decency, and for siding against royalty, in
harmony with all our practice and traditions from our earliest
history. I say after this let us hear no more against negro rule
and a white man’s government, the Democratic party havin
hell'e and now indorsed the former asagainst the latter, for H&Wﬂfl
at least. -

Mr. Speaker, I firmly believe that were an election to be held
next week, my State would repudiate Grover Cleveland and his
economic and foreign policy by 100,000 majority. Itell youthat
the Democrats of the North are disgusted. They do notbelieve
in ** Populist,” ** Socialist,” and ** free-trade " leadership. Man
Democratic papers have denounced Mr. Cleveland’s foreign pol-
icy, and every Democratic paper in my State, so far as I know,
has denounced the odious, inquisitorial ** income tax.” They
do not like to hear her great business men, manufacturers, and
merchants called the names to which I have referred—*‘ Shy-
locks,” *‘ robber barons,” ** extortioners,” such as has been the
case frequently in the tariff debate just closed.

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield to
me for aquestion?

Mr. MORSE. I will if I have the time. ] .

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Iwant to know if you indorse
the foreign policy of President Harrison?

Mr. MORSE. I most heartily do.

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Do you indorse that foreign
Eolicy of his which took a savage king named Malietoa and put

im back on his throne within the first three months after Mr,
Harrison was inaugurated President of the United States?

Mr. MORSE. Iam not as familiar with the Samoa matter as
the distinguished gentleman from Kentucky, butso far as I know
I indorse President Harrison’s foreign policy. I indorse Presi-
dent Harrison's foreign policy fully, as relates to the Chilean
complication, in which he displayed the finest statesmanship;
in relation to the troubles with Italy over the New Orleans
affair, avoiding war and maintaining the dignity and honor of
the country; and last but not least, his masterly Bering Sea
arbitration, avoiding war and making a long stride toward set-
tling all national disputes by arbitration. President Harrison's
foreign policy and diplomacy was honorable to himself and re-
ﬂectfid glory and honor upon his Administration and upon his
country.

Mr. LACEY. Mpr. Speaker, ever since this Administration
has come into power, ‘* sufficient unto every day has been the evil
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thereof.” Iwill not, therefore, be willing to yleld a portion of
my time, at the suggestion of the gentleman from Kentucky
[l‘ r. McCREARY], for the discussion of the Samoan question.

he Sandwich Islands guestion is enough to occupy the brief
time I have to address this House. The question before Con-
gress now is'an important one. This y has been awaiting
with much interest for a long time for information from the
Executive in regard to affairs in Hawaii. That information has
been kept back, and yet finally, by slow degrees, we have been
enabled to procure from the State Department a portion, at
least, of the facts in the case.

In this House my friend from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] has in
like manner been aup%ressed from day to day and repressed all
the time; and atlast, Mr. Speaker, arule has been brought in for
a brief discussion of the question. The time hasbeen very lim-
ited, and of the characterof the rule we might well complain, as
under it this discussion has been forced into the night, instead
of giving a sufficient opportunify for daylight discussion in a
full House. It is not surprising, Mr. Speaker, that the Demo-
cratic members of this body have been unwilling to enter upon
this discussion.

Thesecrecy and the mystarious plottings of the Hawaiian game,
with two weeks between the moves, is very irritating indeed,
and the fact that our earliest information came from English

-sources did not make the matter any more pleasant. The great
error of the present Administration arose from a neglect of the
most simple of all diplomatic rules, and that was the duty of
every Administration to recognize and uphold the acts of its pre-
decessor, at least those acts that have been fully completed.

One ministry goes out, one administration goes out, another
comes in, the king dies, his successsor is crowned; but in foreign
affairs the king never dies, the administration never ends. In
foreign counfries the people are always taught to look upon
the government as continuing, and the amazing and fafal mis-
take made by the present Executive was in attempting to bring
into contempt and disrepute the action of his predecessor in
matters abroad. It was a policy evidentlystarted in petty spite,
possibly from a hostile former rival in the Republican party;
and a half-baked Republican does not make a good Damoecrat.

Surely the Democratic Administration ought to have been
controlled by its friends. A deserter from one army does not
shed tears when he sees his new comrades dying around him,
and so when a recent convert to the Democratic faith finds him-

gelf in powerand in control of the Democratic troops he cannot | P

feel the same grief at the misfortunes of his surrounding friends
as one of the old guard would if placed in charge of the State
Department. It takes a little time to get used to the new duty
of caring for one's former political fces. The resolution that
has been broughtin is one thatseems to me unworthy of the dis-
tinguished Democrat [Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky] who has in-
troduced it in this House. [t starts in by attacking the former
Administration. That Administration has passed and gone,and
a new Administration is upon frial. -

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Will the gentleman read that
part of the resolution which he says condemns the previous Ad-
ministration?

Mr. LACEY (reading):

That it is the sense of this Honse that the action of the United States min-
ister in emgluyl.ng United States naval forces and illegally aiding in over-
throwing the constitutional Government of the Hawalian Islands, in Janu-
ary, 1863, and in setting up in its place a Provisional Governmeut not repub-
lican in form in opposition to the will of a majority of the people, was con-
irary to the traditions of our Republic and the spirit of our Constitution,
and should be, and is, condemneé.

Now, ex-President Harrison sent the treaty negotiated with
the representatives of that Government for approval by the Sen-
ate of the United States.

The chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs is Demo-
cratic. He believes in the Monroe doctrine, I presume. His
party has prided itself upon sustaining that doctrine in the past;
and here is a resolution which that committee brings in in re-
gard to interferencein foreign affairs with other countries, The
resolution says: ;

That foreign intervention in the political affairs of the islands will not ba
regarded with indifference by the Government of the United States.

This weak and washy, namby-pamby resolution laid before the
Democratic party here is an evasion of the Monroe doctrine.
Now, it is hardly proper to refer to a resolution offered in
another body of like jurisdiction with our own, but it seems to
me that we might well copy from the resolution that is pending
in another body, in which it is said that—

AII.)’ interference in the Sandwich Islanda by any foreign power will be
looked upon by the United States as an unfriendly act.

But in this resolution we are expected only to say that it will
not be regarded with indifference.

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. The very resolution intro-
duced by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. iiOUTELLE], which

all you gentlemen on that side have been complimenting so
much, does not say a word about foreign intervention, while the
resolutions reported by the majority of the committee declare
that foreign intervention will be looked upon with disfavor by
the United States.

Mr, LACEY. Why not go further? The gentleman from Il-
linoiséMr. BraAck] this afternoon said that the people of the
United States *“ would not tolerate any foreign power interfering
with those islands.” Why not take these manly words and in-
sert them in your resolution instead of this weak declaration?

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Why did you not put in the
resolutions introduced by Mr. BOUTELLE and Mr. HITT some
declaration about foreign intervention?

Mr. LACEY. Now, let me ask you a question. Why did not
you introduce a plain, simple resolution: Resolved, That westand
by and uphold the action of the President of the United States
in his attempted interference with the government now existing.
{n the ]S:mdwich Islands? [Applause on the floor and in the gal-

eries.

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I will answer that. If such
a resolution had been introduced it would not have been based
upon the facts. The resolutions that have been introduced are
resolutions that do bear upon the case. President Harrison had
attempted to put through the Senate an annexation treaty which
Pledged this Government to expend $3,250,000 for the Hawaiian

slands, and to take those islands without consulting the people
of Hawaii, and the present President of the United States, Mr,
Cleveland, withdrew that treaty from the Senate; and we indorse
that position. !

Mr. LACEY. Let me call my friend’s attention and the at-
tention of the House and of the country to the wording of that
portion of the resolution:

That we heartily approve the principle announced by the President of the
United States, that interference with the domestic affairsof an independent
nation is contrary to the spirit of American institutions.

In other words, we commend the President’s policy in aban-
doning his policy. [Laughter.] Itwas said of anotherdecedent
that “nothing so became him in this life as his leaving it.” So
this resolution says, in substance, that there is nothing so be-
coming the policy of Presidéent Cleveland in this matter as his
abandonmentof it. [Laughter.] This resolution commends not
the policy of the President, butthe abandonment by the Presi-
dent of his policy of intervention and interference abroad. [Ap-
lause on the Republican side.]

But the President in asking so modest a thing of the govern-
ment of the Sandwich Islands as to step down and out, perhaps
overestimated his strength. He had got accustomed to ask-
ing of Congress for everything he wanted, and getting it with-
out objection, and he thought he could not be refused so modest
a request by the Islands of the Patific. [Laughter.] Mr. Com-
missioner Blount, an excellent and estimable gentleman, who
sacrificed the governorshipof Georgia and an almost certain seat
in the United States Senate for the dcubtful honor of restoring
a colored queen in Hawaii [laughter], in a letter printed on
page 164 of his report made the significant statement that I am
about to read. This letter is addressed to Mr. Gresham, the
Democratic Secretary of State, but lately a Republican candi-
date for the Presidency.

This is what Mr. Blount wrote:

I have discharged m{ndaty the best I could, considering I was surrounded
by persons interested in misleading me.

How did that oeccur? When Mr. Blount landed, Mr. Stevens
went to him and said: ‘“ Here is a widow lady who keeps a com-
fortable and respectable house where you will not be surrounded
by people interested in misleading you; or, if Fou prefer, you
can go to the legation;” but no, Mr. Blount would not go there;
so he went to the royalist hotel where he was surrounded, as
he says, by persons who were not only interested in misleading
him, but who undoubtedly did mislead him, to the detriment of
this Government and of the gentleman himself. In the same
letter he says:

The present government can only rest on the use of military force, pos-
sessed of most of the arms in the islands, with a small white population to
draw from to strengthen it. Ultimately it will fall without fail. It may
preserve its existence for a year or two, but not longer.

Here we have this weak, feeble government of thirteen peo-
ple, as it is described, with a little force of twenty or thirty
men, who are described by Mr. Gulick in this same report as
deserters from the ships and ex-convicts—a government resting
uﬁvon substantially no power whatever, with the great mass of
the people of the islands against it, and Mr. Blount predicting
that it can not stand; that ultimately it must fall. ell, Mr,
Blount wenf out there and took down the American flag, and
what was the result? The result was stated by Mr. Castle in a
mass meeting held a few weeks after that.

Mr. STOCKDALE. Do you mean to say that that flag waa
properly flying there?
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Mr. LACEY. Iam notdiscussing that question. That flag
was placed there for the protection of American citizens; it was
placed there provisionally, and it was taken down, without in-
vestigation, upon the arrival of Mr. Blount; and the result was
described by Mr. Castle in a speech which I find reported as fol-
lows in the Honolulu Star of November 27, 1893:

The President of the United States sent out here his paramount commis-
sloner, and the first act of that commissioner was to take down the Amer-
ican flag. Then he stood by to see us tumble, Well, gentlemen, we did not
tumble worth a cent.

' He stood by there, the American flag having been taken down,
and the marines having been sent back to the ship; and then
this weak Government, which he expected to see crumble, stood
up manfuily, and in the very meeting to which I have referred
the shout went back to Mr. Castle, ** When we give up the Gov-
ernment of Hawaii, it will be with our guns hot and our car-
tridge boxesempty.” That was the manly reply which was made.

Now, let me call the attention of the House to the conduct of
this gallant little body of men carrying republican instituiions
into the very heart of the Pacific. I read from this same jour-

Mr. TATE. Before the gentleman proczeds further, I would
like to ask him aquestion. Do I understand you tocriticise Mr.
Blount for not taking the house which had been rented for him
by the annexation committee—

Mr. LACEY. No,sir.

Mr, TATE. Mr. Blount states in his report that the annexa-
tion committee had rented ahouse for him, provided if with serv-
ants, ete.: that Mr. Stevens met him and tendered him the
house, telling him that he could pay something or nothing. Do

ou think it was improper for Mr. Blount to decline to accept
{his residence under the circumstances?

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Blount was invited by the American min-
ister to ob:_-u%y that residence. There was no reason why Mr.
Blount should go out there with the idea that the American
minister was a disreputable man seeking to mislead him in any
wiy. He was invited into a private house, butinstead of accept-
ing that as his residence he took up his ab-de in the hotel which
was frequented and controlled by the royalists, where he was
purrounded by influences which, he himself says in his report,
were calculated to mislead him. _

Now, as to the propriety of allowing the rent of that house to
be paid by the annexation committee, the sense of delicacy ex-
hibited by Mr. Blount in that regard was no doubt very proper.
1 do not care to say anything against Mr. Blount: I think he is
a worthy gentlemsn who has been sacrificed in a bad eause.

Mr. TATE. When Minister Stevens in‘ormed Mr. Blount
that the annexation committee had prepared this house for him,
do you think it was right or not for Mr. Blount to decline to
accept that house as his residence?

Mr. LACEY. I can notses that there would have been any
impropriety in his taking ug his residence in a house of that
kind. He was surrounded by no imErOper influences there.
The Government was not in charge. He was surrounded by no
influences from either side. If he had gone there, he would
have been there alone, and sometimes it is well to be alone.

Kow, Mr. Speaker, when interrupted, I was about to call at-
tention to the manner in which this Provisional Government
was being conducted. In the same paper to which I have re-
ferred I find advertisements, under the list of legal notices, pub-
lished “ by authority.” I find, for instance, theappointmentof a
fire commissioner by the Provisional Government: thenI find the
adjournment of the public schools for one week during the
Christmas holidays. Then comes an invitation for tenders for
the building of a steel bridge known as the Wailua bridge.
Then proposals are invited for the building of a county jail in
one of the counties. Finally there is another advertisement,
announcing some Government land near Punch Bowl Hill, at
Honolulu, for sale by the Provisional Government. insert
these advertisements in full:

BY AUTHORITY.

Géorge W. Smith, esq., has this day been appointed member of hhe'board
of fire commissioners for the city of Honolulu, vice W. A. Keach. resigned.

J. A
Minister of the Interior.
INTERIOR OFFICE, November 20, 1593.
BCHOOL YACATION NOTICE.

* TThe regular Christmas vacation of all public schools in the country will
extend from Friday. December 22, to Monday, the 8th of January next.

Hy order of the board of education.
W. JAS. SMITH, Secretary.
OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF EDUCATION,
November 22, 1893,

SEALED TENDERS

Will be received at the ofice of the minister of the Interior till 12 o'clock
noon, on Toursday, November 30, 1883, for the erection of the steel bridge at
Wailua, Kaaai. ’

I''ans and specilicationsat the office of the superintendent of public works.

Each tender must be indorsed *“Tender for Wallua bridge.”
bind himself

‘I‘hgﬁ:yniamo! the interior does not to accept the lowest or
i J. A. KING,
Minister of the Interior,

INTERIOR OFFICE, November 20, 1593.

SEALED TENDERS

Will be received at the office of the minister of the interior, until 12 o’clock
noon, Monday, December 4, 1843, for the construction of a jail at North Ko-
hala, Hawaii.

Flans and cations at the office of the sn@fﬂuﬁendﬂnt of public works,
also at the office of C. H. Pulaa. aepm_v sheriff. North Kohala.

Each tender must be indorsed * Teader for Kohala jail.”

'l'h: 1aln:.ln.i.as‘raar of the interior does not bind himselt to accept the lowest or
any

J. A, KING,
Minister of the Interior.
INTERIOR OFFICE, November 18, 1593. ,

SALE OF A STRIP OF GOVERNMENT LAND, 80UTH SLOPE PUNCHBOWL HILL,
HONOLULE, OAHU.

On Wednesday, December 27, 1803, at 12 o'clock noon, at the front entrance
of the executive building will be sold at public auction a strip of Government
land on the mouka sule of Prospect street, “South Slope nchbowl Hill,
Honoiulu, Oahu, containing an area of 6,57 square feet, a little more or less.

Upset price, §75.

J. A. KING,
Minlster of the Interior,

IXTERIOR OFFICE, November 23, 1893,

Does that look like a government that was feeble? Here was
a government that was going on, running schools, adjournin
them from time to time, building jails and bridges for the use ol
the people. Does not that look a little more like the Anglo-
Saxon methods of the United States of America than thoss of a
feeble and disorganized body, ready to tumble at the first hint
fron some foreign country? When Hannibal was besieging
Rome, a8 you will remember, they put up and sold in the city the
very camp upon which hissoldiers werz quartered; and a few days
after that Hannibal moved away and abandoned the siege. And
this Governm=-nt that Mr. Willis was inviting to step down and
out—to give up its authority to the Queen—goes quietly along,
b ids jails and bridges, sells public lands, and transacts all the
ordinary business of a republican government.

From the repo:t of Mr. Blount we find also that the very night
before the Queen was dethroned they had a band concert which
all the people attended in gala costume; and on the nightof the
organization of the Provisional Government Judge Wideman,
one of Queen Liliuokalani's cabinet, saye that everything was
quiet; ‘‘ there was not a dog barking nor a cock erowing.” (Re-
port, 537.) Yet they tell us that this revolution was something
which was simply brought up upon the spur of the moment on
the instigation of the American minister! Mr. Gulick, one of
the Queen’s adherents, in his aceount of the revolution, shows
how feeble the rotten Government was. I read from the Blount
report, page 302:

At 2:40 o’clock p.m. on the tollowin% day, January 17, 1803—nearly twenty-
four hours after the American troops landed—thirteen white men, several of
them lately arrived in the country and not entitled to vote, appeared in front
of the Government building, and the leader proceeded to aproclamation
deposing the n and establishing a provisional government. The only
audience to t function was composed of a few loungers in the corridors
of the bullding. Near the close of the reading some twenty-seven armed
men ran in from the back and side entrances of the premises and gathered
around the thirteen men above mentioned, apparently as supporters of the
movement. This supporting force was composed of vagrants and ex-con-
victs who were at that moment under police surveillance, deserters from
merchant ships in port, and the lke, only two or three being known as resi-
dents of the town. Before the arrival o{ the thirteen men in front of the
Government building the American troops quartered near by (as already
described) were under arms; the erews of the Ga were handy by their
respective places; everything seeming to indicate complete readiness for
ADNY emeTgency.

Mr. Speaker, revolutions like this do not come in a day. As
the minister tells you, *‘ the Hawaiian pear was ripe.” Yes, it
was rotten, and ready to fall. A government can not be over-
thrown in this way if it is worthy to stand for a single moment;
and then when all outside aid was withdrawn and the Govern-
ment of the United States not only has ceased in any way to
support this Provisional Government, but all the influence of
65,000,000 people was thrown inst this struggling Govern-
ment, they simply defied the minister of the Government and
appealed to the public opinion of the United States of America
to stand above the party in power; and the people that put the
party in power will turn the party out of place if it disregards
public opinion. [Applause.]

The same meeting to which I have referred resolutions
that they would not submit to the destruction of their govern-
ment. I insert those resolutions as a part of my remarks:

Rezolved, That we have read withs rise and regret the recommendation
of the Secretary of State of the United States to the President to restore the
monarchy lately existing in Hawail;

Resolved, That we condemn the assumption of the Secre that the right
of the Provisional Government to exist was terminated by refusal to re-

submit to the Senate the treaty of nn:omﬂng between the two countries;
and also his ggsumption that the Frov. Government had at that very
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time submitted the question of {ts eontinued existence to the arbitrament
of the President or of any other power:

Resolpea, That we support to tne best of our ability the Provisional Gov-
ernmentin r sisting any attack upon it which may be made contrary o the
usage of nations.

The weakness and imbecility, as well as the venal character of
the Queen is shown by the report (page 25), where it appears
that she appointed one Paul Neumann herattorney-in-fact—

pecuni i benefits, and
m‘;‘lé‘{:f?mst‘iﬁ D or by e secured 4% % rom the Dnited States
# * ¢ inthe form of payment at one time in a sum of money to myself, or
of stated sums annually or oftener for a fixed period of time, * * * and
to accept the same and in my name and behalf to make, executs, and deliver
guch ¢ * # acquittances of my claims, demands, and pretensions what-
ever upon the throne of the Hawailan Islands.

Liliuokalani thus contracted in regard to the Hawaiian peo-
ple as she would for the sale of a sugar plantation.

A little nation of 90,000 people, with a monarchy surrounded
by all the machinery, of & European court, was bound sooner or
later to shake off so absurd a clog to its growth and progress.
Remember that it was not an ancient monarchy, revered on ac-
count of its antiguity, but an anachronism created out of season
and wholly unadapted to the wants or condition of its people.

Such a government was bound to fall, and the only wonder
is that it did not fall sooner. King Kalakaua reigned seventeen
years, and during that time had two constitutions and twenty-
six cabinets. The late Queen, too, had a weakness for new con-
stitutions. Metternich tells us that when the Pasha of Yanina
had revolted he wrote to that celebrated diplomatist to ‘‘ send
him a constitution-maker at once.”

A people who attend band concerts while revolutions are going
on are not very deagiy attached to the government which is
going to pieces, and Mr. Blount fells us that the people attended
the concert as if nothing was going to happen, and when the
flag of the United States was taken down and the standard of
Hawaii raised in its stead, not a cheer, not a shout greeted it
as it floated to the breeze.

In all the numerous revolutions in the islands only seven per-
gons were killed and seven wounded. :

But there is another thing, Mr. Speaker, of which I wish to
complain. This resolution submitiing thisquestion to the House
was brought forward the other morning, and after it had been
adopted and after the motion {o reconsider had been laid on the
table, the Speaker laid before the House a message from the
President. and in that mesaa.ie we find a letter from Minister
‘Willis, in which he says that he had just received a fifty-page
letter from Minister Dole; that he had received it at 6:30 in the
evening: that the ship was to leave at 2 o'clock the next day,
twenty hours afterward, and that he had not time to copy those
fifty es in the twenty hours intervening between the receipt
of that letter an: the time the ship sailed.

[ will incorporate this letter of Minister Willis in my remarks.

It is as follows:
" No.27 LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES,
H Honolulu, Hawaiian Tslands, January 12, 1894,

BIR: Yesterday, at 6:30 p. m., I receilved the Hon. S. B. Dole’s answer to
my letter of January 1 requesting him * at his earliest convenience *' to give
me the specifications contained in a prior letter. His letter is about Hfty

s of closely written official paper, and has been delivered too late to
elther copy or reply to in time for the steamer leaving at 2 p. m. to-day.

There is one extract, however, to which I think your attention should be
called, wherein it is stated: *This Government has been and now is sub-
jected to the necessity of increased watchfuiness and a large additional ex-
pense, which but for such attitude would have been unnecessary.” The em-

asls above is mine. In a previous letter of December 27, Minister Dole

stated: *The Government offices have been placed and still continuein
a condition of defense and preparation for sie%'a. and the community has
‘been put in a state of mind bordering on terroism." Some portions of the
letters from which these extracts are made confirm the above statements,
while others seem to negative them. With this explanation I submit them
to your consideration.

& next steamer leaves here February 3, which would
gession of Mr. Dole's letter and my purposed reply theretoal

Very respectfully,
The Hon. W. Q. GRESHAM,
Secretary of State.

There is just enough of this to make us anxious to see the
rest.

So it will be seen that this letter, stating the case of that lit-
tle Governmentout there in the sea, was held back for two weeks
because the American minister could not get fifty I{Jages eopied
in twenty hours. It would be remarkable indeed, Mr. S er,
if a copy of that letter had not been sent by that same ship to
some one here representing the Sandwich Islands. It was very
remarkable that a certified copy was not sent to the Secretary
of State, in order that it might be laid before Congress without
waiting two weeks.

I ask my friend from Kentucky [Mr. MCCREARY], chairman
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. so near to the Administra-
tion as he is, whether it is not true that a copy of that letter is
to-day in the possession of the State Department, and whether it
has not been withheld instead of being laid before us in order

[Confidential.]

ace you in pos-
ut February 18.

ALBERT 8. WILLIS

that the action of this House might not be taken intelligently,
&;th thiggstatamenb of the Government of the Sandwich Islan
ore it? -

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I am surprised
that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY], who is usually so
fair, and who I know is a good lawyer, should be so driven to
distress in his ent to-night as to make the statement he
has just made.nm Friday the President sent in a message
here, and with that message sent a letter from Minister Will
in which the minister said, *‘I have only a few hours before I
mail this letter received a communication from President Dole
fifty pages in length. I have not time to copy it. I will sendit
as soon as possible.” :

The gentleman knows that the letter of Mr. Willis was sent
here. I want to say further in this connection that the Presi-
dent of the United States, within two weeks after this Congress
assembled, sentall the information he had about Hawaii; and as
fast as he has received any information since he has been send-
ing it to Congress. No President of the United States ever has
sentywith greater rapidity everything he received from a coun-
try with which we were having trouble than President Cleveland
has: and I feel sure that the Dole letter which the gentleman
speaks of has not been received here by Mr. Cleveland or by the
Secretary of State. If it had been he would have sent it imme-
diately to Congress. Nothing has been held back by the Presi-
dent of the United States connected with Hawaii except a letter
written by this man Stevens, which the Republicans dare not
press to have sent in here. . !

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, my friend is a little unfair, or
else he [orgets the terms of Mr, Willis's letter, The letter says:

Yesterday at 6:30 p. m. I received the Hon. S. B. Dole’s answer to my
letter of January 1.
And then he says:

His letter is about ﬂ.ttga of closely written official paper, and has
been delivered too late to beeither copied or replied toin time for the steamer
leaving at 2 p. m. to-day.

That is, the letter was received twenty hours before the sail-
of the steamer.
r.MCCREARY of Kentucky. That isexactly what Minister

Willis said, that he did not have time to have it copied; and I
will ];mmise the gentleman now, that as soon as that Dole letter
gets here the President of the United States, with the same can-
dor and justice which have animated him all the time, will send
the letter in 1o Congress.

Mr. LACEY. I will ask myfriend to make one more promise.
This debate runs 21l day to-morrow. This House convenes at 11
o'clock, T will ask my friend to kindly call at the State De%l;t—
ment and ask them to send in the certified copy of that Dole
letter,if it is on file. Tell us to-morrow whether 1t is not there.

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The genfleman from Iowa
knows that if a member of Congress were to go tothe State De-
partment and demand to have _an%thing sentin in that way, he
would make himself ridiculous. The only way you can get in-
formation from there is fo pass a resolution. Kvery time an
member, Republican or Democrat, has offered a resolution, it
has been reported by the Committee on Foreign Affairs imme-
diately to this House, so that you have had every avenue to get
all the information you wanted.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from
Towa [Mr. LacEY] has expired, and the Chair understands that
the gentleman desires leave to incorporate in his remarks cer-

tain data.
. Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. If itis printed matter I have

no objection, .

Mr. LACEY. It is printed matter. As I have been inter-
rupted, I would like to have a little more time. I can finish in
a few minutes.

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. [askunanimousconsentthat
the gentleman have ten minutes.

There was no objection. ;

Mr. LACEY. Mr, Speaker, the question we are now discuss-
ing is full of fate to the United States. Already two-thirds of
the property in the islands is owned by Americans. It is true
that they are 2,000 milesaway, butsois Alaska, and with modern
means of communication the great Pacific is as small as the
Mediterranean was a hundred years ago, measuring distance by
time ratherthanspace. The time will come when the commerce
of the Pacific will be claimed by the American people. As Archi-
medes s1id : “Give me a place for my fulerum and I will move
the world.” So the people who will dominate the trade of the

1ieatest. of oceans must have the resting place of the Sandwich
slands. -

American capital owns them; American customs have taken
foothold there to such an extent that monarchy isno longer pos-
sible. If we do nof take possession, England will. The House
is traditionally the keeper of the honor and power of the Améri-
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can people. How far this House, elected in 1892, is now at va-
riance with the American people is best told by the elections of
1893, How tame and timid, how mild are the resolutions we are
asked to adopt—how unlike the Democracy of Jackson:

Foreign intervention in the affairs of the islands will not be regarded with
indifference by the Government of the United States.

What a homeopathic prescription of the Monroe doctrine sat-
isfies the present Democratic Representatives in Congress! We
will not be **indifferent” when England takes these islands.
The world would laugh at our lack of * indifference.”

Another body, not so near the people, has not been afraid to
discuss the question much more boldly, and has had the nerve to
investigate for itself. That body has a resolution, drawn by &
Democrat, which on this question says:

Foreign intervention in the political affairs of these Islands will be re-
garded as an act unfriendly to the Government of the United States.

Here is a veritable Gardenof Eden, where the rosesever bloom
and the sun ever shines. These islands stand outbut 2,000 miles
from the Golden Gate. They are the key which will control the
commerce of the Pacific. Had Benjamin Harrison beenreélected
they would already have been added to the domain of American
freedom. An Administration like that under which we now suf-
fer may retard the movement of this great Republic; but an Ad-
ministration that stands in the way of the growth and the future
greatness of this Republic must be prepared to go hence, and not
to stand upon the order of its going.

The future progress of this couniry is too well assured to be
blocked by the mistakes and perversity of any four years of rule
or misrule. It isthemanifestdestinyof this Republie to control
the North American continent.

The great ocean that washes our western shores must some
day carry the commerce of an American Republie of 200,000,000
souls. Let us not place ourselves as stumbling blocks in the
road of this mighty march of progress and of civilization. [Ap-
plause on the Republican side.]

Mr, STOCKDALE. Mr. Speaker, do I understand there is
permission to extend remarks on this subject into the RECcorD?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the
Chair does not know what action has been taken in regard to
general leave to Xrint..

Mr. STOCKDALE. I ask unanimous consent to extend my
remarks, as I want to be very brief.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mississippi
asks unanimous consent that he may have permission to extend
his remarks into the RECORD. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to make a
speech: I only want to make a few remaks to define my own posi-
tion. There has been a great deal of talk about a ‘‘ revolution ”
in this discussion. If thereis any gentleman upon this floor who
knows of any revolutionary act, by any of the Hawaiian people,
he has failed to furnish the evidence to the House. There was
no revolution. My friend from Illinois, in answer to the gentle-
mean from Kentucky, stated how the troops were landed, and the

entleman from Kentucky said the committee of thirteen and

r. Stevens were in conspiracy together. The gentleman from
Illinois replied that if Mr. Stevens landed the troops before the
committee were ready, they could not have been in conspiracy.
But the history of that transaction shows that the committee of
safety had very little to do with the movement, except to act as
the tools of Mr. Stevens.

It was Minister Stevens’s movement, and the Hawaiian people
had not anything to do with it. The committes of thirteen
moved only at his suggestion. You will remember that Mr.
Damon said, in conversation with Mr. Blount, that this commit-
tee of thirteen went by different streets to the Government
buildings. Why? Because they did not want to attract atten-
tion! Is not that remarkable? Here was a ‘' revolution,” en-
gnged in overturning a monarchy at the head of 89,000 geople,
and thirteen men were engaged in that revolution; and those
thirteen went by different streets, in small squads, for fear they
would attract attention. Now, if thereis anything more laugh-
able than that, I never heard of it.

Mr. POST. As you state it. !

Mr. STOCKDALE. ‘ That is the truth about it, and thatis
what Mr. Damon said himself; the committee itself said so; and
here we are, a grave body of men, in a debate in the Congress
of the United States, talking abouta * revolution.”

I will insert a }Jortion of the interview between Mr. Damon, of
the committee of safety, and Mr. James H. Blount.

Mr. Blount to Mr. Damon—

Q. Where were you on the 14th of January, 1803, at the time the proclama-
ation et;e(!ltg:roninx the Queen and establishing the Provisional Government
was read?

A. I was at Honolulu. Iwasone of the members of that body who went up.

How many of you were there in that body—which went up—about?
The whole body. There would be four of the executive and fourteen of

the advisory. * # * Thurston was not sent, and I do not think Wil
helm was there. R
Q. Where did you start from?
A. From W. O. Smith's office on Fort Street.
What street did you take going from there?
‘We walked u tly to the Government House on Merchant street.
It was suggested that a part should go by way of Queen street, but a major-
ity of us went by way of Merchant street.
Q. What was the idea for dividing the committea?
A. So that we should not attract so much attention and it would be saler,
perhaps, to have it divided than going in mass.
Later in the same interview—
Q. What did Mr. Carter say?
A. He %?“ s to understand we would be protected.
Q. By United States troops?
A, Yes:h;nd when we were not protected by them I wanted to know the
reason why.
% Do you mean by that that you expected them to march over?

I was under the impression that they would.

‘Why, Mr. Damon—and I take his statements now, and not any-
thing that the royalists have said—Mr.: Damon was asked b
Mr, Blount about the time of the recognition, and he repliag
that he had been so excited and that they had all been so ex-
cited that thei,v took no note of time. Mr. Blount asked him
why. Hesaid it was because the marines did notcome. * Were
{fu expecting the marines?” asked Mr. Blount. *‘Yes,” said

r. Damon, ‘‘that was the understanding.,” ‘How long did
this state of suspense exist?” inquired Mr. Blount. ‘‘Fifteen
minutes,” replied Mr. Damon.

Mr. Speaker, there were those revolutionists, these great
Americans that thegentleman from Iowa[Mr. LACEY]and other -
gentlemen on his side have talked about; these glorious men
about whom and about the American flag the gentlemsn from
Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] read us a poem to-day—there they were
in a terrible state of fright and excitement for fifteen minutes
because the marines had not come. [Laughter.]

Mr. POST. This was not a bloody revolution,

Mr. STOCKDALE., No; thatis true; there was nobloodshed
about that revolution. There were those fifteen men in this
awful state of suspense beciuse the United States marines had
not come, and now we are told that they have a republican gov-
ernment down there with thirteen people, and the right of ha-
beas corpus suspended, and a military despotism prevailing.

Is it not laughable in the extreme?

Now, Mr. Speaker, this discussion was not started to get at
anything fair. It was not started on the Democratic side. It
was started on the Republican side for political purposes. It
was started on the other side for the special purpose, as subse-
quent events have shown, of getting an opportunity to hurl epi-
thets at the President of the United States. I will ask the gen-
tleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] if heis going to let that word
stand that he used awhile ago about.this resolution?

Mr. LACEY. What word?

Mr. STOCKEDALE. The word ‘‘cowardly.” Whatappropriate
language would he use to describe the conduct of men on that
side who have used epithets against the President of the United
States that are not decent?

Mr. LACEY. I will modify that word ‘‘ cowardly,” and sub-
stitute ** tame and timid.” Will that do?

Mr. STOCKDALE. I do not care what phraseology you use.
I only submit the question for your own self-respect. There
has never been such language used in regard to the President
of the United States on this side. of the Chamber as has been
uszd here within the past three or four days.by gentlemen on
the other side.

If some of them were present I would call their attention to
the language thefr have used about him, disreputable epithets,
such as they would not dare to employ to a member on this floor
in his presence, or fo any gentleman in his presence. However
much he may be mistaken in any policy, no man will say that he
is not great intellectually, and no man will say that he is not
honest. Then upon whom does the reflection fall when such
contemptible epithets are apilied to a man like that? Do they
not react to the discredit of their authors?

Now, Mr. Speaker, Mr. Stevens has been pretty well discussed
here. I have asked other gentlemen before; I have asked the
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] to-night, who is & lawyer,
whether he believes that a minister of the United States has
any legal authority, or any authority, to hoist the United States
flag over a foreign soil and declare a protectorate over its gov-
ernment. No lawyer will risk his reputation by answering that
he has. No lawyer will risk his reputation by saying that the
President has any such authority. Therefore the conclusion is
inevitable that the flag of the United States was hoisted in Ha-
waii over a foreign soil and a protectorate declared over a foreign

overnment without authority and illegally, and therefore the

ai of the United States was in that act disgraced. It was
hoisted there as an emblem of oppression to cover an illegaland
vandal act.

‘Whatever may be said here about itsauthority and its dignity
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as an emblem of greatness and of glory, it never should have
been used for any such purpose. Allusions have been made to
the position of some of us thirty yearsago. I foughtfour years,
not against that flag, but to withdraw certain territory from un-
der its control, because I belioved that the spirit of the Consti-
tution had been perverted with reference to that part of the
country, but that was more than a quarter of a century ago, and
Isay now that whenever it is in peril Iam ready to fight four
years more in itsdefense [applause], and if that time ever comes,
ou will find every State of the South as far to the front in the
%:m.le line as any other part of the country. But that does
not mean that if the flag is misused the people must rally to
lace it or to keep it where it never ought tohave been. In the
interest of it own dignity and its own glory that flag ought to
be removed from any place where it has been reared to its dis-
grace, and that is what Mr. Cleveland ordered to be done.

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Does my friend from Missis-
sippi [Mr. STOCKDALE] desire any more time?

r. STOCKDALE. AsIam the last man on the list for this
evening, I shall not encroach upon the time of anybody else if
I continue for about ten minutes.

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The gentleman can not oc-
cupy ten minutes, as we must adjourn under the order of the
House in seven minutes.

Mr. STOCKDALE. Very well.

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I askunanimous consentthat
the gentleman from Mississippi be allowed seven minutes more
time.

Thers was no objection.

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Speaker, that the Government of
Hawaii was a constitutional, a legally constituted government,
is in proof from the fact that we have been sending ministers
accredited to that Government for fifty years. That it was over-
turned by a minister accredited to it can not be denied. That
that act was illegal and revolutionary follows. =

It follows, then, that the Republican party (since partyism has
been brought into this mntt.erfwas perfectly willing to take that
territory by an illegal revolutionary act, involving the President
and the Government of the United States in the unlawful trans-
action. Now, I will not denounce Mr. Harrison or use any epi-
thets in regard to him, for he has been President of the United
States, although I have but little respect for him since he tried
to destroy a part of his own country, over which he presided.
Much less would I use language of that character of a gentleman
while occupying that office.

But my views do not accord with the whole language of this
resolution; and for that one purpose I wanted to say a few words
to-night. If by any implication my vote for this resolution could
be fairly construed into ?pmvinithe conduct of Minister Wil-
lis after the Queen had informed him that she intended to be-
head the people who had engaged in this revolution, I would
vote against the resolution; for I do nof think his conduct was de-
fensible at all, and the President has not indorsed it. If gen-
tlemen on the other side would be as honest, they would say that
the conduct of Minister Stevens was indefensible from the be-
ginning. This was his revolution—not the 1pei:llzﬂta’es. It is idle
to talk about this revolution being theirs. It wasthe strongact
of the American Government, misused by its minister, that took
possession vi et armis of those islands, destroyed their Govern-
ment and set up another.

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] says that Americans
own the property there, and therefore those islands must be-
long to America. What a declaration for a lawyer! Those cit-
izens acquired that property under the laws of the Government
of Hawaii, and hold it only by those laws. Is it frue that when
foreigners—British subjects for instance—come here and acquire
property under our Government, that therefore our Govern-
ment belongs to England? To what straits you are driven in
order to support an illegal act. When lawyers talk that way, is
it not almost as remarkable as this revolution?

I am not prepared to concur in the latter part of this resolu-
tion. I can readily and earnestly say that I am opposed fo any
interference with foreign governments, no matter what may be

the nature of the government undertaken to be set up. Inter- |

ference under such circumstances is not American; it is not re-
publican. I am ready to say that we are opposed to the annexa-
tion of the Hawaiian Islands. I am not ready to say thatwe are
una.ltembt}gaopposad to establishing if as a doctrine of this Gov-
?Brlnm‘fnt t we shall never declare a protectorate over those

ands.
thMr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The resolution does not say

at.

Mr. STOCKDALE. Well, it says about that.

Reading from the resolution:

I3 is further the sense of this House that the annexation of the Hawaiian
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Islands to our country or the assumption of a protectorate over them by our
Government is uncalled for and inexpedient.

I would much prefer that this lan had been omitted,
Mr. Speaker, and I decline to subscribe to it. Suppose that in
the future—it is not impossible—the Government of those islands
should make fo the Government of the United States this propo-
sition: ‘‘Here is an opportunity for you to declare a protector-
ate at our request, over these islands. If you do not do this,
England will, and we shall be transferred to the control of that
country.” What should we do under those circumstances?

For one I say I would vote to accept such a proposition. IfI
had a few moments more I would like to explain my reasons on
this question in connection with the Isthmus canal. The whole
southern half of this country is very much interested in this
matter. Those islands will form an important station on the
line of commerce from the west, through the Nicaraugus Canal,

I am not interested in the character of that woman. That
ought not to have been introduced into this discussion. I sa
we belittle ourselves when we discuss her private character.
was astonished at the gentleman from Iowa objecting to this
Queen because she was colored. Why, sir, such a consideration
is against the Constitution of the United States; for is it not de-
clared that no distinctions shall be made on account of color or
previous condition of servitude? [Laughter.] Iam favorof a
white man’s government: that is true; and I willstand by it, and
am glad that the Republicans show signs of coming to that posi-
tion. 3

Mr. LACEY. Iam surprised ata Mississippian taking issue
with me on this question.

Mr. STOCKDALE. Iam not surprissd that a Mississippian
should take the position I do; otherwise I would be surprised at
myself. But I will say that if that woman is as bad as she has
been described on the other side of this Hall, she is virtue itself
beside the woman upon whose festimony Mr. Tilden lost his seat
as President of the United States. [Applause.] _

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BROOKSHIRE). The hour of
half-past 10 o’clock has now arrived.

_ Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I move that the House ad-
journ. :

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House “ad-
journed until to-morrow morning at 11 o’clock.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS.

Under clause2 of Rule XIII, private billsand resolutions were
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows:

By Mr. HERMANN, from the Committee on War Claims, the
bill (H. R. 897) for the relief of Charles H. Pierce. (Report No.
358.) .

Also, the bill (H. R. 1866) for the relief of Richdrd W. John-
son. (Report No. 359.)

PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and a memorial
oflfha following titles were introduced, and severally referred as
follows:

By Mr. WALKER: A bill (H. R. 5593) toamend anact entitled
“An act in amendment of the various acts relative to immigra-
tion and the importation of aliens under contract or agreement
to perform labor,” aplsroved March 3, 1891—to the Committee
on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 5584) to provide salaries
for the clerks of the United States circuit and district courts in
the district of Washington—to the Committee on the Judi-

ciary.

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 5595) to provide for asafe and
%la,stic bank-note currency—to the Committee on Banking and

urrency.

By Mrs: HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 5596) to regulate
the sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia—to
the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: A bill (H. R. 5597) to
provide for the destruction and extermination of the noxious
plant or weed known as Russian thistle or Russian cactus (tech-
nically, Salsola kali tragus)—to the Committee on Agricul-

ture.

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 5599) to authorize sale of lot 8,
block 93, city of Hot Springs, by school directors thereof, and
use of proceeds for school purposes—to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5600) to place surgical instruments, cotton
bagging, and fence wire upon the free list—to the Committee on
‘Ways and Means.
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By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 5601) to authorize the construc-
tion of a wagon and foot bridge across the South, or Main Cana-~
dian River at or near the town of Noble, in Oklahoma Terri-
tory—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5602) toProvidefor writs of error in eriminal
cases to thesupreme court of Oklahoma, and for other purposes—
to the Committee on the Judiciary. :

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A biil(H. R. 5603) forepeal an act entitled
% An act to amend the laws relative to shipping commissioners,”
approved August 19, 1880—to the Committee on Merchant Ma-~
rfne and Fisheries.

By Mr. MOGANN: A resolution to investigate and report
whether or not the Hon. J. G. Jenkins, judge of the United
Btates circuit court for the seventh circuit, has not abused the
powers and process of said court, or oppressively exercised the
same to oppress the employés of the Northern Pacifie Railroad
Company—to the Committee on-the Judiciary.

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A resolution to amend
Rule XIV—to the Committee on Rules, :

By Mr. MORSE: A resolution of the Massachusetts Legisla-
ture, protesting against the passage of certain schedules in the
Wilson tariff bill as destructive and fatal to industries of Massa-
chusetts—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following
tities were presented and referred as follows: ;

By Mr. BRANCH: A bill (H. R. 5604) to provide for the ex-
amination and survey of that branch of the Pasquotank River
known as the Turners Cut—to the Committee on Rivers and
Harbors.

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A bill (H. R. 5605) granting a pension
to John H. Linn—to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CANNON of Illinois (by request): A bill (H. R. 5608)
for the relief of the officers and crews of the United States gun-
boats Kineo and Chocura—to the Committes on War Claims.

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 5607) for the
relief of the legal representatives of James M, Lindsay, de-
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. .

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 5608) for the relief of Mar-
tin Johnson—to the Committee on Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 5609) for the relief of C. W. Kennard—to
the Committee on Claims. .

Also, a bill (H. R. 5610) for the relief of John W. Wilder—to
the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5611) for the relief of C. P. Rollins—to the
Committee on Claims. :

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 5612) to pa.g to Joseph L. Walls
the amount found due him by the Court of Claims—to the Com-
mittee on War Claims.

By Mr. PENDLETON of Texas: A bill (H. R. 5613) for the re-
lief of Mary E. Wright and J. M. Wright—to the Committee on
‘War Claims. ;

By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H. R. 5614) for the relief of J.C. Mat-
thiers, Ascension Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. RAWLINS: A bill (H. R. 5615) fixing the limit of in-
debtedness which may be incurred by Ogden City—to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SHAW: A bill (H. R. 5616) ting & pension to Mary
Tuttle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R.5617) to remove the charge of desertion from
the air?;:ord of Francis Melvin—to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Also, a bill (H,1.5618) granting an increase of pension to Wil-
liam Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. STONE of Kentuecky: A bill (H. R. 5618) for the relief
of the legal representatives of Jonah Hood, deceased—to the
Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. TERRY (by request): A bill (H.R.5620) to correct
the record and muster of Henry N. Posey, Company A, Fourth
Arkansas Volunteer Infantry, and to discharge him from Com-
pany I, Second Arkansas Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama (by request): A bill (H.R.
B62i ) to increase the pension of Ann Catherine Hull—tothe Com-
mittee on Pensions.

By Mr. WHITING: A bill (H. R. 5622} for the relief of E. A.
Lutwyche—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1of Rule XXITI, the following petitions and pa-
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:
By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Phil-

adelphia, in favor of House bill 4897—tothe Committee on the
Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. BARWIG: Petition of Fort Atkinson, Wis., asking
for the passage of House bill 4897, to admit to the mails as sec-
ond-class matter periodical publications issued by or under the
auspices of benevolent and fraternal societies, orders, and insti-
tutions of learning, and for other purposes—to the Committee
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petition of citizens of Stone Bank, Wis., asking for the
passage of House bill 4897 to admit to the mails as second-class
matter periodical publications issued by or under the auspices of
the benevolent and fraternal societies and orders and institu-
tions of learning, and for other purposes—to the Committee on
the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. BRODERICK: Resolution of A, O. U. W. at Sabetha,
Kans., in the interest of the fraternal society and college jour-
nals—to the Committee on the Post-Oifice and Post-Roads.

- Also, petition of A. A. Cook and 75 others, of Sabetha, Kans.,
in the intorest of fraternal society and college journals—to the
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of citizens of Kalamazoo, Mich.,
asking that the fraternal society and college journals be ad-
mitted to the mails as second-class matter—to the Committee on
the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. CANNON of California: Petition of the State of Cali-
fornia for the establishment of a Government telegraph and tele-
phone service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

By Mr. CARUTH: Resolutions of Carbuilders’ Union, No. 729,
of Louisville, Ky., in support of bill for the establishment of
Government tzlegraph lines, H. R. 4487—to the Committee on
Intersiate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of Antiquity Lodge, No. 30, Ancient Order
United Workmen, of Lou le, Ky., in favor of H. R, 4807, in
behalf of the fraternal society and coliege journals—to the Com-
m;tiee on the Post-Office and I;IOst-Rog.:liﬁ e -

o0, papers to accompany House bi , granting an in-
ch._n:fo o}m pension to A. Loomis—to the Committee on Invalid

'ensions.

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition for an apmgﬂation to improve
the channel of Piscataway Creek, Mary —to the Commit-
tee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr, CURTIS of Kansas: Resolution of Oakland Counecil,
No. 496, and petition of the citizens of Oakland, Kans., in the
interests of the fraternal society and college journals—to the
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of the Phﬂadeguhia Typo-

raphical Union, in favor of Government telegraph lines—to the
%ommittea on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, resolution of National Paint, Oil, and Varnish Associa-
tion, in favor of House bill 2012, known as the procedure act—
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of residents of  Minneapolis, Kans.,
for the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1—to the Com-
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures.

Also, petitions of citizens of Minneapolis, Hope, and Munden,
all of Kanssas, in favor of the admission of fraternal and college
journals into the mails as second-class matter—to the Commitiee
on the Post-Olffice and Post-Roads.

Also, petition of Homer M, Canan and 25 others, citizens of
Paxton, Ind., in favor of House bill 4897—to the Committee on
the Post~-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petition of J. Clingman and 32 others, of Dakota, Ill., to
admit as second-class mail matter fraternal society and college
journals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. FITHIAN: Petitions of citizens of Greenup and Dun-
das, I11., for the admission of fraternal society and college jour-
nals to the mailsas second-class matter—to the Committee on the
Post-Office and Post-Roads,

By Mr. FLETCHER: Resolutions of Itasca Council, No. 1208,
of Royal Arcanum, of Minneapolis, Minn,, in the interest of
the fraternal society and college journals—to the Committee on
the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, resolutions of the Trade and Labor Assembly, of Min-
neapolis, Minn., protesting against the issue of interest-bearing
Treasury notes—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GEARY: Petition of Eureka, cou::iy of Humboldt,
Cal., for the establishment of a Governmental telephone and
telegraph service in the United States—to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. HERMANN: Memorial from the North Pacific Sheep-
Breeders and Woolgrowers' Association, for protection to wool—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HILBORN: Petition from Oakland, Cal., for the
passage of House bill 4478, establishing a Government telegraph
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and telephone service—to the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce.

By Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Illinois
for the removal of the duty on books printed in the English lan-

—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, three petitions of the citizens of Illinois to admit fra-
ternal society and college journals to the mails as second-class
mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Ofiice and Post-
Roads.

By Mr. HUDSON: Petition from citizens of e Mission,
Kans., asking [or the admission to the mails as second-class mat-
ter papers of benevolent and litérary organizations—to the Com-
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petitions from citizens of Howard, Kans., infavor of the
Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office
and Post-Roads.

By Mr. IKIRT: Petition of Oar%en_tera and Joiners’' Broth-
erhood of Canton, Ohio, asking the enactment of the law of
dowiicile, and the restriction of immigration—to the Committee
on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. REILLY: Resolution of Philadelphia Typograghical
Union in favor of House bill 4478—to the Committee on Inter-
sfate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. RITCHIE: Petition of L. Franc & Co., and other mer-
chants of Toledo, Ohio, protesting against extension of bonded
periodon distilled spirits—to the Committee on Waysand Means.

Also, petition of A. Wehrle & Son, and 150 other citizens of
Ohio, protesting against clause 242 of Wilson bili—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Toledo (Ohio) Couneil, No. 21, Royal Arcanum,
in the interest of fraternal society and college journals—to the
Committee on the Post-office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. LINTON: Petition in the interestof the fraternal so-
ciety and college journals—to the Committee on the Post-Office
and Post-Iloads. T

By Mr. LOCKWOOD: Petition of Gen. Stanley Garrison, No.
36, of Buffalo, N. Y., in favor of the passage of the actto amend
the act of February 14, 1865, placing enlisted men upon the re-
tired list—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of H. F. Boshu and 100 others of Buffalo, in the
interest of fraternal society and eollege journals, relating to
postage—to the Commiftee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petition of citizens of Buffalo, N. Y., infavor of the Man-
derson-ﬁﬁinar bill, relating to postage of fraternal society and
%lege journals—to the Commitiee on the Post-Office and Post-

4ds.

By Mr. LUCAS: Petition to Congress in the interest of fra-
ternal society and coﬂeﬁe journals—to the Committee on the
Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr, McCLEARY of Minnesota: Petition of A. H. Nichols
and other citizens, of Tracey, Minn., favoring the Manderson-
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Exhibits to remove the charge of
desertion from the record of George K. Bullock—io the Commi
tee on Mili Affairs. -

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Remonstrances of John G. Rowe and
others, of Augusta, Me., of James L. Treadwell, of Jere H. Jordan,
and of Daniel McPhee and others, against the passage of the
Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, remonstrance of L. Palmer and G. B. Foster and others,
of Ellsworth, Me., against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to
the Committee on Ways and Means,

ByMr. PAYNE: Petitionof t4 residents of the Twenty-eighth
New York district, for passage of proposed erson-Hainer
bill—to Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petition of 82 residents of Cayuga County, N. Y., for the
establishment of a Government telegraph and telephone sys-
tem—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Resolutions passed by
the caucus meeting of Republicans of Lower Chester Town-
ship, Delaware County, Pa., protesting against the passage of
the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, praying for the
passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill, H. R. 4897—to the Com-
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, preamble and resolutions of the State Horticultural So-
ciety of Pennsylvania, praying for the continuance of the ap-
propriations for an experimental station—to the Committee on
Agriculture.

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of William Bonell and 34 others, res-
idents of Eau Claire, Wis., in favor of the of House bill

T—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.
- By Mr. SIMPSON: Petition of G. W. Riley and 105 others of
Staford County, Kans., against the issuing of United States
bonds—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, two petitions n favor of fraternal society and colle
journals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- .

Also, petition of H. L. Wolf and 144others in the interest of
fraternal society and college journals—tothe Committee on the
Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of Cottonwood Camp, No.
238, of Modern Woodsmen of America, of Lime %ﬁring, Iowa,
for a law giving to the fraternal beneficiary press the same pos-
tage classification as that enjoyed by er newagapers and
periodicals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petition of C. N. Flagler and 80 others, of Lime Sp:
Iowa, for Manderson-Hainer bill, o admit as second-class
matter the periodical publications of benevolent and fraternal
societies—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-roads.

ByMr. WELLS: Resolutions from Couneil of Royal Arcanum,
of Fond du Lac, Wis., asking the p of the Manderson-
Hainer bill, 4897—to the Commitieeon the Post-Office and Post-

Roads.

Also, petition of Emile Leitgin and 28 others, asking the pas-
sage of House bill 4397—to the Committee on the Post-Office and
Post-Roads.

By Mr. WHITING: Petition of George O. Hough and 28 other
citizens of Lapeer County, Mich., in the interest of the fraternal
soeiety and college journals—to the Committee on the Post-Office
and Post-Roads.

By Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania: Memorial of Philadelphia
Typographical Union, in favor of Government ownership of tele-
graph lines—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce,

SENATE.

TuEesDAY, February 6, 1894.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D.
TheJournal of yestarday’s proceedings was read and approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE,

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O.
TowLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed
the bill (S.758) extending the time allowed the Umatilla f::lga-
tion Company for the construction of its ditch across the Uma-
tilla Indian Reservation, in the State of Oregon.

PROCEEDINGS OF THE PAN-AMERICAN MEDICAL CONGRESS.

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of State, transmitting, in response to a
resolution of the 4th ultimo, manuscript copies of the prc -
ings of the Pan-American Medical Congress held in Washing-
ton Cityin September, 1893, under authority of law; which was
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying document,
referred to the Committee on Printing.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. TURPIE presented & petition of Maumee No. 50,
Ancient Order of United Workmen, of Fort Wayne, Ind., in the
interest of fraternal society and college journals, praying for the
passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill, proposing to amend the

laws; whieh wasreferred to the Committee on Post-Offices
and Post-Roads.

He also presented the petition of Oliver N. Fretageot, of
Mount Vernon, Ind., praying that in adjusting an income tax to
aid tariff reduction a special provision be made requiring rail-
roads, express com es, and telegraph companies to pay a
groantage of their gross receipts; which was referred to the

mmittee on Finanee.

He also presented a memorial of the United States Brewers’
Association, remonstrating against the proposed increase in the
internal-revenue tax on fermented liguors; which was referred
to the Commitiee on Finance.

He also presented a memorial of the Custom Foremen Tailors’
Associntion, of Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against the
passage of schedule 680 of the Wilson tariff bill, which proposes
to allow the admission free of duty of 3500 worth of foreign-made
garmenta in the possession of an Ameriean citizen returning

rom a foreign country; whichwas referred to the Committee on
Finance.

He also presented the memorial of W. R. Stokes, of Lebanon,
Ind., remonstrating against the proposed reduction of the duty
on lead ore,and praying for the adoption of a tariff measure
which will place one uniform ad valorem duty upon all imports;
which was referred to the Committee on Finanee.

Mr. QUAY presented petitions of R. M. Ermentrout and 38
other cifizens of Reading; of lodge Ne. 239, Anecient Order or
United Workmen of Kennard; of Mount Penn Couneil No. 495,
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