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By Mr. SHA :W: Petition of .Mary E. Carroll, of Carroll County, 
Mary land, praYJ.ng that war clann of Christian Carroll be referred to 
the Court of Claims-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPRI~GS: Petition of Henry A. Dewey, of Oneida County, 
New York, praymg for the removal of certain disabilities and proof 
thereof-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ' 
B~ Mr. SPRINGER: Pt;tition from some parties with regard to the 

Presidency-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, .memorial Knights of ~abor of Decatur, lll., relating to the 

Hennepm Canal-to the Comm1ttee on Railways and Canals. 
By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of citizens of New York relative 

to the duty on marble-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By :Ur. STRUBLE: Petition of E. C. Herrick and 14 others citi­

zens of Cherokee County, Iowa, asking that Congress submit fu the 
States a proposition to so amend the Constitution as to protect the wo· 
men of tJ:l~ States and Territories in the enjoyment of the right of equal 
suffrage mth men-to the Cemmittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIAM WARNER: Petition of William H. Rodenald and 
others, of Independence, Mo.; of Frederick Eitel george and others, and 
A . . L. Chap~an ~d ?t.h~rs, of Kansas Cio/, Mo., for payment of certain 
clal!Ils of1thssoun militia-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Claborn W. Hunt, administrator of 
vy. L. Shelton, deceased, of Jackson COunty, Alabama, for compensa­
tion for property taken and used by the United States Army during the 
late war-to the same committee. 

The following p~titio~, praying Congress to place the coinage. of sil­
ver upon an equality w1th gold; that there be issued coin certifi~tes 
of one, two, and :five dollars, the same being made legal tender; that 
one and ~o dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public 
debt be pa1d as rapidly as possible by applying tor this purpose the idle 
surplus now in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 

By Mr. SESSIONS: Of farmers of Chautauqua County, New York. 

SENATE. 
FRIDAY, Febr11,a·ry 26, 1886. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
. Thejoint resolution (H: Res.124) ~print 31,000 copies oftheeulo­

g~es on Thm:p.as A. Hendncks, late V1ce-President of the United States 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing: 

PETITIO.NS AND !\:I:EMORIAL~. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of Local Assembly 
No. 2143, Knights of Labor, Krumroy, Ohio, praying for the passage of 
the bill restoring the wages of employes in the Government Printing 
Office to the former rate; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 
~r. CULLOM: prese~ted a petition ?f Local Assembly No. 4146, 

Kmghts of Labor, ofLmcoln, ill., praymg for the construction of the 
Hennepin Canal; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MAXEY presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Terrell 
Tex., praying that .an appropria!l-on be made for the improvement of 
the harbor at Sabme Pass; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, presented a memorial of 486 visitors at Hot 
Springs, Ark., remonstrating against the removal of bath-houses from 
the Govern.ment reservation at that place; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. · 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of J. W. Hedberg and 45 
other citizens of Iowa, praying for the passage of an act of absolute for­
feiture of the unearned lands within the limits of the arant to the Sioux 
City and Saint Paul Railroad Company; which was 

0

ordered to lie on 
the table. · 
~e also pres.ru;t-ted a petition of the Fairfield monthly meeting of 

Fn~nds, compnsmg 500 members, located in Ohio; a petition ofWinne­
shelk (Iowa) monthly meeting of Friends; a petition of citizens oiW est 
Bran~, Iowa; a peti~i?n of the New Sharon (Iowa) monthly meeting 
of ~nends; ru;d a petition of the Ea:lham (Iowa) monthly meeting of 
Fn~nds, ~raymg the passage of the bill (S. 355) to promote peace among 
nat10ns, for the creation of a tribunal for international arbitration n.nd 
for other purposes; which were referred to the Committee on Fo~eigu 
Relations. 

I Mr. PLUM13 presented a petition of citizens of Morris and Wabaun· 
see Counties, Kansas, praying the passage of the bill to open the Okla­
homa lands in the Indian Territory to settlement; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

1 H~ also presented a petition o~ ex-Union soldiers residing in Kansas, 
praymg forth~ pas~e of what IS known astheWeaverbill, proposing 
to pay the Umon soldters of the late war the difference in value between 

the depreciaU:d greenback currency in which they received their pay 
and gold; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COIDIITTEES. 

Mr. BLACKBUR~, from the Committee en the Djstrict of Columbia 
to whom was referred the bill (8.1339) to amend the police regu1atio~ 
of the District of Columbia, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1543) :fixing the rate of interest upon 
arrearages of taxes due July 1, 1884, and on all special improYements 
d.ue the District of Columbia, which may be paid within a specmed 
time, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was indefinitely post­
poned. 

Mr. PIKE. from the Committee on the District ·of Colunibia tow hom 
were referred the bill (S. 346) to amend an act entitled "An' act to in­
co.rpo;ate the Nati?nal Safe Deposit Company of ·washington, in the 
D1stn~t of Columb1a," approved !anuary 22, 1867; and the bill (S. 62) 
enlargmg the powers of theW ashrngton Safe Deposit Company, and for 
other purposes, reported adversely thereon; and the bills were post­
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1587) in reL.'l.tion to the trustees of the 
Reform School of the District of Columbia, reported it without amend­
ment. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia to 
w~o~ was referred the ~ill (S. 1008) to empower the Board of For~ign 
l\Itss1ons of the MethodiSt Protestant Church to hold property in the 
District of Columbia, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. CAMERO~, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re­
ferred t~e bill (S. 805) to authorize certain foreign-built steamships in 
the serVIce of the International Navigation Company to be registered as 
vessels of the United States, reported it with amendments. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 
:Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S.164.6) to amend an act entitled "An 

act for the erection of a public building at Chattanooga, Tenn.,'' ap­
proved Februa~ 25, 1885; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the aecompanymg papers, referred to the Committee on Public Build­
ings and Grounds. 

Mr. :MITCHELL, of Oregon, inh"odnced a bill (S. 1647) for the relief 
ofHenry H. Wheeler, of Crook County, Oregon; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com­
mittee on Claims. 
. Ur. CU~~OM: intr?duced a bill (S. 164 ) granting an increase of pen­

SI?n to Will1am Col~lUSworth; which was read twice by its title, and, 
w1th theaccompanymg papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions • 

1\IESS.A.GE FROl\I THE HOUSE. 

A message from the Honse of Representatives, by M.r. CLARK, its 
Clerk, :returned to the Senate, in compliance with its request, the joint 
resolutiOn (H. Res. 71) authorizing the Superintendent of Public Build­
ings and Grounds in the District of Columbia to supply plants and shrubs 
to :fill certain vases in the Pension building. 

E~"'ROLLED lliLL SIGXED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 

th~ ~nrollt;d bill (~. R. 3829) for the relief of Frances E. Stewart, ad­
mlillStratnx: of Michael S. Stewart, deceased; and it was thereupon 
signed ~y the President pro temp01·e of the Senate. · 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The PRESIDENT lfi'O umpore. If there is no further routine morn­

ing ·business th.e Calendar is in order under Rule VIII, and the :first 
case on th.e Calendar will be reported. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. In pursuance of the notice giYen by 
me, I ask that the Calendar may be laid aside for the purpose of ena­
bling me to have taken up Senate bill1483, what is known as the Chi­
nese bill, for the purpose of submitting some remarks upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the Calendar the Senator 
from Oregon asks that it be postponed and that the bill indicated by 
him be taken from the table for consideration. The Chair hears no ob-
jection to the request of the Senator from Oregon. -

Mr. HALE. I gave notice yesterday that at the close of the remarks 
of the Senator from Uississippi [Mr. GEORGE], who was then entitled 
to the floor, I should move that the Senate go into executive session. 
The hour was so late when the Senator from Mississippi :finished that 
I did not think it then advisable to attempt to interfere with the prog­
ress of the bill which was at that time before the Senate, but I wish 
to give notice now that at the end of the remarks of the Senator from 
Oregon [.Mr. MITCHELL] I shall make a motion that the Senate pro· 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

PROHIBITION OF CHINESE Dil\IIGR.A.TIO •• 

The PRESIDENT pro temp01·e. The bill called up by the Senator 
from Oregon will be read by its title. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 1483) abrogating all treaties hereto­
fore made and now operative between the United States Government 
and the Chinese Empire, in so far as they, or any of them, provide for, 
reco nize, or permit the coming of Chinese to the United States, and in 
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so far as they, or any of them, inhibit the United States from absolutely 
prohibiting the coming of Chinese to the United States; and repealing 
all acts of Congress, in so far as they, or any of them, recognize or per­
mit the coming of Chinese to the United States; and absolutely pro­
hibiting the coming of Chinese to the United States, excepting only 
<li .fllomatic, consular, and other officers, and prohibiting the landing of 
any Chinese therein, excepting only such diplomatic or other officers. 

The PRESIDENT pro ternpore. If there be no objection the bill will 
be regarded as before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and the 
Senator from Oregon is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. UITCHELL, of Oregon. Mr. President, nothingbutthedeepest 
sense of official duty and obligation to a devoted, generous, and deserv­
ing constituency could induce me at this early day in my term to obtrude 
myself on the attention of the Senate, and thus in a sense and to a cer­
tain degree violate that unwritten law of this body, so well understood 
but not always observed, in reference to the privileges of new members. 
I trust the importance and urgency of the questions involved, coupled 
with the fact of the peculiar and intimate relation they bear to the peo­
ple of the State and coast I in part have the honor of representing, will 
justify me in doing that which under other circumstances might seem 
something of an impropriety. 

It is a rule, recognized by physicians and surgeons, that desperate 
cases in medicine and surgery require heroic treatment; when the can­
cer is malignant and uncompromising, is making unrestrained inroa.ds 
on the system and startling headway toward the vitals, all temporiz­
ing with narcotics, herbs, and palliatives must give way to the knife; 
and though the emergency and the means may compel the saerifice of 
human blood in order to save human life, the ulcerous, devouring sore 
must, with all its cancerous roots, be cut from the body and cast away. 
So it is with the body-politic. When it is assailed by an extraordinary 
evil, menaced by an unyielding and rapidly advancing vice, which 
brings into grave and imminent peril not only the best interests of our 
people but the most cherished institutions of our country the time 
for temporizing bas passed away; the more ordinary remedies mmt be 
put in the background, and the amenities which under other circum­
stances should be observed toward foreign powers and theirsubjectsmust 
upon the principle of self-preservation give way to such heroic and ag­
gressive measures as the necessities of the case render absolutely essen­
tial. In the case under consideration such treatment seems necessary 
to the vindication of the most saered rights and privileges of our people, 
the maintenance of our civilization, and the preservation of the domestic 
peace and tranquillity of the Republic. 

Such an evil, a vice more terrible in its tendencies, more degrading 
in its influences than has been suggested, is to-day not merely paralyz­
ing the rights of the l~boring classes, not only absolutely destroying 
the interests of American labor in a large section of this country, not 
only fastening its fangs and exuding its leprous virus into the very 
vit.als of the moral and physical being of our body-politic, and casting 
physical and moral infection on every side, but, worse than all this, 
absolutely disturbing the public peace, creating internal dissension and 
strife, and bringing into the most imminent peril the domestic tran­
quillity of our people, the Christian civilization of the age, and the gen­
eral welfare of our nationality. 

From such an evil are the people of thew hole Pacific coast suffering 
to-day through the presence in their midst of large numbers of an un­
clean, non-assimilating, and pagan race. To such an infliction, national 
in its character, malignant and devilish in its tendencies, are they now 
subjected. Impending over them and gradually but surely extending its 
doririnion eastward like a cloud of wrath, it imperils the rights of labor, of 
property, of peace, of life itself. To meet and successfully grapple with 
and finally subdue and eradicate from our land this dire scourge will 
require some more heroic treatment, some more vigorous remedy, some 
more emphatic measure, some :firmer, more decided, and aggressive 
governmental step than has ever yet been taken by the American Con­
gress or the Government of the United States through any of its de­
partments or instrumentalities, and one, moreover, which never can be 
taken rightfully or properly and at the same time preserve inviolate 
the present existing treaty stipulations between the United States Gov­
ernment and the Chinese Empire, and such an one, moreover, which in 
my judgment we can not within any reasonable time hope to obtain 
through the treaty-making power by any further negotiations with the 
empire. 

Hence it is that in the measure which I have submitted, and which 
is now under consideration, it is proposed that the States and the people 
of this Republic, as they constitutionally and of right may do, through 
their Senators and Representatives in the Congress of the United States, 
with the approval ofthe Executive, or even by a sufficient vote of the 
Congress without his approval, remove those barriers that have for years 
stood in thewayofCongressin theform oftreatystipulations, and which 
have restricted and prevented it from inaugurating the necessary meas­
ures and exercising the requisite powers to successfully deal with this 
momentous question-with this herculean evil. 

In other words, it is proposed by the bill under discussion as a first 
essential step to clear the way of all obstructions, so that Congress may 
constitutionallyandrightfullyrisein the scale oflegislative power and 
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action to that position which time and circumstance have demonstrated 
is absolutely necessary to meet this political scourge, by wiping out of 
existence every treaty stipulation with China which in any manner or 
in any form recognizes or permits the coming of Chinese to this conn­
try, or which inhibits the United States from absolutely prohibiting 
Chinese immigration to the United States; and then, the right of way 
to Congress being thus clearly secured, the bill proposes to absolutely 
prohibit the coming of Chinese whether subjects of the Chinese Empire 
or otherwise, as well those who have been here and have returned, 
those who are now here and who may hereafter leave the United States 
and attempt to return, as those who have never yet been within our 
limits, to any port or place within the United States, or from landing· 
or remaining therein, excepting only diplomatic, consular, or other com­
missioned officers and their household and body servants. 

In considering this bill two questions of importance present them­
selves: 

First. Hn.s the United States the constitutional right or power by an 
act of the Congress to abrogate or repeal a treaty with a foreign nation; 
and 

Second. If so, does the importance to this country of the questions in­
volved, the magnitude oftbe evil to be dealt with, the interests of the 
people to be subserved, the institutions that are to be protected, the 
peril that is to be warded off, and the preservation and vindication of the 
public peace, justify the step proposed? 

First, as to the constitutional power of Congress to abrogate or repeal 
an existing treaty between the United States and a foreign nation. 
And, further, does a subsequent act of Congress repeal and abrogate the 
provisions of a prior treaty with a foreign nation in so far as it conflicts 
with such provisions? 

These are propositions so well settled as to require but little more 
than the statement of the proposition and a reference to the decisions 
oftbe Supreme Court oftbe United States. And but for the fact that 
this power has, since the introduction of the bill under discussion, and 
with an air of self-importance as amazing as it is absurd and ridiculous, 
been flatly denied by one of the great journals of the metropolis (the 
New York Times) and its senseless assertion taken up and, parrot-like, 
repeated in an ignorant as well n.s an offensive manner by the Post of 
the national capital, no argument whatever in its support would now 
be offered. 

The morning subsequent to the introduction of the bill under con­
sideration the New York Times, in its issue of' the 12th instant, had 
the following editorial: 

Senator MITCHELL, of Oregon, has introduced a new anti-Chinese bi11 by which 
he coolly proposes to sweep away all treaty :provisions which stand in the way 
of an absolute prohibition of Chinese imnllgration, and to exclude from the 
country all Mongolian immigrants and prevent the return of any t-hat may leave 
the country. The logical sequel of this kind of legislation would be a pro­
vision for sending out of the country all the Chinese now here, which would 
place us squarely on the policy of China of a generation ago. The chief drawback 
about this policy is that it does not discriminate on the proper lines. If we are 
to exclude from this country objectionable imnllgrants we should so draw the 
line as to exclude those that are objectionable because they are objectionable, 
and not those that belong to one particular race because they belong to that race. 
If we are going to filter the incoming population we should so arrange our 
strainer as to exclude the scum. It may be stated also for Senator Mitlchell' sin forma• 
Hon that treaties can not be amended or abrogated by statute law. 

While in its issue of February 15 the constitutional expounder of the 
Washington Post exposed his consummate stupidity on the subject by 
the following editorial: 

The anti-Chinese bill introduced by Senator MITCHELL, of Oregon, shows two 
things-his narrow-mindedness and his ignorance. He proposes to sweep away 
all treaty obligations that affect immigration from China. Yet, he ought to 
know that a treaty can not be abrogated by an act of Congress. Hi3 bi.U prQ-o 
bibits all Chinese immigration. The purpose is to prevent the admission to 
the. country of objectionable immigrants. But this bill declares against a cer· 
tain class, not because they are objectionable, but because they are Chinese. The 
illiberality and the ignorance seem to be furnished in equal quantities. 

Now, then, Mr. President, as the constitutional lawyers of the New 
York Times and the Washington Post have, in the infinitude of their 
professional wisdom and the profundity of their constitutional and in­
ternational lore, so kindly for my information volunteered the statement 
that'' treaties can not be amended or abrogated by statute law,'' I shall 
take the liberty for their information, as also for all interested, to at­
tract attention to a few suggestions upon that point; and I do this not 
so much for the mere purpose of proving what every lawyer knows to 
be true-that is to say, that Congress has the undoubted power to abro­
gate our existing treaties with China-but rather for the purpose of calling 
atten tion to the fact that our courts, lawyers, jurists, and best states­
menwhileconcedingthispower,haveconcurredastothedutyofCongress 
to abrogate a treaty whenever it is pernicious in its operations or ruin­
ous to the state. And in this connection I assert it as a fact that the 
doctrine that a subsequent act of Congress in so far as it oonflicts with 
the provisions of a prior treaty with a foreign power or an Indian tribe 
abrogates the treaty to that extent, is one that has received the unquali­
fied sanction of e.very department~f this Government, legislative, ex­
ecntive, administrative, and judicial, and no man but an ignoramus in 
the profession, and I might perhaps say with propriety in e>ery other 
respect as well, would expose himself or his paper to ridicule by assert­
ing to the contrary. 
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True, article 6 of the Constitution provides that-
This Constitution, and the laws of the United States which shall be made in 

pursuance thereo, fand all treaties made, or which shall be made, under the au­
thority of the United States, shall be the supreme law of the land. 

Even though the doctrine that a subsequent statute in direct conflict 
with a prior statute, whether purporting to repeal the former, or that 
otherwise operates as such repeal, could not be properly applied to a 
case of a subsequent statute coming in direct conflict with a prior treaty, 
the contention can be successfully maintained, and has been time out 
of mind, that for certain great purposes for which the Constitution was 
ordained and established by the people of the United States, such as 
the common defense and general welfare, including the power to de­
clare war; to regulate commerce with foreign nations and among the 
several States; to levy and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises; to 
coin money and regulate the value thereof; to raise and support armies; 
to borrow money on the credit of the United States; to establish a uni­
formrule of naturalization; to promote the progress of science and use­
ful arts; to provide and maintain a navy; and in fact all the powers 
vested in Congress by the Constitution, the powers so vested can not 
be taken away, impaired, or in any manner abridged by the Executive 
and the Senate in pursuance of the exercise of the treaty-making power. 

The supreme right on the part of the Government to exercise at all 
times and under all circumstances through the Congress any power del­
egated to it by the Constitution, and the exercise of which in itsjudg­
ment may become necessary to the vindication of the great rights which 
pertain to the common defense and the general welfare, stands pre-em­
inent, above and beyond the reach or assailment of any other power, 
whether executive, judicial, or administrative; and the treaty-making 
power, although guaranteed by the Constitution, is limited and subor­
dinated to the exercise by Congress of those supreme powers necessary 
to the execution of the general purposes specified, for which the Con­
stitution was ordained, and the right to exercise which are by the terms 
of the Constitution, specifically or inferentially, granted to Congress. 

Story in his Commentaries on the Constitution, volume 3, section 
1502, mnkes the following statement: 

The treaty-making power is necessarily and obviously subordinate to the 
fundamental laws and constitution of the state, and it can not change the form 
of the Government or annihilate its constitutional powers. 

Story in his Commentaries on the Constitution again in section 1508, 
volume 2, in speaking of the treaty-making power remarks as follows: 

The poweT to make tre::tties is by the Constitution general, and of course it 
embraces all sorts of treaties-for peace or war, for commerce or territory, for 
allowance or succors, for indemnity for injuries or payment of debts, for the rec­
ognition 9.IId enforcement of principles of public la.w, and fo"£ RIIY other pur­
po es which the policy or interests of independent sovereigns niay decide in 
their intercourse with each other. But though the power is thus general and 
unre tmined, it is not to be so construed as to destroy the fundamental la.w of 
the state. 

A power given by the Constitution can not be construed to authorize a. de­
struction of other powers given in the same instrument. It mnst be construed, 
therefore. iu subordination to it, and can not supersede or interfere with any 
other of its fundamental provisions. Each is equally obligatory and of pam­
mouat authority within its scope, and no one embraces a. right to annihilate any 
other. A treaty to change the organization of the Government or annihilate 
its sovereignty, to overturn its republican form, or to deprive it of its constitu­
tional powers, would be void, because it would destroy what it was designed 
merely to fulfill-the will of the people. 

Inasmuch, therefore, as the Congress has by virtue of an express grant 
in the Constitution the ''power to regulate commerce with foreign na­
tions, 1' and inasmuch as the Burlingame treaty is in all its essential par­
ticuhrs nothing more nor le..~ than a regulation of commerce between 
the United States and China, and as an act of Congress inhibiting the 
coming of Chinese to this country and absolutely excluding them from 
it would be the exercise of the power to regulate commerce with for­
eign nations, it therefore follows that the ma1..-i.ng of the beaty did 
not and constitutionally could not, in any mnnner or in any respect, 
impair the power of Congress to pass a prohibitory ad whenever in its 
judgment it became necessary to do this; and to hold that the Burlin­
game treaty and the treaty supplementary thereto should be construed 
as an inhibition on the power of Congress to pass a prohibitory law, 
would be simply to declare that the tr©ty itself was absolutely void, 
because in such a case the effect of the treaty would be to deprive Con­
gress of its constitutional power. 

But the doctrine tha.t a subsequent act of Congress abrogates a prior 
treaty in so far as it conflicts with its provisions is one that has been 
recognized in this Government since the matter was first discussed or 
the question raised nearly ninety years ago; and it has received the 
sanction of every department of the Government-legislative, execu­
tive, administrative, and judicial-commencing with its exercise by 
Congress, when in July 7, 1798, an act of Congress was passed abro­
gatingourtreatieswith France. That act declared among otherthings 
as follows: 

That the United States are of right freed and exonerated from the stipulations 
ofthetreaties9.IIdoftheconsular convention heretofore concluded between the 
United State and France; and that the same shall not henceforth be regarded 
as legally obligatory on the Government of the United States or citizens of the 
United States. 

But not only so. The Department of Justice lus through its Attor­
neys-General, at different times, proclaimed this doctrine in unqualified 
terms. Attorney-General Crittenden (see Opinions Attorneys-General, 

volume 5, page 345), in discussing the question of conflict between a 
prior treaty and a subsequent act of Congress with reference to the 
Florida claims, uses the following language: 

.An act of Congress is as much a supreme law of the land as a treaty. They 
are placed on the same footing, and no preference or superiority is given to the 
one or the other. The last expression of the law-giving power must prevail; 
and just for the same reason and on the same principle that a subsequent act 
must prevail and have effect, though inconsistent with a prior act, so must an 
act of Congress have effect though inconsistent with a. prior treaty. 

Again, Attorney-General.A.kerman, as late astheyear1870, in the case 
of the Choctaw Indians (see Opinions Attorneys-General, volume 13, page 
357), said: 

There is nothing in the Constitution which assigns different ranks to treaties 
and to statutes; both the one and the other, when not inconsistent with the Con­
stitution, seem to stand upon the same level and to be of equal validity; a.nd as 
in the case of all laws emanating from an equal authority, the earlier in date 
yields to the later. 

But not only so. Repeatedly has the Federal judiciary through its 
circuit and supreme courts, without reserve, doubt, or qualification of 
the doctrine, held that the power to abrogate a treaty with a foreign 
power, as well as with the Indian tribes, does not rest exclusively with 
the Executive and the Senate, but does reside in the Congress. The 
court, in Taylorvs. Martin (2 Curtis's Circuit Court Reports, 454), in dis­
cussing this subject, uses the following language: 

It is impossible to maintain that under our Constitution the President and the 
Senate exclusively possess the power to modify or repeal a. law found in a 
treaty. If this were true no change in a. treaty could be made without the con­
sent of some foreign government. That the Constitution was designed t~ place 
our country in this helpless condition is a. supposition wholly inadmissible. 
It is not only inconsistent with the necessities of a. nation, but negatived by 
the express words of the Constitution. Tha.t gives to Congress, in so many 
words, power to declare war, an a.ct which ipso fw;to repeals all treaties in con ist­
ent with a state of war. H can not, therefore, be admitted that the only method 
of escape from a. treaty is by the consent of the other party to it or a. declaration 
of war. 

To refuse to execute a. treaty for reasons which approve themselves to the con­
scientious judgment of a nation is a matter of the utmost gravity, but the power 
to do so is a prerogative of which no nation can be deprived witbont deeply af­
fecting its independence. That the people of the United States h.ave deprived 
their Government of this power I do not believe; that it mu t re ide iOmewhere 
and be applicable to all cases I am convinced, a.nd I feel no doubt that it belongs 
to Congress. 

But the Supreme Court of the United States, the supreme arbiter in 
all questions of this character, finally settled the doctrine beyond the 
power of future controversy in this country in the case known as ''the 
Cherokee Tobacco case, 11 reported in 11 Wallace, page 616. The court 
in that case, opinion by :Mr. Justice Swayne, uses the following ~an­
guage: 

The effect of treaties and of acts of Congress, when in conflict, is not rettled by 
the Constitution. But the question is not involved in any doubt as to its proper 
solution. The treaty may supersede a. prior act of Congress (2 Peters, 314.), and 
an act of Congress may supersede a prior treaty (2 Curtis, 454; 1 ·woolworth, 
1J5). 

In the cases referred to these principles were applied to treaties with foreign 
nations. Treaties with Indian nations can not be more obligatory. They have 
no higher sanctity and no greater inviolability or immunity from legislative in­
vasion can be claimed for them. The act of Congress must prevail as if the 
treaty were not an element to be considered. If a. wrong has been done the 
power of redress is with Congress, not with the judiciary. 

This doctrine, w well settled that it is a matter of amazement that 
any one, much less the constitutional expounders of great metropolitan 
journals, should assert to the contrary, was fully recognized by Presi­
dent Hayes in his veto message of :March 1, 1879, wherein he gave his 
reasons for withholding his approval of the bill passed both Houses of 
that Congress restricting the immigration of Chinese to the United 
States; although on the ground of policy solely he \etoed the bill, he 
in terms recognized the power of Congress to abrogate the Burlingame 
treaty in these words: 

The authority of Congress to terminate a treaty with a foreign power, by ex­
pressing the will of the nation no longer to adhere to it, is as free from contro­
versy under our Constitution as is the further proposition that the power of 
making new treaties or modifying existing treaties is not lodged by the Consti­
tution in Congress, but in the President, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, as shown by the concurrence of two-thirds of that body. 

A further declaration is made in this message: 
A denunciation of any treaty by any government is confessedly justifiable only 

upon some reason, both of the higestjustice and of the highest necessity. 

And in this connection it may not be out of place to attract attention 
to the fact that in the passage of the bill in the Forty-fifth Congress 
abrogating the Burlingame treaty the two Houses of Congress by a most 
decided vote declared not only in f:1vor of the power of Congress to ab­
rogate a treaty with a foreign power, but did actually in that particu­
lar instance, in so far ns the Congress could do it in the absence of ex­
ecutiveapproval, absolutely abrogate, set aside, and repeal the Burlin­
game treaty. The vote on the passage of that bill was in the House of 
Representatives 155 yeas, 72 nays, not voting 61, and most of whom 
were paired. The Yote in detail is as follows: 

Acklen, 
Aiken, 
Aldrich, 
Atkins 
Bailey,' 
Baker, John H. 
Baker, William H. 
Banning, 

Bayne, 
Beebe, 
Bell, 
Benedict, 
Bicknell, 
Blackburn, 
Blair, 
Bliss, 

YE.A.S-155. 
Blount, 
Boone, 
Brentano, 
Brewer, 
Bright, 
Buchner, 
Ca. bell, 
Caldwell, John W. 

Caldwell, W. P. 
Calkins, 
Campbell, 
Chalmers. 
Clarke ofKentucky, 
Clark of l'IIissouri, 
Cobb, 
Cole, 
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Cook, 
Covert, 
Cox, Jacob D. 
Cox, Sa~nuel S. 
Cravens, 
Crittenden, 
Cummings, 
Davidson, 
Davis, Horace 
Deering, 
Dibrell, 
Dickey, 
Durham, 
Eden, 
Elam, 
Ellis 
Ells~orth, 
Errett, 
Evans, James L. 
Evins, John H. 
Ewing, 
Felton, 
Finley, 
Fort, 
Foster, 
Freeman, 
Garth, 
Gause, 
Gibson, 
Giddings, 
Glover, 

Bacon, 
Bagley, 
Danks, 
Bisbee, 
Bouck, 
Bragg, 
Briggs, 
Brogden, 
Bundy, 
Burchard, 
Burdick, 
Cain, 
Candler, 
Cannon, 

g~;,r:~den, . 
Clark, Rush 
Conger, 

:Ballou, 
Bland, 
Boyd, 
Bridges, 
Browne, 
Butler, 
Camp, 
CarllSle, 
Clatlin, 
Clark, Alvah A. 
Clymer, 
Collins, 
Culberson, 
Davis, Joseph J. 
Dean, 
Eickhoff, 
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Gunter, 
Hale, 
Hamilton, 
Hanna, 
Harmer, 
Harrison, 
Hartzell, 
Hatcher, 
Hayes, 
Hazelton, 
Henkle, 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, Abram S. 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hiscock, 
Hooker, 
House, 
Hubbell, 
Bunton, 
Ittner, 
Jones, Frank 
Jones, James T. 
Keightley, 
Kenna, 
Ketcham, 
Killinger, 
Kimmel, 
Knapp, 
Landers, 
Ligon, 
Lockwood, 

Luttrell, 
Mackey, 
Maish, 
Majors, 
Manning, 
Martin, 
Ma.yham, 
McMahon, 
Metcalfe, 
Mills 
Mon~y, 
Morse, 
Muldrow, 
Neal, 
O'Neill, 
Page, 
Patterson, T. M. 
Peddie, 
Pollard, 
Pott.er, 
Pound, 
Rea, 
Reagan, 
Reilly, 
Rice, Americus V. 
Robertson, 
Robinson, M. S, 
Ross, 
Ryan, 
Sapp, 
Sayler, 

NAYB-72. 

Crapo, 
Cutler, 
Danford, 
Denison, 
Dunnell, 
Dwight, 
Eames, 
Hardenbergh 
Harris, Benj. 'w. 
Harris, Henry R. 
Hart, 
H.l,ndee, 
Henderson, 
Humphrey, 
Hungerford, 
James, 
Jones, John S. 
Joyce, 

Lathrop, 
McCook, 
McGowan, 
Mitchell, 
Monroe, 
Morgan, 
Norcross, 
Overton, 
Patterson, G. W. 
Phelps, 
Pridemore, 
Pugh, 
Rainey, 
Randolph, 
Reed, 
Rice, William W. 
Robbins, 
Robinson, G. D. 

NOT VOTING-61. 

Evans, I. Newton 
Forney, 
Franklin 
Frye, ' 
Fuller, 
Gardner, 
Garfield, 
Goode, 
Harris, John T. 
Haskell, 
Henry, 
Hunter, 
Jorgensen, 
Keifer, 
Kelley, 
Knott, 

Lapha..m, 
Lindsey, 
Loring, 
Lynde, 
Marsh, 
McKenzie, 
McKinley, 
Morrison, 
1\Iuller, 
Oliver, 
Phillips, 
Powers, 
Price, 
Riddle, 
Roberts, 
Shelley, 

f' t ol e.Q. 
Shallenberger, 
Singleton, 
Slemons, 
Smith, William E. 
Southard, 
Sparks, 
Steele, 
Stenger, 
Throckmorton, 
Townsend. Amos 
Townshend,R. W. 
Turner, 
Turney, 
Vance 
Van Vorhees, 
Walker, 
Ward, 
White, Michael D. 
Whitt horne, 
Wigginton 
Williams, j' ere N. 
Williams, Richard 
Willis, Albert S. 
Willits, 
Wilson, 
Wren, 
Wright, 
Yeates, 
Yonng,JohnS. 

Sampson, 
Sexton, 
Sinnickson, 
Smalls, 
Smith, A. Herr 
Starin, 
Stephens, 
Stewart, 
Strait, 
Swann, 
Thompson, 
Tipton, 
Townsend, M. L 
Waddell, 
Warner, 
Watson, 
Williams, 0. G. 
Williams, James. 

Springer, 
Stone, John W. 
Stone, Joseph 0. 
Thornburgh, 
Tucker, 
Veeder, 
Waith 
Wals, 
White, Harry 
Williams, Andrew 
Willis, Benj. A. 
Wood, 
Young, Casey. 

The vote in the Senate was yeas 39, nays 27; as follows: 

Allison, 
Bailey, 
Bayard, 
Beck, 
Blaine, 
Booth, 
Oam.eron of Pa., 
Coke, 
Dennis, 
Dorsey, 

YEAS-39. 
Eaton, 
Eustis 
Garla~d, 
Gordon, 
Grover, 
Hereford 
Jones of Nevada, 
Kirkwood, 
Lamar, 
McDonald, 

McPherson, 
Maxey 
Mitcheh, 
Morgan, 
Oglesby, 
Paddock, 
Patterson, 
Plumb, 
Ransom, 
Sargent, 

NAYS-27. 
Anthony, Davis of Illinois, Hoar, 
Bruce, Davis of West Va.., Howe, 
Burnside, Dawes, Ingalls, 
Butler, Edmunds, Jones of Florida., 
Cameron of Wis., Ferry1 Kellogg, 
Conkling, Hamlm, Kernan; 
Conover, Hill, McCreery, 

Saunders, 
Sharon, 
Shields, 
Spencer, 
Teller; 
Thurman, 
Voorheef!o 
Wallace, 
Windom. 

McM'illan, 
Matthews, 
Merrimon, 
Morrill,, 
Randolph, 
Withers. 

All of whom voting yea, I will state for the information of the New 
York Times and theW a.shington Post, voted to abrogate a treaty by an 
act of Congress. 

But not only so. A doctrine akin to this has been recognized time 
and time again by Congress in the passage of revenue laws. In 1857 
the United States entered into a treaty with Denmark in which there 
was a provision to the effect that "no higher or other duties shall ba 
imposed on the importation into the United States of any article, the pro­
duce or manufacture of the dominion of the treaty-making power, than 
are or should be payable on like articl~, being the produce or manufact­
ure of any other foreign country." 

Subsequently, in 1875, the United States entered into a treaty with 
the Hawaiian Islands in which certain products were admitted free of 
duty, anditwasinsisted upon the partoftheexportersin Denmark that 
byvirtueofthe provision in the Hawaiian treaty similar products to those 
admitted under the Hawaiian treaty should come in free of duty, but 
the circuit court for the southern district of New York held as follows: 

The stipulation in a treaty with a. foreign power to the effect that no higher 
or other duties shall be imposed on the importation into the United States of 
any article, the produce or manufacture of the dominion of the treaty-making 
power, than are or shall be payable on the like articles the produce or IIUillu­
facture of any other foreign country, does not prevent Congress from passing an 
act exempting from duty like products and manufactures imported from any 
particular foreign dominion it may see fit. 

And although we have similar provisions to that contained in our 
treaty with Denmark, in our treaties with Prussia., Sweden and Nor­
way, the Two Sicilies, Portugal, Nicaragua, Hayti, Honduras, and Italy, 
yet none of these provisions in these several treaties has ever stood in 
the way of Congress enacting such tariff laws as was deemed necessary 
and proper. 

In fact, the national House of Representatives so long ago as on the 
7th day of April, 1796, adopted a resolution declaring t hat when a 
treaty depended for the execution of any of its stipulations on an act 
of Congress, it was the right and duty of the House to deliberate Em 
the expediency or inexpediency of carrying such treaty into effect. 
A.ild though it is a fact that President Washington in his message of 
30th of March, 1796, denied this right on the part of the House of Rep­
resentatives, it has been exercised time and time again during all the 

So the bill was passed. administrations of the past. 
During the call of the roll the following announcements: were made: It is true a doctrine con+:.-o....,. to that which has become firxnly settled 
Mr. MULLER. On this question I am paired with my colleague from New o.a~J 

Yor~ Mr. Willis. If he were present, he would vote "no" and I would vote in this country as applicable to treaties between certain nations, and 
"ay.' . . ~to which the United Stat~ is not a party, has sometime been asserted 

Mr: H~oN. My colleague, :r.rr. Goode, 18 absent by reason of slckness and ! but not maintained by these foreign nations· as for instance the con-
is parred With Mr. Camp, of New York. 1 • • • • ' • ' ' 

Mr. HAMILTON. My colleagues, Mr. Brown and Mr. Fuller, are absent and 1 gress of Pans m 1856, m which Great Britain, France, Prussia, Bar-
paired. I do not kn!>w how they would vote i! they ~ere here. l dinia, and Freiburg were represented bym.i.nisters p l enipotentiary, de-

Mr. P~s. I d~Stre to announce tha.t on this questwn Mr. Ballou, of Rhode : clared it to be an essential pnn· Cl·ple of the la of t• ·""'that-Island, IS paired w1th Mr. Henry, of .1\Iaryland. I W na 10....., 
Mr. HERBER"J'. My colleague, Mr. Forney, is absent by order of the House, I None of them can liberate itself from the engagements of a. treaty nor modify 

serving on a. committee. I the stipulations thereof unless with the consent of the contracting parties by 
1\Ir. TuCKER. lam paired generally on all political questions with Mr. Lapham, , means of an amicable understanding. 

of New York. I • • • 
Mr. HAruus, of Virginia. I am paired with Mr. Wait, of Connecticut. l But this doctrine has never rece1ved the sanction of either the exec-
Mr. RYAN .. My colleague, Mr. Phillips, is absent on important business. If l utive administrative or judicial authorities of this country· nor has 

present I think he would vote "ay." l th d 1 
• b ' · · ' 

Mr. i!Ai:.E. My colleague, Mr. Frye, is absent by order of the House, serving ; e octrine een practically acted ~pon, earned out, or enforced by 
on a. committee. . . • i any of the governments represented m that congress; but, on the con-

1\Ir. BAKER, of Indiana. My colleague, Mr. Brown, l8 absent by reason ofs1ck- l trary, a notable example of an entire repudiation of this doctrine by 
n~. METCALFE. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. Bland. As I am assured II Great Britain is to be found in the passage by the British Parliament 
that if present he would vote "ay " I .will vote "ay." . of the act of 1870 abrogating in part our extradition treaty with that 

1\lr. SToNE, of Iovr,a. I ,am paired wtth Mr. Shelley, of Alabama. If he were ! Government of 1842. And it may as well be remembered by those who 
here, I would vote no. 1 tm• th sub. t f • t ~ •thtr ty st• _,_ 111r. HENKLE. On political quest ions my collea!rue Mr. Henry is paired with are SO punc OUS upon e aec 0 ill er~erencewL ea lpUlii.-
:Mr. Ballou,ofRhode.Islan~. "" ' ' ' tionsthatGreatBritaininthepassageofthatactdidsovrithoutmaking 

111r. BoYD. I am Patr~d Wlt.J?. Mr. Robert;s, of 1\Iaryland. any inquiri~ whatever of the Government of the United States, and 
Mr. OLIVER. I am parred With 1\Ir. Carlisle, of K entucky. If he were here, I ·th t 1: ·tin •ts t d •th t · · ~ hate 

would vote "no" and I am informed he would vote" ay." Wl ou SO.uCl g 1 consen , an Wl ou givmg any no~~~ce w ver 
1\Ir. McKENZIE. I am p_aired ~th 1\lr. Powers, of 1\Ia.ine. of its intention to modify the provisions of the extradition treaty by an 
:r.Ir. HAsxELL. I am parred With Mr. Knott, of K entucky. act of Parliament 
11Ir. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I am paired with !Ir. l\IcKinley, of Ohio. Durin th dis • · f th Chin ' ti • th S te • ,..,.. -
Mr. BRAGG. My colleague, Mr. Lynde, is a bsent by order of the House, serving 1 g e CtlSSIOn o e ese ques on m e ena m JlllJJy, 

on a committee. 1 1876, this very question as to the power of Congress to abrogate a treaty 
Mr. MAisH. My colleague,~- Clymer_, is abs~nt on a~count of sickness. i came up and was alluded to as follows· 
1\ir. EvANs, of Pennsylva.rua. I am pai.red w ith my colleague,l\Ir. Clymer. I · 
The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. Mr. OGLESBY. I should like to ask the honorable Senator from Vermont, as I 
1\Ir. Cox, of New York. moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was do not know myself, whether any conflict exists or not on the point concerning 

passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. which I am about to inquire. Suppose under the treaty-making power a treaty 
The latter motion was agreed to. should be made with China which should contain certain specifi<? regulations 

-= 



1812 CONGRESSIONAL· RECORD-SENATE. FEBRUARY 26, 

upon this very question, and it should be duly ratified by the Senate, and a law 
of Congress under tile power to reguiate commerce with foreign nations should 
be passed upon the same subject, general but internal in its application, and yet 
in conflict with the terms of the treaty, I should be obliged to the Senator from 
Vermont to state if he knows whether there has been any determination by the 
Supreme Court as to how that conflict would be regarded under the Constitu­
tion of the United States. Would the law passed by Congress regulating com­
merce in conflict with a treaty upon that subject pre'\"'ail or would the treaty 
prevail? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As I understand it, the SupremeCourtof the United Stat.eshas 
two or three times (but once is enough, it being a unanimous opinion) deter­
mined that under the Constitution, just as it reads, the laws passed by Congress 
and treaties are both of them equally the supreme law of the land, any law or 
regulation of a St.ate to the contrary notwithstanding. I do not quote the words 
but that is the substance. Now, that being the state of the Constitution, the 
Supreme Court has decided unanimously more than once, and I think upon 
perfectly impregnable grounds, that, if a law is in conflict with a treaty that ex­
isted when the law was made, the treaty, to the extent that the law does con­
flict with it, is abrogated by the general sovereign power of the nation. 'Vhetiher 
that abrogation would be an act of injustice or of war, or whatever it might be 
called, toward the foreign nation with whom we had the treaty, is a question 
with which, of course, the courts have nothing to do. On the other hand, if a 
law as a commercial regnlatioB, to say nothing about the right of the Honse ot 
Representatives to originate revenue bills and tarifl' bills-waiving all that-if a 
law about the introduction of persons should be passed, and afterward the Presi­
dent and the Senate should conclude a treaty with a foreign power which con­
flict-ed with the law, then in the same way the treaty would override the law 
and abrogat.e the law to that extent. In other words, the la.'!t act of the sover­
eign power exercised in either way under the Constitution, being a complete 
exercise of sovereign power, would prevail. 

But, again, in 1879, when the act abrogating the Burlingame treaty 
was finally passed through both Houses of Congress, Senator Thurman, 
of Ohio, expressed his views upon this question as follows: 

It has been said-
Referring to the prohibition of Chinese immigration-

that it can only be done by the negotiation of a new treaty. I do not know that 
that proposition has been distinctly advocated upon this floor; but if it does lark 
in the mind of any SenatQr I beg him to listen to the very few observations I have 
to make upon it. 

To me it seems perfectly clear that the proposi Lion can not for a moment be sus­
tained, and that it would be ruinous to this country, or to any country, to hold 
that a. treaty can only be put an end to by the negotiation of another; for that 
would put you completely at the mercyofthe partyw).th whom you had negoti­
ated the treaty. Take, for instance, this very case. If we can only put an end to 
this treaty by negotiating a new treaty with China then it is in the power of 
China, by refusing to negotiate a new treaty or such a one a.s we desire, to hold 
us to this treaty, however detrimental to our interests it may be. 

Mr. HAMLIN. 'Vill the Senator allow me to ask him if he knows of any one 
who holds that doctrine? 

Mr. THURMAN. I said I did not know; but it has been said and it has been 
argued, and the Senator from Maine knows very well that, when he and I were 
members of the other House in the celebrated Oregon discussion, it was stoutly 
maintained then that the convention with Great Britain, known as the Oregon 
convention, could not be put an end to by an act of Congress. 

Mr. President, I said that the very necessity of the case requires that this 
power should reside in Congress. It must reside somewhere, and it must reside 
:In that department of the Government which can judge for itself, irrespective 
of what any foreign power may say. The very existence of the Government 
itself might depend upon the exercise of this power. It is very true that if we 
were, without cause, to put an end to a treaty and thereby prejudice the other 
party to it, we should, in morals and according to the law of nations, be respon­
sible in damages for such abrogation; but still the power to do so exists in every 
party to a treaty. In the nature of things it must be so. Treaties are like part­
nerships. There is no such thing as an indissoluble partnership; there is no 
such thing as an indissoluble treaty~ Either party may declare it abrogated, bei.ng 
responsible if it abrogates it without due cause; but the treaty itself is at an end. 
And that Congress is the right department of the Government to put an end to 
it follows, as a matter of course, if it be admitted that there is some other mode 
of putting an end to it than by the negotiation of a new treaty. If it does not 
belong solely to the treaty-making part of the Government to put an end to it 
by the negotiation of a new treaty, then, ex necessitate, it must belong to the leg­
islative department of the Government, and this is perfectly consistent with the 
declaration of the Constitution in article 6: 

"This Constitution, and the laws of the United States which shall be made in 
pursuance thereof, and all treaties made, or which shall be made, under the au­
thority of the United States, shall be the supreme law of the land." 

A treaty is a law according to the Constitution, and its modification or its ab­
l'Ogation belongs to that department of the Government which makes and un­
:oakes laws. 

1\Ir. President, in pursuance of this view we have again and again modified, 
or even abrogated, or put an end to treaties. The most notable case-one that 
excited this country very greatly at the time it happened-was the action of Con­
gress in 1798 in regard to the treaties made with France, including that celebrated 
treaty of the Revolution with France, to which we owed so much in achieving 
our independence. In 1798, by act approved July 7, Congress declared as fol­
lows: 

"Be it enacted b?J the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled, 
That the United States are of right free and exonerated from the stipulations of 
the t-reaties and of the consular convention heretofore concluded between the 
United States and France, and that the same shall not henceforth be regarded 
as legally obligatory on the Government or citizens of the United States." 

Senator Thurman, proceeding, further said: 
There was a treaty abrogBted expressly by act of Congress, and on the question 

of power it does not in the least militate against this exercise of power by Con­
gress that the preamble to this act sets forth divers causes why the treaties ought 
to be abrogated, and alleges breaches of the treaty on the part of France; because, 
whether there was cause or not cause to abrogate that treaty, if the Congress 
had no power to abrogate it, if the power to abrogate it resided with the treaty­
making portion of the Government, then no matter what was the cause, Con­
gress had no right to pass that law. But it was not so regarded then. Congress 
did pass that law; and we have againand again since, and notably in our treaties 
with the Indian tribes, modified or even put an end to them, according to our 
QWU opinion of what was right and proper; and that we have that power in the 
opinion of the Supreme Court of the United States has been conclusively shown 
by the Senator who last spoke on this bill. 

Mr. Justice Field, in the case of the Chinese laborer from Hong Kong, 
decided by him in United States circuit court of the ninth circuit, 
September 24, 1883, in discussing this very question, said: 

It will not be presumed, in the absence of clear language to that purport, that 

Congress intended to disregard the requirements of a treaty with a foreign gov­
ernment, or to abrogate any of its clauses. At the same time, an act of Congress 
must be construed according to its manifest intent, and, so far as the com·ts are 
concerned, must be enforced. A treaty is in nature a contract between two na­
t.ions, and by writers on public law is generally so treated, and not as having of 
itself the force of a legislative act. 'l'he Constitution of the United States, how· 
ever, places both treaties and laws made in pursuance thereof in the ame cate­
gory and declares them to be the supreme law of the land. It does not give to 
either a paramount authority over the other. So far as a treaty operates by its 
own force without legi ·lation, it is tQ be regarded by the courts as equivalent to 
a. legislative act, but nothing further. If tile subject to which it relates be one 
upon which Congress can also act, that body may modify its provisions or super­
sede them entirely. The immigration of foreigners to the United States and the 
conditions upon which they shall be permitted to remain are appropriate sub­
jects of legislation as well as of treaty stipulation. No treaty can deprive Con­
gress of its power in that respect. As said by M.r. Justice Curtis in Taylor vs. 
.Morton: Inasmuch as treaties must continue as part of our municipal law, be 
obeyed by the people, applied by the judiciary, and executed by the President 
while they continue unrepealed, and ina..'!much as the power of repealing these 
municipal laws must res ide somewhere, and nobody other than Congress pos­
sesses it, then legislative power is applica.ble to such bws whenever they relate 
to subjects which the Constitution has placed unde1· that legislative power. (2 
Curtis C. C. Reports, 4.)9.) 

IS THE TREATY PERXICIOU3 TO TITE STATE, PREJUDICIAL TO ITS BEST INTERESTS, 
AND SHOULD IT TIE ABROGATED? 

The power of Congres3, therefore, to abrogate these treaties being be­
yond question the next proposition tow hich I desire to attract attention is 
this: Do the admitted facts, read and known by all men, either demand 
or justify its exercise in the manner proposed by this bill? I insist, with­
out fear of successful contradiction, that they not only justify but im­
peratively demand it. And in this connection I concede that the ab­
rogation of a treaty with a foreign power by Congrel:'s~onal enactment 
should never be attempted, much less .consummated, except for the 
gravest, most satisfactory, and conclusive reasons. But if from its in­
ception it has been, or has for any reason since become, either contrary 
to the fundamental law, prejudicial to the state, or in its operation or 
effect pernicious to the commonwealth, and in its tendencies violative 
of the public peace or subversive of puOlic justice, then no higher duty 
could possibly devolve on the American Congress than that of striking 
it down and wiping it out, either on account of its illegality or because 
it wa.S from its inception, or has become, a vicious enemy of the state. 
Indeed, writers on in ternationalla w agree in the declaration that a treaty 
that is prejudicial or pernicious to the state is absolutely void, just as 
a treaty is that is in conflict with the fundamental law. Vattel, in his 
Laws of Nations, section 228, in discussing this subject, says: 

Every treaty prejudicial to the state or contrary to her fundamental laws be­
ing in its own nature void, the oath that may have been added to such treaty is 
void likewise and falls to the ground together with the covenant which it was 
intended to confirm. 

And continuing further he says: 
.A. treaty pernicious to the state is null nnd not nt all obligatory. 

And further, page 259: 
Though a simple injury or di!!Advantage in ·a treaty is not sufficient to render 

it invalid, the case is not the same with those inconveniences that lead to the 
ruin of the state. 

While Grotius, the great author of international law, states the fol­
lowing rule: 

The natural law, by which every nation is bound to maintain its own exist­
ence, is not abdicated by treaty. 

In this connection I shall assume that it is conceded by over 95 per 
cent. of all intelligent, rea.soning men of mature years in the United 
States who have given to this subject any consideration, whatever 
may be their opinion as to the abstract right of the proposition as to 
whether their coming should be absolutely excluded by law, that the 
presence of Chinese in this country is an evil colossal in character, in­
sidious in its operations, pernicious in effect, provocative of dissension 
and strife, the corrupter of public and private morals, a blight upon 
American labor, an obstruction to the rightful demands of honest toil, 
a disturber of the public peace, a restraint on desirable European im­
migration, a common enemy of the toiling millions of our land, a grad­
ually and rapidly expanding and fearful mena.ce to t.he best interests of 
our Republic, and a poisonous cup to the lips of Christian civilization. 

Whatever may be the sentime~t on this subject east of the RocJ..-y 
Mountains where the shadows of this great scomge have as yet compara­
tively so lightly fallen, there is among the people west of the Rocky 
Mountains but onesentiment, bnt onemind, but one judgment, on this 
great and all-absorbingquestion, if we may except an occasional mercen­
aryjournal whose venal proprietors attach more value to the patronage 
of the Chinese six companies than they do to the rights of the masses of 
the people or the best interests of the State, or an occasional corpora­
tion whose interest is to degrade labor, cheapen the price of honest toil, 
and obtain the services of the laboring man at the lowest possible price. 

.Ai3 bearing upon this question of unanimity of opinion on the Padfic 
coast in opposition to Chinese immigration, it may be well to remember 
that six years ago, through the action of the Legislature of the State of 
California, the question was submitted to a vote of the people of tha~ 
State. Thewholevotecastwasl55,521-afullvote. Ofthel:le, 154,638 
were cast in opposition to Chinese immigration, while only 883votes were 
cast in favor of it. And it is an unquestionable fact that public opirnon 
on this question in the infected districts-and by this is meant the 
whole Pacific coast, including, as I believe, also the State of Colorado 
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and the Territories of New Mexico, Wyoming, Montana, and Dakota­
has ever since been becoming more solidified, more robust, more aggres­
sive, and is now more determined and emphatic than ever before. 

To-day there is but one voice on the Pacific coast on this question, 
coming alike from the field and the workshop, the bench and the bar, 
the rostrum and the pulpit, while the press, irrespective of party, with 
but an occa.<>ional exception as stated, is indefatigable and able not only 
in its attacks on the dreadful invasion but also in insisting that the 
real remedy is that proposed by the bill I have presented. As evidence 
of my statement in this regard, I attract attention to the following ed­
itorials and extracts from some of the leading journals of San Francisco, 
that have fallen under my notice the past few days. 

I find in the San Francisco Evening Post of the 15th instant the fol­
lowing report of a pulpit discourse recently delivered in that city by 
the celebrated Congregational divine, Rev. Dr. Barrows: 

At the First Congregational church last evening Rev. C. D. Bo.JTows, the 
pastor, delh·ered a strong anti-Chinese sermon. in which he favorer! adopting 
any legal measure for expelling the Mongolian from this country. He said the 
time had come when the pulpit could no longer be silent, but must show eq11al 
interest with the press in affairs of this character. Self-protection was always 
justifiable, and if so in ind1vi!iuals why not in communities. Invasion, be re­
marked, was not immigration. lf one invites a stranger to share a meal, and 
he proposes not only to take his portion. but that of the family and turn them 
out of doors, should the host submit? There was no question that the Chinese 
were usurping our rights and the laws human and divine entitled us to protect 
ourselves. The speaker declared that justice must not be forgotten, and detied 
the philosopher or missionary to prove by the Bible that there was any justice 
in the present state of affairs. The Chinese should be removed in accordance 
with justice, and there should be no more such immigration. Religious people 
made a. great mistake when they thought that the only thing to do with the 
Chinese here is to Christianize them. In conclusion he stated that there was a 
necessity to readjust the national-policy, and that we must make our country 
one of reunited States, and not the home of vagabonds. 

The Evening Post comments editorially in the same issue, as follows: 
Two weeks ago Rev. John Gray preached in the same strain at the Episcopal 

Church of the Advent. Neither ofthe reverend gentlemen said anything novel 
upon the theme which engaged his eloquence-for indeed, no one can say any­
thing new upon so well worn a subject-but the fact that two clergymen, belong­
ing to denominations so respectable, numerous and influential, should seize the 
present occasion to speak out so boldly and intelligently upon the Chinese ques­
tion is noteworthy and gratifying. There has been a great advance within the 
past ten years in the position of the Pacific coast pulpit on this subject. Time 
was when here, as elsewhere throughout the country, it was thought that the 
pro-Chinese view was necessarily the Christian view. The arglUDent ran thus: 
As it is the duty of Christians to convert the heathen, everything that facilitates 
this work is to be encouraged; Chinese who are brought to this country come 
directly under Christian influences-therefore, Chinese immigration should be 
approved. Long experience bas shown, however, that it is no easier to convert 
the Chinaman here than on his native soil, and it has also become paintullyap­
parent that whatever benefit, spiritual or other, which the Chinese may derive 
frombeinginAmerica,nobodyelsegainsanypermanenta.dvantage. lthasbeen 
seen that the presence ofthe Chinese means poverty, suffering, and moral andre­
ligious blight to many of our own race. 

The church view of the Chinese question has, therefore, broadened so as to take 
in t.he souls of white as well as of Mongolians, and the result is that many cler­
gymen are now among the most earnest advocates of exclusion. The religious 
press of the coast is almost as outspoken as the secular in its antagonism to 
coolyism. Of late the Occident, the Presbyterian organ, has been doing good 
missionary work in enlightening its pious contemporaries of the East as to the 
evils, material and spiritual, which accompany the advent of the picturesque 
heathen from Asia into American communities. It is significant of the changed 
attitude of the church that the anti-Chinese convention held recent.ly at San 
Jose selected a Baptist clergyman of that city as its agent and representative to 
travel through the State and organize anti-cooly clubs. 

How can our esteemed contemp0raries of the East reconcile these facts with 
their theory that hostility to the Chinese is confined on the Pacific coast to the 
ignorant and the vicious? We should like to see the sermons of Dr. Barrows 
and Rev.l\1r. Gray printed in pamphlet form and sent to every newspaper office 
in the Union-especially to every religious newspaper office. 

The San Francisco Evening Post in its issue of the 12th instant, in 
referring to the introduction of the bill now under discussion, speaks 
editorially as follows: 

THE MITCHELL BILL. 

Senator 1\irrCHELL, of Oregon, bas introduced a Chinese bill of a much more 
thorough character than any that has yet been offered by a responsible states­
man. It abrogates all existing treaties with China, so far as they hamper the 
United States in dealing with immigration; forbids the entry of any Chinese 
persons except government officials and their servants; provides punishment 
for any master of a vessel who brings Chinese in violation of the law; prohib­
its the naturalization of Chinese, and makes due provision for the execution of 
the act. No chance is left for the courts to nullify the law. The prohibition of 
immigration, with the one exception named, is absolute. In express terms, it 
applies to all persons of Chinese race, whether subjects of the Chinese Empire 
or not. The amiable witness, who appears with mechanical regularity to swear 
that the petitioner once lived on '' Dupon •:stlee'," would, under this measure, find 
his occupation gone, for previous residence is not recognized by the bill. 

As to the justice of this proposed act there can not be two opinions on the Pa­
cific coast. It is precisely what the Post has been recommending for months, 
and what will have to come, sooner or later. · 

The Daily Evening Bulletin of the same issue said, among other things 
in its leading editorial, the following: 

SE:YATOR JIIITCHELL'S PROPOSITIOll. 
Senator 1\IITCHELL, of Oregon, has introduced a bill in the Senate to abrogate 

all treaties which give the Chinese the right to enter this country and then ef· 
fectually exclude them. There is not much doubt but that is a step which will 
have to be taken sooner or later. The movement p.gainst the coolies which is 
now so general throughout the Pacific coast goes by different names. As a mat­
ter of fact it is merely a popular effort more determined than anything that has 
yet been attempted to shake off Mongolianism. Its object is nothing more than 
the full and complete re-Americaniza.tion of the Pacific States and Territories, 
which are about the only areas not well filled up in the United States at this time. 
It might as well be understood by all those who gave any thought to the sub­
ject, East or West, that this movement is not going to come to a halt, or that 

there is not going to be a reaction of any consequence. The conflict is as irre­
pressible as t .at between free and slave labor formerly in the l'iouth. It will pro­
ceed until the only logical solution possible under the circumstances is reached­
that is to say, the absolute, complete, and eternal exclusion of the servile and dis­
turbing Chinese element. If there is not legislation wise and broad to facilitate 
and guide the movement, it will, before long, assume another more ultra and 
le. s manageable form. 

To Senator MITCHELL'S proposition, therefore, Congress will in time have to 
come. No doubt the wisest thing to do is to accept and enforce it now. 

The San Francisco Morning Call of the 13th instant said editorially 
in reference to this question and this particular measure: 

JIIITCHELL1S ANTI-CHINESE BILL. 

Senator MITCHELL has begun where other anti-Chine!'e legislatOrs will end. 
The present Congress may not be prepared for the bill Mr. MITCHELL has pre­
sented, but the next Congress will be. The people of the United States appear 
to have made up their minds that Chinese immigration muf!t be stopped, the 
only question now being as to the necessity of an act of legislatio n which abro­
gates ex•sting treaties. The J'.fitchell hill will be opposed in Cong <~Son the 
ground that it is a discourtesy to the State Department to g ive notice of the 
abrogation of a. treaty through Congressional action. It will be held by some 
that the State Oepartment should exhaust diplomatic resources in the effort to 
obtain such a treaty as we want before Congress sha ll decla re a treaty abrogated. 
It seems to us, however, that time enough has been wasted in w a iting Cor the 
State Department to act. There is much reason to doubt if that Department is 
i 11 tensely interest.:d in keeping Chinese out of the country. It is ce rtain that 
the Treasury Department has construed t.he present law to a dmi\ Chinese in 
t1·ansit without a:!snming the duty of ascertaining if the Chine~:;e so admitted left 
the couutry as they repurtE'd their intention to do. 

In various ways the Departments have done much to render the present law 
ineffective. There is some excuse, in consequence, if Cougre . s, represe nting the 
people, takes the task of getting rid of Chiuese into its own h ands. Nine years 
ago, in the early part of Mr. Hayes's administration. an exc·lusion la w was passed 
which did not pretend to conform to exi-1ting treaties. The President vetoed it 
on the ground that it would be discourteous to China to a nnounce t hrough Con­
gress the abrogatio n of a treaty. Under the stimula nt of t h is Congressional 
act the State Department set its intellectual forces at work, a n u in the course of 
time the treaty of 1880 was agreed upon. By that treaty we agreed to allow all 
Chinese then in the country to go and come at pleasure. The go-and-come 
clause in the treaty has proved fatal to its usefulness. . The "go" was all right, 
but the "come" was a mistake. Senator MITCHJ,;LI.'s bill e liminates the word 
"come" wherever it occurs. The facilities for going are not in the least im­
paired, but we do not want any one Chinaman to go but once. The Call has 
frequently expressed the belief that the present act might be made effective by 
literal construction and rigid enforcement. 

But the courts say tha"literal construction violates the spirit of the treaty. 
Rather than violate the spirit of the treaty the courts have so con.strued the act 
that it serves but little purpose. It increases the cost of landmg Chine.'>e in the 
country, but it does not apparently materially diminish the number landed. 
Now, if we must disregard the treaty,let us do so in an open and manly way. 
Let us say to the Chinese Government that on and a fter a certain date no <.:hi­
nese laborers will be allowed to land in the United States. The stupendous folly 
of permitting a. Chinaman to return and repeat his raid should be openly re­
nounced. Provision can be made for the migration of recog n ized merchants 
whose business requires an occasional trip to China. But wlle n a Chinese la­
borer goes be should be denied the privilege to return. The Call favors all leg­
islation which will strengthen the present law. If the Morrow bill can be passed 
and the Mitchell bill can not, let us have the Morrow bill. If it does not work 
better than the present law, Congress will be ready for the d itch ell bill before 
its fiftieth session expires. 

The Ca-ll, in another recent editorial, said: 
MAKE IT TIGHT. 

A Washington dispatch says it is thought that all the anti-Chine><e legislation 
the Pacific coast desires will be conceded by Congress. The anti-(..,'hinese legis­
lation which the Pacific coast especially desires is an enactment which will 
keep Chine;!e out of the country. Our experie nce convinces us that this can 
only be done by the enactment of a law forbidding Chinese laborers to return 
at all. When they go let them stay. So long as we undertake to proYide for 
the return of the Chinese laborers, so long will fresh Chinese be sent in the place 
of those departed. We do not ignore the provision in the l!llSt treaty which 
allows Chine e then in the country to ·go and come of their own a ccord. It is, 
however, within the constitutional power of Congress to notify the Chinese 
Government that this provision of the treaty can . not be observed without 
abandonment of the purpose for which the treaty was m ade. We have tried 
during four years a restriction law which carefully observed the provisions of 
the treaty. Between Department decisions and judicial decisions, all i.ntended 
to carry out the spirit as well as the letter of the treaty, this la w has been made 
ineffective. We now want a law that can not be con«trued awav. The bill 
Representative MoRROW has introduced limits the time within which a Chinese 
laborer may remain in China without forfeiting the right to return to ~wo years. 
This is a disregard of the treaty, which makes no limit at all. An air-tight and 
water-proof Cninese e:x:clusion law is what the Pacific coast now desires. 

The Chronicle, in discussing the pending bill editorially, said: 
He [MITCHELL] has gone further than the most strenuou opponents of the 

Chinese have thus far gone, but it is just as well for Cong r ei'<S to face it now. 
MITCHELL will doubtless furnish reasons to justify the legisla.tion he proposes, 
and show that the trade with China is not worth considering. 

But the San Francisco Daily Evening Bulletin, returning to the sub­
ject in its issue of the 15th, publishes the following editorial n"nder the 
head of 

THE RISING TIDE OF PUBLIC OPTh"'ON. 
If Sen11.tor MITCHELL'S bill, with some modifications, or a ny othe r bill having !'i. 

like purpose in view, can be passed , the Chinese ques t ion will be solved for all 
time. That bill rises fully to the gravity of the case. If the quest ion of our re­
lations with China were broadly and ably presented, there is not much doubt 
that his proposition will become the law of the land. 1\Ir.l\Io &Row's bill was in­
troduced early in the session. It went as far as it was thoug ht it was possible to 
go at that time. But since then the Chinese question has undergone an entire 
change on the Pacific coast. One whole stage in the natural proc~ of its solu­
tion has been jumped over. There was no one who fa vored MORROw's bill who 
did not know that at some future time some other and m ore ultra measure would 
have to be adopted. By the act of the people in every city and town of impor­
tance on the whole coast the question has been advanced one step on the Calen­
dar, so to speak. 

Revolutions never go backward. A social, moral, indust rial, hygienic, finan­
cial, and ethnological revolution is now in progress in Ca lifornia and the other 
States and Territories of the Pacific. The general and, in many respects, lawful 
uprising of our people has stripped the question of tbe falsehoods by which it 
was surrounded. It is not the revolt of one class against another, howevtr jus­
tifiable, l>ut of a unanimous people determined to prevent the further defile-
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ment of this fair land by a. heathen horde. Is is Americanism asserting itself 
against the debased and servile Mongolism of Asia. For the time being the 
Pacific coast is fighting on the forepost of civilization. The movement is one 
which will occupy a greater space in history than the small souls who are now 
seekinsr to dwarf or divert it for gain imagine possible. It will rank second in 
the great moral and philanthropic movements of the epoch. The overthrow of 
black slavery was the first. The extinction of the more subtle Coolyism of the 
pre ent day is the second. 

Senator 1\IITCHELL's bill is necessarily more in accord with the rising tide of 
popular determination to extirpate the Chinese evil once for all than any previ­
ous measure. There oughtt in the present condition of things, to be no trouble 
about accepting it. There lS no reciprocity at all in our dealings with China. 
We have received no reciprocal advantages. The case can be summed up in a 
few words: We enjoy no more rights in China than any other civilized nation; 
but our country alone has been opened up for the traffic of the man-dealers of 
Canton. That traffic is openly carried on with Cnba, Brazil, and Asia and is 
sanctioned by treaty. Here it is cloaked and disguised because our laws forbid 
forced labor. Some people do not believe that the Chinese are held to service 
and lo.b<>r in the United States because they do no.t see them driven about in 
gangs. 

The chains which bind these slaves are in visible. They were forged out of their 
religion and their civil polity. The relatives of the Chinese peon are mortgaged 
at his home for the faithful performance of his contract. If he fail they are sold 
into slavery. He goes about apparently as a freeman, but his acts show the col­
lar on his neck. Expensive lawyers are hired to repre ent Coolies in the efforts 
to evade the restriction law, but in nothing else. Coolie move in obedience to 
orders issued by a central authority. They can not leave the country without 
the permi ion of their owners. If they attempt to do so they are removed from 
the steamer under trumped-up charges of felony. By cutting the <ffirdian knot 
as proposed by Senator lUrrcHELL we bring this slave incursion to a.n end. There 
is no reason to believe that such a summary method of pro.ceeding will result in 
the commerciallo s of any kind. Even if it did, every consideration of patriot­
ism, morals, philanthropy, and civilization would require that the sacrifice should 
be made. But China has too good a thing in the trade with the United States t.o 
relinquish it. Besides, weare masters ofthesituation. By discriminating duties 
on t-ea and silk we can build up Japan at the expense of China. 

Nor is there any necessity for diplomatic delay. No nation is bound to con­
tinue a treaty that is working it a constant and manifest injm-y. Great Britain 
did not ask permission when it modified by act of Parliament the extradition 
treaty which it had with us. It was enough for it that, in its opinion, that treaty 
was doing violence to some of the principles upon which its government was 
founded. No permanent, satisfactory arrangement can be made whereby cer­
tain classes of a people of whom we know but little, and of whose language 
we are all ignorant, are to be admitted and certain others excluded. The 
exigencies of the Burlingame Treaty, when the object was to adhere to the let­
ter of that one-sided document, required that some such arrangement should 
be set up, but for the reasons stated it can never be mlde to work. There will 
always be fraud and imposition in the administration of any law of that kind. 
It is hy far preferable that an end should be made of the whole business right 
off. The Chinese can not be admitted to this country. There are millions of 
them standing ready to overwhelm us if the gates a.ro not finally and firmly 
shut. 

But the sentiment expressed in these editorials and on the bill under 
discussion is not confined by any means to the Pacific coast, and as a 
sample I attract attention to the following editorial found in the Phil­
ade1phla Press in its issue of the lith instant: 

l'OTI'ER.ING WITH A GRAVE Q.UESTION. 

Tho anti-Chinese outbreak at Seattle, Wash., is the first exhibition only of n. 
ho tility which has long been growing. During a year past there has been a 
manifest increase in the aversion to this class of immigrants on the Pacific Slope, 
and the determination to be rid of them is now much stronger than ever. A 
trial of nearly four years of the restriction net has shown th&t it is little better 
than a rope of sand as a. bulwark against the Mongolians. The frauds that can 
be practiced under it are numerous, and the wily Chinese were not slow to find 
the loopholes and to take advantage of them. The knowledge of these facts 
has aroused the people of the Pacific Slope as they were never aroused before on 
the subject. Numerous meetings have been held to interchange opinions on the 
question, and two State conventions have been called to insure united action in 
dealing with the evil. One convention will assemble in P01-tland, Oreg., next 
Saturday, while the other will meet in San Francisco March 10. 

These events ought to impress upon Congress the necessity for taking this 
matter into serious consideration at once. The legislation of the past has been 
mere pottering and was enacted evidently in the hope that the question would 
settle itself in time. This, however, it has not done, and to·day the situation is 
more grave than ever. The great shame of t.he whole business is that it has 
been viewed more in its political aspects than in any other light. As the great 
majority of the members of Congress reside on this side of the Rocky Mountains 
and have no personal knowledge of the subject, they have taken that view of 
it which was likely to benefit their party most. Meanwhile the evil has gone 
on increasing. Instead of dimin:ishing under the restriction act, the number of 
Chinese is believed to have steadily increased. According to the census of 1880 
there were 73,5481\Iongolian immigrants in California, 9,472 in Oregon, 3,166 in 
Washington Territ.ory, and lM,OOO in the whole country. California now esti­
mates its Chinese population at 75,000, and the other States and the Territories 
in that vicinity admit no decrease. The frauds practiced on the custom-house 
officials and the ease in crossing the British Columbia border will account for thi 
increase. 

It is evident that some other policy must be tried. It is unjust to one of the 
faire t portions of the country for the rest of the nation to sit by supinely and 
see its pro~rity retarded, its labor demoralized, and its people contaminated 
and refuse relief. 

It will no longer do, therefore, to urge here or e]sewhere in all this 
broad land that it is the irresponsible hoodlum element of the West only 
that is inveighing against Chinese immigration and crying out against 
their infections, demoralizing, and pernicious presence. 

This cry, always unfo~ded. in fact, has in the face of events past and 
now transpiring become obsolete. The voice of honest labor, the in­
telligent demand ofvital industries, the piteous wail of indigent toil­
struggling for life in the unequal and unfc'ti:r contest of competitive trial 
with the servile labo:r of Asia, transplanted, unfortunately, as it has 
been in American soil with all its tragic train of degradation, its ruin­
ous tendencies, its debasing practices, its revolting customs and name­
less crimes, are practically a unit on this great question in dignifying 
the movement on the Pacific coast in opposition to the Chinese as one 
in the interest of the general welfare, the conservation of public peace, 
the preservation of domestic tranquillity, the unfettering of public and 

private justice, and the vindication of the rights of .American labor on 
American soil. 

In view of the fact that the discussions of this question in Congress 
during the past fifteen or twenty years, and of the investigations that 
have been made under the direction of the two Houses of Congress, and 
the reports that have from time to time been submitted, with volume 
aftervolnmeofaccompanyingtestimony,wherebyhavebeenspreadupon 
the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD and before Congressional eyes evidence 
without limitand in its character overwhelming and conclusive, show­
ing in all its horrid phases and in its real, abhorrent character the evil 
nature, the contaminating tendencies, and horrible results of Mongolian 
life and habits on American soil, it would seem superfluous to waste the 
time of the Senate in a repetition of the disgusting facts or in rehears­
ing the many arguments that have been made bearing upon this great 
question. 

It is not a new question; the public mind is not in ignorance in ref­
erence to it; Congress is not unadvised; the executive and administra­
tive departments of the Government can not be blind in view of the past 
ancl present disclosures, either as to the real state of the case or the 
gravity of the situation. And if the evidence and arguments hereto­
fore submitted to Congress are in any respect wanting in verity or de­
ficient in amplification or force, and surely they are not, they are to­
day being strongly and emphatically supplemented, supported, and sus­
tained by the scenes of riot and anarchy and dissension and bloodshed 
that have occurred during thepastfewmonthsinWyomingandCalifor­
nia and Washington Territory and other sections ofthe Pacific coast, and 
all of which, however indefensible or unj usti:fiable they may be, and how­
ever untrue or unjust it would be to, in any manner, charge thefrespon­
sibility upon the Knights of Labor or upon any other class of intelli­
gent and respected workingmen, it is true that they may be traced di­
rectly to the fact that there is imbedded within the population ofthese 
districts an abnormal element, a foreign body, anon-assimilating :mass, 
a hideous putrefaction, the absolute and continual tendency of which 
is to provoke dissension and strife and anarchy and bloodshed. 

The presence of nearly or quite two hundred thousand Mongolians, 
coming from among the worst classes of the lowest order of Asiatic life, 
and planted amidst and intermingled with a home population of less 
than one and a half millions on the Pacific coast, is an indigestible 
substance in thestom.achofthe body-politicofthese communities; itis 
a nauseating emetic, which the people of that coast have been com­
pelled to swallow, dipped from the stagnant and sickening cesspools of 
Pagan :filth, and until it is ejected and thrown out the life and char­
acter, and destiny of that people will rest under the shadow of an afllic­
tion infinitely worse than that suffered by the Egyptians from the di­
vers curses to which they were subjected. 

In reference to the recent disturbances in Washington Territory and 
in other portions of the West, while we may and do reprobate violence 
under whatever pretense evoked or however great the provocation, ex­
cept in support of law and order, it will not do, nor will the facts sus­
tain the assertion, to say that it is the hoodlum or tramp or irresponsi­
ble element that is engaged in peaceable and orderly manifest..1>tions of 
opposition to the Chinese on the Pacific coast. As honorable and intel­
ligent and respectable and worthy a class of workingmen as ever honored 
themselves and their families in this country, or their race, by honest 
effort and honest toil, suffering as they are to-day in their individual 
persons and in their families from the deprivation of the means of sub­
~:istence from the cheap and degraded labor of these rice-eating swarms 
of Asiatic serfs who have crowded them unceremoniously from the pick, 
the shovel, the hod, the plane, and the bench; from the factory and the 
hotel, from the :field and the railroad, from the canal and the mine, from 
the garden and the shop, from the fisheries and the ways of travel, from 
the streets and the restaurants, from the manufactories and other places 
and vocations whereby men by their daily toil provide for self and wife 
and children and home, and goaded to a wild and, I may say, notine.x­
cusable desperation, rise up in their majesty as intelligent, independent, 
suffering, resolute men, and protest by vigorous word and determined 
action against the presence in their midst of an element that is to them 
destructiveofthe means of subsistence and life and an insurmountable 
obstruction against them in every avenue of honest employment and 
fair recompense. 

Is it to be wondered at that under these circumstances there will at 
times, through the indiscretions of the less discreet and peacefully in­
clined, occur occasional conflicts requiring:the interpo itionofthe strong 
arm of the law? The greater wonder is that the patience of commu­
nities composed of intelligent and worthy native-born and na.turalized 
American citizens, who e homes have been established on thee Pacific 
shores, whose families are there, and whose dependence is exclusively 
upon the fruits of their daily toil, and whose means of livelihood are 
:filched from them day by day and hour by hour by a homeless band 
of male pagans, to whom home and family and fireside and children 
and domesticity are entir~ strangers, does not give way to desperation 
and to high-handed and united effort to immolate and destroy these 
destroyers of their peace and happiness. That this is not done under 
circumstances of such intense aggravation and of such aggravated provo­
cation is to the workingmen and working-women of the Pacific coast a 
crown of unspeakable glory, and it rightfully commends them and their 



1886. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. 1815 
interests to the favorable consideration and real sympathy not alone of 
Congress and the Executive but of the people of the entire nation. 

AB the public mind in this country has become so fully informed and 
thoroughly educated upon the general question as to the unadvisability 
of this character of immigration, and the public judgment is, a.s I be­
lieve, so firmly fixed,. I have made no particular effort in what I have 
said to rehash the testimony bearing upon this question. I will, how­
ever, depart so far as to submit a quotatian from Bayard Taylor, with 
wllose writings all are familiar, and whose long residence in China en­
abled him to speak with accuracy upon the subject. In his work on 
India, China, and Japan, published in 1855, he says: 

It is my deliberate opinion that the Chinese are, morally, the most debased 
people on the face of the earth. Forms of vice, which in other countries are 
barely named, are in China so common that they excite no comment among the 
natives. They constitute thesnrface-level, and below them are deeps of deprav­
lty so shocking and horrible that their charact-er can not even be hinted. There 
are some dark shadows in human nature which we naturally shrink from pene­
trating, and I made no attempt to collect information of this kind; but there 
was enough in the things which I could not avoid seeing and hearing-which 
are brought nlmost daily to the notice of every foreign resident-to inspire me 
with a. powerful a version to the Chinese race. Their touch is pollution; and, 
harsh as the opinion may seem, justice to our race demands that they should 
not be allowed to settle on our soil. Science may have lost something, but 
mankind has gained, by the exclusive policy which has governed China during 
the past centuries. 

But as in my judgment there are no two opinions upon this question 
in this coutry, it is but a waste of time and a useless performance to 
adduce further testimony upon this point. 
THE BURLINGAME TREATY NOT ONLY IN ALL RESPECTS VALUELESS TO THE 

UNITED STATES CO::!IMERCIALL Y, BUT A STAl\""DING CURSE. 

But it has been said that we can not afford to break faith with China, 
we can not afford to surrender the great privileges that have accrued 
and are accruing to the United States by reason of the Burlingame 
treaty. In answer to this I unhesitatingly say that never in the history 
of national compacts, never before in the execution of treaties between 
governments was any nation so shamefully overreached, fooled, bam­
boozled, outwitted, and swindled as was the United States in the adop­
tion of the Burlingame treaty. The truth is, in that bargain the 
United States absolutely got nothing worthy of the mention that it did 
not possess before, while many of its then existing rights and privileges 
were materially restricted and in consideration of which it made a grant, 
an unqualified concession to an idolatrous nation, to an ABiatic empire, 
the result of which, unless restrained, will ere many years cast a blight 
upon our nationality, a paralysis upon American labor, a blot upon our 
civilization, a. mildew upon our progress, and become a serious stum­
bling block in the way of the advancement and prosperity of our Re­
public. 

What rights, or privileges, or concessions, or powers, or advantages 
were given or granted to the United States by virtue of the provisions 
of the Burlingame treaty that we did not possess by virtue of our treaty 
with China of June, 1858? Let us inquire. In the first article of 
the Burlingame treaty China asserts that in making concessions to the 
citizens or subjects of foreign powers of the privileges of residing on 
certain tracts of land, or resorting to certain waters of that Empire 
for purposes of trade, the Emperor of China had not by prior treaty or 
by any means relinquished his right of eminent domain or dominion 
over the said land or waters; and it is stipulated that no such conces­
sion or grant shall be construed to give to any power or party which 
may be at war with or hostile to the United States the right to attack 
the citizens of the United States, or their property, within the said 
land or waters; and the United States is by this article prohibited from 
attacking the citizens or subjects of any power or party, or their prop­
erty, with which they maybe atwaronany such tractoflandorwaters 
of the said empire; and the article then proceeds to absolutely and 
materially restrict the rights which the United States then enjoyed by 
stipulating that grants of land theretofore made to the United States 
or any of its citizens in China for the purpose of trade or commerce 
should in no event be construed to divest the Chinese authorities of 
their rights of jurisdiction over persons and property within said tracts 
of land, except so far a.s that right may have been expressly relinquished 
by treaty. The first articleoftheBurlingame treaty, therefore, so far 
from granting any new rights or privileges, is but a. restriction on the 
rights and privileges of the United States a.nd their citizens in China 
which they possessed before. 

The same may be said of the second article~ as it stipulates that any 
privilege or immunity in respect to trade or navigation with the Chi­
nese dominions which may not have been stipulated for by treaty shall 
be subject to the discretion of the Chinese Government, and may be 
regulated by it accordingly. 

The third article is also a concession to the Chinese-Government, for 
which we receive nothing. It stipulates that the Empire of China shall 
have the right to appoint consuls at the ports of the United States who 
shall enjoy the same privileges and immunities as those which a;e en­
joyed by public law and treaty in the United States by the consuls of 
Great Britain and Russia, or either of them. . 

Article IV concedes naught that we did not possess under the treaty 
of 1858, save and except it is stipulated that the sepulture of our dead 

shall be held in respect and free from disturbance or profanation, for 
which we extend the same courtesies. 

The stipulation in reference to the exemption of citizens of the United 
States in China. from disability or persecution on account of their re­
ligious faith, and the enjoyment of liberty of conscience, are but little, 
if indeed anything, more than an elaboration of concessions then en­
joyed by the United States under the treaty of 1858, while all these 
rights, privileges, and protections are thrown around Chinese subjects 
in the United States. 

Article 5 of course concedes nothing to the United States, while the 
United States by its provisions, in an hour of thoughtlessness on the 
part of the great premier, Mr. Seward, and of the Executive and the 
Senate, and I might say of the entire people of the whole nation, while 
boasting of the protection they pretend to give to American labor and 
American interests, threw open wide the doors of the nation and bid 
welcome to our midst at their pleasure the countless millions of yellow 
idolaters of the Celestial Empire~ 

Article 6 is an elaboration and guarantee of the rights and privi­
leges acceded to Chinese subjects in the United States by article 5 of 
the treaty. 

But what do we get by article 7? The enormously valuable con­
cession that citizens of the United States shall enjoy all the privileges 
of the public educational institutions under the control of the Govern­
ment of China. enjoyed by citizens or subjects of the most favored na­
tion, and the right upon their part to freely establish and maintain 
schools within the Empire of Ch:ina at those places where foreigners 
are by treaty permitted to reside; while all these privileges are ex­
tended to Chinese subjects in the United States, Wondrous conces­
sion, that the civilization of free enlightened America, the outgrowth 
of popular and scientific education and of Christianity, should be gra­
ciously admitted to.the sacred educational temples of the descendants 
of Confucius in a land where popular education is unknown, where the 
sciences are strangers, and Christianity is unheard of! 

And now having traveled throu~h each and every article of the treaty, 
except the last, without being able to discover a single solitary new 
grant or concession to the United States or its citizens that is or ever 
has been or ever can be worth so much as a farthin~, we come to con­
sider the last article· in the treaty to :find a second Chinese wall more 
formidable than that which held the Tartars at bay for over fourteen 
centuries, erected with our consent, builded in part with our own hands 
around the Chinese Empire and all its vast territory, so broad and fum 
and high as to forever exclude .from whatever fields of enterprise that 
country may possess all American enterprise, capital, and labor~ 

The United States­

Says this article-
do hereby disclaim and disavow any intention or right to intervene in the do­
mestic administration of China in regard to the construction of railroads, tele­
graphs, o.r other-material or internal improvements. 

And again: 
On the other hand, his majesty, the Emperor of China., res!.'rves to himself the 

right to decide the time and manner and circumstance to introduce such im­
provements within his domllrions; and it is further stipulated that whenever 
his Imperial Majesty shall determine to construct or cause to be constructed 
works of the character mentioned within the empire, the United States shall, on 
demand of the Emperor of China. designate and authorize suitable engineers 
to superintend and carry on the work for China, a.nd will recommend to oth-er 
nations that they respond to the request of China in that regard in like manner. 

The Dairy Evening Bulletin of San Francisco, in discussing this ques­
tionandsuggestingtheadvisabilityofabrogatingtheBurlingametreaty, 
in a recent issue of that paper made the following statement: 

When the argument comes uP on the latter point it will not be difficult to 
demonstrate that in that compact we gave everything and got nothing what­
ever in return. It would be impossible to find an instance in which a nation 
was more grossly overreached than we were on that occasion. The instrument 
will be searche<l in vain for any right or privilege conceded to Americans which 
all other foreigners do not enjoy. The history of diplomacy does not reveal an­
other instance of a bargain so entirely one-sided. 

It is therefore evident that were the Burlingame treaty and the sup­
plementary treaty of1880 wiped out of existence to-morrow in toto our 
interests in China would not be damaged to any material extent what­
ever, while on the other hand results incalculable in their value would 
inure to the benefit of the United States. The objection that our com­
merce with China would suffer and great commercial interests be 
stricken down by the abrogation of this treaty is not well-founded. It 
is based upon an entire misconception of the facts; it is founded in an 
erroneous impression of the benefits alleged to have been conferred upon 
this country by the Burlingame treaty; it is made in ignorance of the 
real state of facts in reference to our trade with China. China has too 
much at stake, too many interests to subserve to close her ports against 
American commerce. Her exports to the United States are nearly 300 
per cent. more _in value per annum than the value of our exports to 
China. 

I holdinmyhand astatisticaJ.statement showing the kind, qualities, 
and values of the imports into the United States from, and the exports 
of the United States to, China during the year ending June 30, 1885, 
which I ask the permission of the Senate to incorporate in my remarks 
without stopping to read it. 
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Statement showing tlte quantities and values of imports into the United 
States from and the exports from the United States to China during the 
year ending June 30, 1885. 

IMPORTS. 

Q.uantities.l Values. 

--------------------------------------1 
Articles. 

FREE OF DUTY. 

Chemicals, drugs, and dyes, not elsewhere specified 
Coffee ......................... ........... ...... ................. pounds ........ . "'254','05i" 
Farinaceous sub tances, and preparations of, not 

el ewhere specified ........... ...... ............. ... ............... ..... ............... .. 
Hair, not elsewhere specified ........................................................ . 
Hides and skins, other than fur-skins ........................................... . 
Silk, unmanufactured: 

$124.,524 
26,872 

65,698 
6.5,366 

&i8,5-44 

Cocoons ................................................ pounds... 2, 093 
3 199

1, ~~l 
Raw, or as reeled from the cocoon ......... pounds... 1, 030, 5>i0 , . ~ 
Wa.ste .................................................... pounds... 13,420 10,711 

Spices, unground... ....... ............ ...... ...... ...... ......... ..... ... ... ... .. . . .. ...... 42, ROO 

Wood, unmanufactured, not elsewhere specified...... ..................... 33. 429 
Tea .............................................................. pounds... 3:5,895,835

1 

8, 03R. % 

All other free articles .......................................................... -......... 52. 76l 
-------

Total free of duty .................................................................. j 12,050, 768 

SUBJECT TO DUTY. 

Chemicals, drugs, dyes, and medicines, not else­
where specified: 

Opium, crude ........................................ pounds ... 5,501 
prepared for smoking .............. pounds... 21,4.02 

AU other .............. ............................. : .................................... .. 
Cotton, manufactures of ............................................................... .. 
Earthen, stone, and china 'vare ..................................................... . 
Fish, not elsewhere specified ..................................................... .. 
Furs, dressed on the skiu,aud manufactures of fur ....................... . 
Hats, bonnets, and hoods, and materials for ............................... .. 
Oils1 vegetable, fixed, or expressed, other than 

ollve ........................................................ gallons... 399, 4.28 
Provisions, meat products .... .................................... .......... ........... . 
Rice, not elsewhere specified ...................... pounds... 38,363,652 
Rice, granulated, or rice meal.. .................... pounds... 358,039 
Silk, manufactures of ......... .... .. ............... ..................................... . 
Spirits, distilled, and spirituous compounds, 

proof-gallons........................................................... 81,170 
Sugar, brown (not above No. l3) ................. pounds... 1,888,406 
Tobacco, manufactures of .............................................. ........... .. .. 
Vegetables : 

Pickles and sauces ................................................................. . 
All other ........................ .. ...................................................... .. 

Wool, and manufactures of ............... ................................ .......... .. 
Wool, and manufactures of: 

21,311 
182,186 

27.740 
128,752 

33,662 
57,075 

221,9:36 
979,869 

188.880 
42,742 

72:-!, 974 
9.141 

618,696 

27,698 
44,341 
4.2,763 

37,903 
45 231 
28:9~ 

Unmanufactured .................................... pounds... 1,14.1, 604. 102,757 
Manufactures of ....... ........................... ............... ..... ............... 2il, 960 

All other dutiablearticles.................. ............. ............ ..................... 641,844 

Total subject to duty ...................... ................... :.:.:.:..:..:.:~1 ____ 4~~ 
Total imports of merchandise ........................................................ . 
Total imports of gold and silver coin and bullion..... .. ........... .... ... . 

16,292,169 
1,529 

1------1--------
Total imports ............................. . ......... . ................................ . 

EXPORTS. 

Books, maps, engravings, and other print~d matter ..................... .. 
Breadstuffs: 

"\Vbeat, flour ............................................ barrels... 7, 060 
Allother ................................................................................... . 

Clocks and parts of ................................. ... ....... ......... .. ............... ... .. 
Cotton, manufactures of: 

Colored .. ........................................... ........ yards... 74,44.6 
Uncolored ...................................................... do... 51,216,132 
All other .................................................................................. . 

Gunpowder and other explosives ................................................. .. 
Iron and steel, manufactures of: 

Firearms ............................................... .. ........ ......................... .. 
All other ..................................... .............. .. ..... .......... ... ........... . 

Oils: Mineral, refined .................................... g-allons.... 15, 421,400 
Provisions, comprising meat and dairy products ................. ......... . 
'Vood, and manufactures of .................. ......................... ... ........ .... .. 
All other articles ........................................................ ................... .. 

16,293,698 

26,445 

35,734 
4,784 

51, 81~ 

$-4, 64-i 
3,400,339 

9,5.'31 
4.19, 361 

768,076 
38,329 

1,455,234 
35,977 
2.3, 667 

120,238 -----------·-
Total exports of domestic merchandise............ .. .................. , 6, 396, 178 

Total exports of foreign merchandise........................ ..................... 33'2 

Total exports ......................................................................... , 6, 396, 500 

From this statement, it will be seen that the whole amount of mer­
chandise imported ft·om China to the United States during this period 
amounted in value to the sum of $16,292,169, of which amount only 
about one-fourth, or $4,241,401, was subject to duty, the balance being 
on the free-list; while the sum total of onr exports to China on domestic 
commodities during the same time was $6,396,178, our total export 
of foreign merchandise but$322, making onr total exports $6,396,500. 

The port of S::tn Francisco alone exported merchandise to all foreign 
countries during the year ending June 30, 1885, more than six times the 
amount in value than did all the ports of the United States, San Fmn­
cisco included, export to China during the same period, her exports of 
merchandise for that year being $38,115,624, while the port of Port­
land, Oreg., the next nearest port of consequence to China, if we may 
except Astoria, Oreg., exported in all that year merchandise within 

$2,000,000 of the amount sent to China by all the ports of the United 
States, San Franci co and Portland included. 

Nor has our export tratle with China increased, but on the contrary 
largely decreased, during the past few years under tho operation of the 
Burlingame treaty. Our total exports to China tor the ye.1.r en'ii ng June 
30, 1~5, were less by nearly 500,000 than they were , n·n yea.r ago. 
In that year, endingJune30, 1 78, they were 6,867 2.).), uurl our exports 
to China during the year ending June 30,1 5, were l t>~"l by.~ l.91iH. 036 
than they were in 1881, and, small as it is1 leas tllau douhle th:l t whe:1 
the Burlingame tre.1.ty was ratified. But, n rJt onl. 'I) it requires a 
drain of our gold and siher ofnearly lO,OOO,UOOa.ml ua.llyto Sttnareour 
account with China, to ay nothing of the immense Ll mio of many mill­
ions annually sent out of the country through the operatiun of the 
Chine e. 

Recurring to the immense drain of specie from our ronut ry involved 
in this trade, I submit the following statement ii·om the Bnn:au of Sta­
tistics, Treasury Department, showing the vain of the fureign trade 
with China and Hong-Kong and our annual total e~ port · of gold and 
silver to China during the past fiJteen years. 

Value of the foreign trade of the United Slate' with Ollina and Hong-Kong. 

Exports. 
Total im-Year ending Total ex- Imports. ports and June 30- ports. 

Domestic. Foreign. exports. 

MERCHANDISE. 

tt:l. 051, 616 $&!, 765 $3,116,381 "14. 51•'>, 527 .,17,1Vl1, 90S 
2,041, ·~6 28.996 2,0iU,8.'l2 2ll, 064, 305 22,135,197 
2, 915,4.~5 21,3#0 2, 9.16, il3;) 2u. 75:!.1):~ 29,689,670 
2,5-47,QH.'l 8, t!5 2,5.">5. 910 27. 1!11, 759 29,747,729 
2,117 t 51~1 5:i,096 2,133,601 Hl,56.'i. 9-tU 20,702,601 
3,551,03i 15,710 3.506, 74>:! 14,67n,-t16 18, 243. 164. 
4., 715,115 14,m 4., 729,89'J 12. ll , O:l3 17.577,525 
4, 903,07.) 31,631 4.. 937.706 Ll,3U1,t\lH 17,239,390 
6,850, 9:3l 16,324 6.1567,255 18, 120,00 24,987.738 
5,9ao. 954 11,245 5, 942,1\19 18, 084. 6!Jt 21,026,893 
3, 9#4, 447 4,3:l'i 3, 978,775 24,020.707 27,999,482 
8,3Gl,949 2,585 8,364.534 24 , 717,5-'17 33.082,091 
9,106, 902 16,978 9, 123,~0 22, 6.'38, 43.'3 31,762,313 
7,845, 753 1~. 32S 7,S.'Vl,031 2"~, 060, 2"25 2(), 918,300 
7, 705, (!22 5,4115 7, 710,427 17, 121,3#3 24,831,800 
6,396,178 322 6,396,5UO 16,292,169 ~.Gii8,669 

3 369.54.7 2,554,138 5,923.6J;) 62,960 5, 986.645 
1, 78,380 1,693,267 3,5TI.&17 1,950 3,573,597 
4, 79'.1, 470 1,199,865 5, 99H, 3.'3.5 700 6,000,035 
4, 7 9,6 2,364, 941 7,151, 5-49 1 1 7, 154,730 
6,621,400 2,759,&H 9,381.041 39,712 9,420,813 
5,210, 966 1,392,403 6,603,369 6.R40 6,610, 209 
5.842, 947 2.086,642 7, 9".l!1,5il9 6,\108 7, 936,497 

12. 2.55, 259 3,175,606 15,430,865 10,952 15,4-H,817 
13,200,925 3,011,650 16.212,575 7,55\1 16.220,134 

4,413, 618 3,017, 744 7,431,362 13·1,6.'3-) 7, 5&3, 997 
4,2S2,3~1 2,23t>, 442 6,512,823 90,991 6,603,814 
1,367,034 2,111,568 3,478,602 4.1,179 3,519, 781 
2,3U7,620 2, 14.:!,500 4.,4.50,210 36,0115 4., 4g(), 215 
4.,168, 736 2, 97l, 744 7,140,480 192,801 7,333,281 
4, 936. 9M5 4,404,574. 9, 341, 5-'>9 5,:!60 9,346.Rl9 
5,188,705 9,384,52 14, 573, 23.3 1,529 14., 574,762 

But another consideration of immense importance must not be lost 
sight of in the consideration of this question. Prior to the existence of 
the Burlingame treaty Americans on the Pacific co::tst and elsewhere 
within the limitsofthe United Statesc:Lrried on whatever trade we had 
with China and received the benefit of it. How is it to-day? Over 95 
per cent. of the whole trade is monopolized and carried on by Chinese. 
The chimera, therefore, in reference to our great commerce with China 
and its alleged immense importance to this conn try cannot delude much 
longer, and when put in the balance against the great evil that are re­
sulting to this country and our people from the presence of the Chinese, 
it should not be considered for one moment, even though the effect of 
the ::tbrogation of the treaty might be to deprive JlS wholly of this trade, 
which, as I have endeavored to show, it most certainly will not; for, 
even conceding the importance of that trade and the de irahility of re­
taining it, China will never clo. e her ports ag.tinst it treaty or no treaty. 
The advantages are too greatly in her favor; the profits are all on her 
side of the ledger. The benefits inuring from it ::tre in favor of China 
and not of the United States. 

With Great Britain her account stands quite differently. England 
is not compelled to go down in her exchequer every year to the tune 
of many millions as have we in order to settle a balance of trade with 
China. Her opium from India alone very nearly pays for the Chinese 
products :purchased by her. 

It was proclaimed with a flourish of trumpets when the Burlingame 
treaty was consummated that :1 new market fororu· snrpluswheat was 
to be opened up to the producers of this conn b-y; that the rice-eating 
millions of China would at .once become a bread-eating people. But 
what is the result? Eighteen ye.1.rs have passed away and om· annual 
total exports of breadstuffs to Chinn,, including wheat and flour, is of 
the value of less than $40,000, the exact amount for the year ending 
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J nne 30, 1885, being $35, 734-a mere bagatelle. And so with our pro­
visions, comprising meats and dairy products; $35,977 in value is the 
sum of all they purchased from us in the last year. 

In fact, if we may except the two products of uncolored cotton manu­
factures, the value of our exports of which to China during the past year 
was $3,400,339, or considerably over one-half of all our exports to that 
country, and refined petroleum, amounting to $1,455,234, our export 
trade with China amounts to absolutely nothing; while from her free 
listshe, through her importations, is permitted to enter into competition 
with our producers of hides and skins, chemicals, drugs, and dyes, un­
manufactured rare woods, hair, and other of our productions. 

From this it will be seen we have in that time sent to China in gold 
and silver to balance our account $131,134,t!l5. In the four yea,rsand 
seven months ending July 31, 1879, we exported from San Francisco 
alone, to China, specie to the amount of $49,848,918. This immense 
sum of over $131,000,000 in gold and silver is in small part the tax 
that has been levied on the white labor of the Pacific coast and banded 
over to the Mongols of Asia. Bnt to this add not less than from $75,000 
to $100,000 per day that is daily being absorbed by the laboring Chi­
nese of the Pacific coast, and only a very small fraction of which finds 
its way back into American life and industries, and the balance of 
which, amounting to untold millions, is sent out of the country, and 
then some adequate conception may be had of the enormously bud bar­
gain this country struck with China when the Burlingame tleaty was 
made. 

RESTRICTION ACI'S. 

Restriction acts have in the past proven mere delusions and snares. 
They do not meet the evil, but rather aggravate it by offering oppor­
tunities for thei~: evasion through the crafty practices, fraudulent de­
vices, and bold perjury of the criminal Chinese. They have only been 
placed on the statute-book to be evaded through perjury, chicanery, 
and fraud, and to have their efficiency destroyed by judicial and de­
partmental construction in strained efforts to harmonize their provis­
ions with the letter and spirit of the treaties. 

This bill, unlike our restriction acts and proposed actc;, is not elastic; 
it is absolutely iron:clad; it leaves nothing to construction; it is conclu­
sive. It is not open to the objection of being liable to ha-ve its vitality 
sapped or its efficiency destroyed by judicial or departmental decision. 

whose very touch is pollution, whose mention is forbidden ill this pres­
ence, and whose infection is moral aud physical death; and if again no 
great interest of trade or commerce is to be protected by withholding 
the blow necessary to its destruction, then why should Congress hesi­
tate to rise at once, and without further delay, to the demands of the 
hour, and in the exercise of its constitutional power strike with unspar­
ing hand a death-blow at the vitals of Americancivilizatiou's direst foe? 
To hesitate in the presence of such a danger is to parley with ~e assassin 
and treat with the corrupting invader of home and fireside. It is to 
fire blank cartridges when full-weighted leaden bullets are demanded. 

The conflict that is being waged on this subject of the Asiatic occupa­
tion of this country is as irrepressible as the conflict that resulted in the 
overthrow of human slavery. It is a conflict for supremacy on American 
soil between intelligent, enlightened~ and honest American labor and 
the cheap and degraded labor of the lowest order of the Mongol; a con­
flict between morality and vice, order and anarchy, Americanism and 
Asianism; a conflict between civilization and heathenism, Christianity 
and pa~nism; a conflict between two opposing forces in all essential· 
particulars non-assimilating and repellant when considered in the rela­
tion of the one to the other; and the one or the other of which must and 
will ultimately and necessarily be driven to the wall; nor does it require 
any peculiar prescience to determine the result of the contest, if the 
United States Government either stands supinely 1\f and does nothing, 
or, -what is but little more effective for good, simply atta~ks the advancing 
army of invaders with wooden swords and paper bullets under pretense 
of conforming to treaty stipulations and sustaining diplomatic relations. 

Public opinion, wbensonearlyunanimousasitison this subject, is not 
often wrong in this country and this age, and it is to-day, in a voice whose 
~cho flhall startle the empire and command the respect and approval of 
all civilized nations, demanding of Congre....<:S the enactment of a prohibi­
tory law that will at once and forever end this great controversy and 
strangle this arch enemy of free labor, of law, order, tranqnillity, and 
civilization itself: 

I now move a reference of the bill to the Committee on Foreign Re­
lations for their con ideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

AID TO COIDION SCHOOL8. 

No delicate questions as to conflict between act and treaty are left open Mr. TIA.LE. l\Ir. President--
for construction or determination by either court or department; all ques- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
tions as to the power of consuls to issue certificates; all issues as to their it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi­
frandulentcharacter; all inquiries,judicialorotherwise, into the identity n 
of the hundreds of Chinese who come regularly to our ports under claim The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera­
that they have formerly resided here and are therefore nuder there- tion of the bill (S. 194) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup­
striction acts entitled to return, whose names a.re not only idem sonans as port of common schools. 
a rnle but in person facies omnibus una, are wholly dispensed with. The Mr. HALE. _ I now rise to make the motion indicated by me at the 
premium held out by mere restriction acts to professional perjurers is beginning of the session to-da.y, that the Renate proceed to the consid­
withdJ:awn. TheopportunityfortheexerciseofChinesecunning, Mon- eration of executive business. 
golian chicanery, and Pagan prostitution of the forms of law to the base The PHESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
purposes of eluding the requirements of law, is forever taken away. the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Restriction acts simply a"ply the knife in a rather delicate manner Mr. BECK. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine--
to some of the outer branches of the deadly npas tree, while the bill :Mr. EDMUNDS. The motion is not debatable. 
under consideration lays the ax with a determined and vigorous hand The PRESIDENT p1·o tempore. The motion is not debatable. 
at all of its poisonous roots. Restriction merely is a harmles .. •;; anodyne Mr. BECK. I do not desire to debate it. I have no objection to an 
applied with a delicate brush to an incurable ulcer; prohibition is the executive session, but I suppose the object is to consider a case from 
surgeon's knife thrust vigorously beneath the festering sore. The one Maine that has been somewhat debated in committee. 
is simply boxing and fencing with an athletic giant-evil that is making Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not in order to talk about the object of an 
rapid strides toward Mongolianizing the Pacific coast; the other is grasp­
ing that evil boldly and energetically and defiantly, but yet constitu­
tionally, by the throat and downing it without form or ceremony. The 
one is a pretense and a fraud in that it assumes to be legislation in pur­
suance of treaty stipulations, when in fact it is in violation of them, 
while the other proclaims to the world that the treaty itself is a fraud 
upon American labor, on public justice, on public and privateniorality, 
and on American civilization, and as such it has become the duty of 
Congress to brush it aside. Our past experience on this subject has 
proven that restrictive legislation on this subject does not restrict, but 
rather, under its operation, the number of Chinese in this country is 
augmented. While the census of 1880 showed but about 105,000 Chi­
nese all told in this country, the number now here, as ascertained by 
careful estimates in the various localities occupied, is not less than from 
180,000 to 200,000 . . 

If, therefore, this class of immigration is so objectionable as we all 
concede it to be, if it is so fraught with disaster to the best interP.sts of 
our Republic and people, if its effect is so baneful, as we claim, on Ameri­
can labor, subordinating it to that of the cooly labor of Asia, if it is 
snch a blight on public aud private morals through its squ~dness, 
wretchedness, and crimes; through its drain on the vitalizing currents 
of our financial, physical, and moral life; through the operation of all 
its vile instrumentalities, such as opium dens, houses of prostitution, 
and other snares of virtue and haunts of vice it has already established 
in startling numbers, not only in every city and town of the Pacific 
coast, but also in every city of any magnitude throughout the entire 
land; if, as is susceptible of abundant and conclusive proof, this immi­
gration has transplanted from the hot-beds of moral and physical cor­
ruption in the depths of Asia new, detested, and nameless crimes, 

executive ses ion. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempm·e. The motion is not debatable. 
1\Ir .. BECK. I merely asked the Senator :from Maine the object ofhia 

motion. 
Mr. HALE. I should like to hear the Senator from Kentucky, al­

though I presume he would have no right to proceed. 
Mr. JNGALLS. That can be stated after the doors are closed. 
1\Ir. HALE. I am not going to refer to any particular thing, but I 

do not desire to go into executive session unless the o~ject I have in go­
ing in can be accomplished; and if the Senator from Kentucky, who I 
know is interested in the same matter but perhaps upon the other 
side, has anything to say with reference to it that will oblige us to come 
again into legislative session, I desire that he should state it now rather 
than that we should go through the form of going in and coming out. 

klr. BECK. AU I desire to say is that we shall save a great deal of 
time by not taking np the matter now-when it can be done 1\'fonday as 
early as the Senator from :Maine may desire, when I shall aid him to 
go into executive session. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES] 
is absent to-day and many matters we desire to look at can be presented 
on Monday. 

:Mr. HALE. Does the Senator say that he is not ready for an ex­
ecutive session? 

Mr. BECK. I am not ready. 
Mr. HALE. Upon that assurance of the Senator I can not insist on 

the motion, because I know well it would only result in going in and 
coming out. Therefore I will withdraw the motion, but with the un­
derstanding that on Monday early I shall expect the Senator's co-oper­
ation with me in securing an executi>e session. 

Mr. BECK. I shall help the Senator. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is withdrawn. 
Mr. BLA..IR. Regular order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the 

amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] to 
the amendment of the Senator from Alabama (Mr. MoRG.AN]. The 
amendment and the amendment to the amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The amendment is to add as a new section; 
SEC. -. rlat the m.oney that shall be appropriated in pursuance of this act 

for the purposes of education in the Territories sha.ll be apportioned according 
to a census that shall be taken in each of the organized Territories, at the ex­
pense of the United States and nnder the direction of the Secretary of the Inte­
rior, on or before the 1st day of June,l886. 

The amendment to the amendment is to substitute the following: 
That the apportionm.ent of the money that shall be appropriated in pursuance 

of this act for the purposes of education in the Territories sha.ll be upon the basis 
of the illiteracy therein, as provided in section 2 of this act; but in determin­
ing the number of illiterates therein the Secretary of the Interior is authorized 
to receive and consider, in addition to the census returns of 1880, any evidence 
that may be subm.itted t-o him showing the number of illiterates in any such 
Territories and shall determine therefrom before the first distribution is m.ade 
the amount to which such Territory is entitled. 

:Mr. BLAIR. I wish to under.stand in just what form it is. Is the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana a substitute for the amend­
ment of ihe Senator from .Aln.bama? 

The PRESIDENT oro tempore. It is a substitute for the amend­
ment of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think then it is an amendment that should be 
adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro temp(Yte. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment as amended. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is still open to amendment. 

If no further amendments be proposed--
111r. PLUMB. I think some amendmenta have been proposed. 
Mr. ALLISON. I offer the amendment of which I gave notice yes­

terday. 
Mr. BLAIR. There are other amendments which were offered ear­

lier. 
Mr. ALLISON. I offer the amendment now, to come in at the end 

of section 2. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendmentofthe Senator from 

Iowa will be reported. There is no other amendment pending. 
Mr. BLAIR. There are several amendments pending, if the clerks 

would state them. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are no other amendments 

pending in the sense that they have been oft'ered. Notice has been 
given that severnl would be offered, bnt they are not pending. The 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa will be read. 

The CHIEF CLEmr. It is proposed to add to section 2: 
And in each State in which there shall be separate schools for white and col­

ored children, the money paid in such State sha.ll be apportioned and paid out 
for the support of such white and colored schools in the proportion that the il­
literacy of the white and colored persons aforesaid bear to each other, as shown 
by said census. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to modify my amendment by striking out 
in line 4 the words "such white and colored;" so as to read: "and 
paid ont for the support of schools in the proportion that the illiter­
acy," &c. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempot·e. The Senator can modifY his amend­
ment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will modify it in that way. 
The PRESIDENT pr(} tempore. The amendment will be read as 

modified. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And in each State in which there shall be separate schools for white and col­
ored children, the m.oney paid in such State sha.ll be apportioned and paid out 
for the support of schools in the proportion that the illiteracy of the white and 
colored persons aforesaid bear to each other, as shown by said census. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator from Iowa desire to take the floor on 
the amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not care to do so at this moment. 
Mr. BLAIR. I do not understand as yet whether the Senator has 

modified his amendment by unanimous consent, or whether the amend­
ment is under discussion as he originally offered it. I should like to 
ask the Senator how he understands that to be. 

Mr. ALLISON. I leave it as I originally offered it for the present, 
so that the Senator may have an opportunity to debate it on that basis. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The modification is withdrawn. 
:1\fr. BLAIR. Before the question is taken on the amendment I de­

sire to offer a few observations upon it. It is in its nature, in its inev-
. itable effect, the introduction into the provisions of the bill of a discrim­
ination based upon race, as I understand it. It can have no other ef­
fect; and it seems to me it is a late day for the American Congress to 
adopt that class oflegislation. The billitBelt; careful all the way throught 
~all its provisions, excludes any such idea; and the bill itself is not 
one of recent origin, or one which has lacked careful and sharp criticism 

in the past. It is not here with its terms unstudied or its real mean­
in()' readily misunderstood. 

I have had occasion several times to allude to the fact that the pro­
visions of this bill, and especially its provisions in this regard,. have un­
dergone the close scrutiny not only of our friends upon the other side 
of the Chamber but upon this side of the Chamber, and never nntil the 
offering of this amendment has it been necessary that there should be 
any modification of them. The only legitimate effect of this amend­
ment is to introduce an element of discord, to revive discussions which 
I supposed had become obsolete in this country, to arrest and arraign 
as against this bill constitutional difficulties, to raise questions as to 
whether the bill itself may not by the insertion of this provision be­
come unconstitutional, and if there were no difficulty at all, it is cal­
culated, in the practical administration of the act among the people 
where we hope it will be most useful, simply to occasion confusion, mis­
chief, and possibly the entire destruction of the favorable operation of 
the law; and it seems tome there is on this side of the Cha.mber some 
misapprehension as to the nature of the basisofthe distribution which 
is made use of in the bill, that of illiteracy, as to the portion which goes 
to the several States, and I would be delighted if more of the Senators 
who have this objection were present and would hear what is to be said 
in explanation of the position assumed in the bill and the views which 
were so entirelysatisfactory to this side of the Chamber until now, but 
there are some here who have not before listened to what I have now 
to say, perhaps. 

It should be borne in mind that the basis of distribution established in 
this bill, which was never objected to before in the Senate so far as I 
know-certainly the objection never was exhibited in the form of a vote 
so as to pass upon the record-the basis of distribution in this bill is il­
literacy. Itisnotwhiteilliteracy; itis not colo:redilliteracy; no money 
goes to any part of this country because the man who is to be benefited 
by it is white or because he is colored, nor because the child who is to 
receive the benefit of the operations of this bill is of one color or of 
another color. No dollar goes to the State of Mississippi because there 
are white illiterates there or because there are black illiterates there. 
Dlite:racyis taken in its broadest sense, inclusive of all individuals who 
are illiterate, be they white or black; and there is no discrimination in 
regard to color by the adoption of the rule of the bill as to the distribu­
tion among the States. The illiteracy is not of one color or the other; 
but illiteracy of all is the basis. 

It would be just as sensible to say that the provisions of this bill 
should be more largely favorable to illiterates who were only 5 feet high 
than to illiterates who were more than 5 feet hi!h as to say that the pro­
visions of this bill should be more favorable to ~e illiterates of one color 
than to those of another color. In the adoption of illiteracy as the basis 
of distribution there is no reference, as I said before, to the matter of 
color, and it is not properly to be charged gamst this bill that because 
in the State of Mississippi or in any other State there are more illiter­
ates of the blacks, therefore the children of a particular color in that 
State should receive the larger benefi.t from the operation of the act. .AB 
I stated before, it would be just as reasonab\eto make a discrimination 
among illiterates upon their relative sizes or weights or any other arbi­
trary and non-essential distinctions that l1Pght exist as between them 
as individuals. The substance which is at the bottom of all this line 
discrimination, now offered as an amendment to this bill, disappears. 

Now, a little further. Here is another objection which exists in the 
minds of some people. They say to us, "Yon distribute this money 
upon the basis of illiteracy and the illiterates in particular States are 
more of them blacks than whites. 71 Therefore they reason tba.t the 
amount which goes to the States is bnsed or ought to be based on color, 
because more of the illiterates happen to be black than happen to be 
white. But that is not so. If every one of these illiterates were white 
precisely the same amount of money would go there, and would go there 
because it is illiteracy that is dangerous and it is illiteracy only that 
we are dealing with. 

Suppose now, to reverse the condition of things, that in the North 
the illiteracy existed and in the South where they have this colored 
population they had a degree of intelligence such as we now have at the 
North, would you undertake to say, would itbeclaimedthattheSonth, 
understanding the fact that she was more intelligent but had a larger 
number of negroes, people of the colored race, within her borders, should 
therefore receive the larger amount? On the other hand, although the 
illiterates were all white, under the rule of distribution adopted in the 
bill the money would go to the North if its people were thus illiterate; 
they would get the money instead of the South. 

They tell u.s that the basis of distribution comprises all the illiterates, 
those who are of the school age and those who are over the school age; 
and so it does; and therefore they say that as yon depend upon the ag­
gregate illiteracy in all the Statesofpersons over ten yearsofage, when 
you have distributed the money upon that basis to the State and it has 
gone into the State, it should be paid out in the State for the education 
of the illiterates on the same basis. But that is a non seqzcitur; it does 
not follow at all. It is an absurdity. This basis of illiteracy is only~ 
as I explained in what I said the day before yesterday, an arbitrary 
method which we adopt because no other so good has been suggested 
to determine the basis of distribu_tion from the national Treasury to 
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the States; that is all. But when the money reaches the Siate, what 
is it to be paid out for? By the provisions of the bill, by the dictates 
of common sense, it is to be paid out to educate those who are within 
the ages when they can receive education. Simply because the money 
is distributed originally upon the basis of the illiterncy of the aged as 
well as the young, is it to be understood when the money is in the 
State it is to be applied to the illite.ra.te who are there as such, regard­
less of age? By no means, for, of course, none of us understand, none 
ofthe very Senators who urge thisobjectionwillrisein their place and 
say the money should be thus distributed. If it is not to be thus dis­
tributed, what becomes of their objection that it should be applied in 
the State to illiterates because it goes to the State on that arbitrary 
basis of distribution? . 

The money being sent to the State, illiteracy having been assumed 
as a general measure for all, and the share of the State (which as I said 
the other day is based on the lack of education and its inability, by rea­
son of poverty, to bear taxation to remove that illiteracy), the money 
being once in the State on that basis, it is to be paid out to educate 
those who ought to be educated, those whom the common schools can 
educate; it is no time in the day, no time in the century, no time in 
the history of mankind to say that a child is to receive more or less 
simply because he is of one or the other color, in this country at least. 
This amendment proposes to say that; that is the purpose of it; the 
money shall be paid out in such a way as to give the children of a cer­
tain color a larger proportion of the money than the children of another 
color get. That is the only effect of it, and I think it is entirely wrong. 

Mr. President, there :is another objection to this amendment. It 
proposes to distribute the money to schools and not to the individuals 
who may attend the schools. The measure of distribution is to exist­
ing schools and the schools that may exist, so that the effort to derive, 
all that can be had on the part of the existing schools will tend to ex­
haust the moneys. A school that is established for three or six months, 
as the case may be, getting its money now, desiring to increase its facili­
ties, to give additional advantages to the scholars who may be attend­
ing it, is directly and selfishly interested at once to prevent the estab­
lishment of any other schools. 
~he Senator's amendment says give it to the schools. The schools ex­

isting have the right to the whole of it by the amendment, and thus 
the existing schools are by the provisions of this amendment at once 
organized into a board to prevent the spread of any of the money be­
yond themselves. It has been already one hundred times stated in the 
debate, and never contradicted, that the great region beyond the schools 
that already exist is the greatest source of danger, and it :is to that as 
yet unpenetmted t·egion that we should endeavor to distribute this ad­
ditional money so far as we C<'\.n. 

The amendment is pernicious in its practical operation by reason of 
the fact that it contemplates white and colored schools existing in one 
county and builds them up to oppose the distribution of any money 
beyond themselves. It prevents the spread of schoolsp If this were 
not on other grounds an objectionable amendment, there is that which 
is an insuperable objection. Time is short that I must not enlarge 
upon it any longer. I have indicated the objections. 

While I am on my feet, as the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] 
thought it necessary last night to make part of his address the two­
column article of J udgeTourgee, in which is discussed this same point, 
somewhat with the air of a master, of a gentleman who has said all 
that there is to be said and disposes of those who may have a little dif­
ferent opinion with him on this subject as though their opinions were 
of the most trifling account, I shall venture to go over this article with 
him and suggest as I go over it a few of the reasons of my dissent, and 
the dissent of the committee, and the dissent of the Senate, and, as 
far ns I know, of the country generally with his views. I refer to the 
sense of the Senate as expressed at a former Congress. It must be re­
membered that the bill before the Senate now is precisely the same bill 
that passed the Senate in the Forty-eighth Congress. This is a lengthy 
article on the necessity of assistance to remove the illiteracy of the coun­
try, which is a very strong one, a repetition of arguments the writer has 
himself made on many occasions and which have often been made in this 
Chamber and elsewhere. Speaking of the educational bill he says­
! read from the RECORD: 

The educational bill now before the Senate is a curious instance of the lack: of 
political knowledge and sagacity on the part of legislators who merely jump at 
an idea without ta.1...-ing the trouble to investigat~ details. 

One would suppose that after spending three weeks on this matter in 
the last Congress the whole Senate might reasonably have been looked 
upon as tolerably diligent investigators, but, of course, their final action 
must necessarily disclose lack of intelligence on their part. 

So fur as the matters herein referred to are concerned, it is identical with the 
Blair bill which passed the Senate at the last session of Congress and the Willis 
bill which was reported to the House, but failed to be reached on the Calendar. 
These measures are based on the following hypothesis : 

1. That a sum of money be appropriated to each State for the cure of illit­
eracy-the amount assigned to each being estimated on the number of illiterates 
in each State, according to the census of 1880. 

That, of course, is correct. 
2. That the same shall be used by the respective States for the promotion of 

elementary education in the public schools, without distinction as to race. 
As a. result about four.fifths of the fond will go to the Southern States, o.s it 

ought to do, in order to remove the overwhelming ignorance of both ra.oos in 
that region. • 

As a matter of fact he has overstated that. It is somewhat between 
two-thirds and three-fourths. 

The necessityfor this is readily shown by the following tables, compiled from 
the census ofl880. 

These tables have been printed already, and there is no fault to be 
found with the tables as far as they go. He selects, however, certain 
particular States, not including the whole of the Southern Sta.tes,. in 
order to make the showing for his views apparently as strong as pos­
sible. 

The extent of the peril n.rising from this may be seen by examining the fol­
lowing table. 

By which he shows that in Virgini.a there were 430,352 illiterates, 
40.6 per cent. of population, and so in several other States, the total in 
eight States of illiterates being 2,989,802, an average per cent. of illit­
eracy of 48.4. The average per cent. in the Northern States :is :figured 
out here as 8.5. 

The most important fact connected with the measure, however, is the relation 
it bears to the education of the two races. It should be borne in mind tha in a.ll 
the Southern States the schools for the two races are distinct. and the fonds for 
their support are now distributed according to the nwnber of each race in the 
separate school districts, or else according to the number of children of each race 
within the school ages, as prescnOed by the laws of the respective States. Prac­
tically there is no difference in these standards;, to di tribute according to the 
number of children is in effect to distribute according to the proportion of the 
two races. So that, if a State have 1,000,000 whites and 500,000 black , the white 
schools will have twice as much money as the colored schools. 

Then he makes this assertion~ 
The bill in question requires the fund thereby appropriated to be distn"buted 

in the same manner as the respective school funds, though it is assigned to tho 
States on the basis of illitemcy. 

There is a very serious misstatement of fact. The bill provides that 
the money goes to the State which must, under the operation of the 
bill, be combined wi.th the funds of the State, and however they may 
have been distributed hitherto, thew hole must be so distributed here­
after as to secure equality of chool privileges without regard to nee or 
color. So this is a very pointed and absolute misstatement of the bill. 

According to the report of the House committee of the last Congress. 

He goes on to show that the average amount going to each illiterate 
is 1. 60, but it is not because he is a white illiterate or ecause he is a 
black illiterate but because he is an illiterate. He gets under the bill 
(the distribution of 10,000,000 being the basis assumed by the calcu­
lation)$1.60 because he is an illiterate, not because he :is white or blaek. 
Making up another table of certain Sta.tes1 Vrrginia, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, and Louisian , 
he says:, 

It will be seen that there were almost three times as many colored as white 
illiterates, and, considering the character of the appropriation and the fact that 
all the school-houses and educational equipment of the ante-war systems in tho e 
Slates are held by and for the use of the whit~ race, it would seem as if good 
policy and common sense would demand that the remedy shoul-d be pread ome· 
what evenly npon the sor~that the colored schools should be benefited some­
what in proportion to the amount to be received by the State on account of col­
ored illiteracy. The following tables will show what would actually occnr un­
der the provisions of the bill. See foregoing table for the number of white and 
colored illiterates in each State, &c. 

And he says: 
Received on account of white illiterates, Sl,l82,406; paid on account of colored 

illiterates, $3,690,692. 

There is where the gentleman :is agn.in entirely in error. There is not 
a dollar of this money received in the State of Mississippi or in any other 
State because of white illiteracy or because of black illiteracy, but the 
distribution is made to the States by reason of the fact of the aetual 
illiteracy there. The modification now propo ed in this bill is to the 
effect that the money shall go into these States in proportion, not to the 
illiteracy itself, but in proportion to the illiteracy of persons of a par­
ticular race, and having gone in that way it shall be applied to the illit­
erate children of that particular race.. But does any man rise here and 
say that, in view of our actual duty as a nation, it is any more essential 
to the future peace of the country that the colored child who is of school 
age should be educated, than it is that the white child of school age who 
sits beside him and lives in the same community, and is to be a citizen 
of the same State and the same country in the future, should be edu­
cated? No, sir; and this effort is simply one to discriminate in fu vor of 
children of a certain color against other children of another color. He 
goes on and makes this statement: 

So that while each illiterat~ black and white alike will draw 1.60 from the na­
tional Treasury for the benefit; of the State, each white ilill~rate will receive for 
his education in a white school several times the amount that will be applied 
to the education of the colored illiterate in the schools of his race. 

Now, as a suggestion to this gentleman who criticises Congre and 
those interested in this bill with considerable freedom, a.'3 a suggestion. 
to him which may probably admonish him thathehasnob thought too 
much on the subject~ as he possibly might have done, I call the atten­
tion of the Senate to his statement that this money is to be applied in 
the States to the education of illite.ra.tes, the men of a hundred years of 
age and the women of a hundred years of age who are reckoned as illit­
erates in making up the basis of illiterates. When the $1.60 gets into 
the States the w bite illitemte is to receive his $1. 60 and the black illit-
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erate is to receive his $1.60; tbat _is the statement here ~ade, showing 
the utter conJusion of .ninrl nuder whiC'b the gentleman was laboring, 
and who by his miscalculations bas made some confusion apparently 
in the Senate. 

There is much more of this article, but I have attended 1o the sub­
stance of it and shown the fallacy of the ground on whtch the gentle­
man proceeds; and I have said my elf as much as r desire to say in refer­
ence to the pending amendment. As I stated before, it<:oncentrates the 
activities of existmg :-;chuols for the prevention of the spread of the 
money where there ar no organized schools and where it is till more 
needed than in the , chools that already exist. rt is introducing into 
this bill a discrimination as to color, seems designed to do that. Its 
purpose is to carry more money to the colored child than the white 
child of school age; and it is an anomaly as a Hepublican proposition. 
It has been always understood that the mission of the Republican party 
was to carry universal freedom, to make practically the Declaration of 
Independence a reality to every son and daughter of the country, re­
gardless of race or color. It is pretty late to introduce this now, pretty 
late tor me to learn this lesson. I trust I shall not be obliged to do so 
in order to support this bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I offered this amendment in good 
faith, hoping thereby to improve the bill under consideration. The bill, 
it is true, was debated here a few yeat'S ago at considerable length and 
passed I believe at that time sub tantiall.v as now propo ed by the Com­
mittee on Education and Labor. I then voted for the bill with some 
distrust in my own mind as to the propriety of tha.t vote as the memmre 
then stood. I have heard the Senator from New Hampshire two or three 
times say that the vote cast on this side of the Chamber two years ago 
was in pursuance of some arrangement in a Republican caucus, and 
that the Republican party thereby was committed not only to the gen­
eral features of an educational bill providing for national aid, but that 
the provisions of this bill had passed the ordeal of the caucus as well as 
of the Senate. I need not tell that Senator or any gentleman on this 
floor that Hepublican caucuses do not attempt to bind Senators with 
reference to public measures, and that every Senator upon this floor is 
at liberty to vote as be choo es upon any public measure notwithstand­
ing the views of the majority of the members of the party to which be 
belongs. 

The justification of this bill as presented in this Chamber by those 
who have advocated it thus far is that because of the· fact that by na­
tional legislation we gave the franchise some years ago to a large class 
of ignorant voters we are required now to ext€nd national aid in 
order that the votes of this class may in the future be cast intelligently, 
and also upon the further ground that it is of national interest to every 
State in this Union that the ballots to be cast should be casl intelli­
gently. 

Those are the only two grounds upon which I have heard the bill jus­
tified upon either side of the Chamber. In other words, if we had not 
emancipated the colored race, and if they were not a part of the body­
politic in the several States and in the United States, would there now 
be a party in t.his Chamber that would suggest a bill such as is here 
proposed? Or if the colored race was as intelligent in the Southern 
States as the white race in those States is, would such a proposition be 
presented here to-day? 

The basis of this bill is that there has been thrown into the civil polity 
of those States a class of people who have not had an opportunity to be­
come educated and yet have had thru t upon them the ballot . . Now, 
for myself, I would prefer, and I think I said so two years ago, that 
any donation or aid that is to be given by the General Government for 
this purpose should be given to the colored race exclusively; but! saw 
then as I see now that that is perhaps not a practicable measure; and 
therefore I am willing to give a portion of the money that is gathered 
together into the Treasury of the United States for the purposes of edu­
cation, based upon the ideas that are presented to us by the promote1'S 
of this bill and all other bills which have been presented to the Senate 
of a similar charaC;ter, namely, that we are to educate the illiterate por­
tion of those people, whether they be white or colored. 

The Senator from New Hampshire speaks as though the proposition 
contained in my amendment was a new feature in this proposed legis­
lation. Why, Mr. President, with the exception of this b1U now laid 
upon our tables as pas ed by the Senate two years ago, I do not know 
of a single person or association that has suggested to Congress this leg­
islation who has not proposed that it should be upon the very basis 
stated in my amendment. The enator from New Hampshire took a 
large amount of testimony, and with the exception of a few gentlemen 
who appeared, from the outbern States before his committee every 
educator in this country, without exception so far as I have been able 
to examine, suggested that this distribution should be made upon the 
basis of illiteracy. 

Mr. BLAIR. On the basis of illiteracy? 
Mr. ALLISON. On the basis of illiteracy in the State, and not on 

the basis of illitera<!y to the States. 
Mr. BLAIR. Certainly that is the bill itself. The money goes to 

the State in proportion to the illiteracy in the State. That deter­
mines the rule of division between the States. 

Mr. ALLISON. If that is the provision of the bill as it stands to-

day, then there can be no objection to the amendment which I have 
proposed, because that is to make it certain and clear and specific that 
the provisions of the bill shall apply to the illiterate people in those 
States, and not to the people who are not illiterate. 

.Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to 
suggest an objection, which is that the amendment makes a distinc­
tion on the ground of color between white and colored people. The 
moment that the United States Government shall draw that distinc­
tion, it will destroy the public schools. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, so fa.r from making a distinction be­
tween the white aud colored mce, this amendment absolutely abstains 
from such distinction; it places this bill just where its promoters say it 
should be placed, namely, on the ground of illiteracy. Can it be pro­
posed, and will Senators on the other side of the Cham her ask, that the 
white race in the :Southern States, who for two hundred years succes­
sively have oppressed the colored race, shall now, in the distribution of 
national aid, ta.ke from one-third to one-half of the very money which 
the colored race ought to have because oftheirillitemcy in that section? 
Is it po ihle that in this rush in the South for supremacy orforeduca­
tion, the white people there, with this advantage of two hundred years, 
with the ad vantage of race, if you please, and of power, will not consent 
that the poverty-stricken ·mce which has been thrown upon them, as 
they say, as voters, taking a part in the Republic with them, shall have 
that portion of the money which their illiteracy fairly entitles them to? 
I want to ask any Senator upon the other side of the Chamber if be is 
desjrous and willing that the white race itself shall receive, on account 
of the illiteracy of another race, that portion of the fund which by the 
very terms of the bill is to be given on the basi~ of illiteracy? Is it pos­
sible for a Southern State to say to us, "You shall not appropriate 
money and give it to our schools even unless you do it upon the exact 
basis of school population, without reference to-the faet that the white 
population in the South is educated as 80 per cent. is to '20 when com­
pared with the colored population?" Will the Senator from Virginia 
say to me that itisan nn1airdistribution to giveto"the illiterate classes 
of the State of Virginia in proportion to their illiteracy, and that it will 
be fairer to give to the white mce of that State one-half or more of this 
money, when in fact that white mce shows that as compared with the 
colored race it is educated in the proportion of 80 to 20 per cent? 

l\Ir. RIDDLEBERGER. Yes, sir; I do say it is unfair. It is un­
fair fi·om two standpoints, and the Senator's amendment would so crip­
ple the public schools as that the poor children, whether white or black, 
if it shall be incorporated in the bill, will never receive the benefit of 
public education, lor you are drawing the line between the two races. 

l\Ir. ALLISON. Mr. President, I must of course submit to the judg­
ment of a Senator who represents a portion of this population; but he 
should see as other Senators see that in the State of Virginia, and in 
every other Southern State, th;;re is already a distinction drawn be­
tween the two ra<!es with respect to their schools. They have separate 
schools in every State, white and colored, do they not? Are there 
mixed schools in any of the Southern States? Iftbere are, I have not 
noticed such a state. Therefore the distinction is already drawn. I 
am told that even constitutional provisions in these States require that 
the distribution of moneys shall be between white and colored schools, 
recognizing everywhere the distinction. 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill provides that separate schools may exist; not 
that they must exist. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, 1\fr, President, will the Senator from New 
Ramp hire appropriate the money of the Treasury of the United States 
for the purpose of educating people who do not require to be educated, 
under the provisions of this bill? 

1\Ir. BLAIR. Certainly not. The bill does not-
1\Ir. ALLISON. Does be not desire that this bill shall apply to those 

people who are to-day within its provisions, namely illiterates? 
Ur. BLAIR. Certainly. 
l\Ir. ALLISON. And if so, should it not be applied in proportion 

to that illiteracy? 
l\Ir. BLAIR. Certainly. 
Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Now, that is my amendment. 
l\Ir. BLA.IR. The Senator's amendment, however, wants to apply 

it according to color, and not illiteracy. 
Mr. ALLISON. I will reac;l it again. I distinctly disclaim any sug­

gestion of color; I will read it: 
And in each State in which there shall be separate schools for white and colored 

children, the money pa id in such State shall be apportioned and paid ont for the 
support of such white and colored schools in the proportion that the illiteracy 
of the white and colored persons aforesaid bear to each other, as shown by said 
census. 

I ask the Senator from New Hampshire if the school moneys in the 
Southern States are not now distributed to white and colored schools? 

Mr. BLAIR. Not wholly. 
Mr. ~LLISON. Are they not now applied to white and colored 

schools under their laws? 
.Mr. BLAIR. To some extent. 
1\Ir. ALLISON. Is not that the provision of every Southern State? 
Mr. BLAIR. I will answer the Senator. 
Mr. ALLI;::;ON. I ask the Senator to answer. 
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Mr. BLAIR. I understand that white and colored schools are the 

rule in the Southern States, that there is no law, constitutional or other­
wise, as far as I have known or heard, compelling the schools to be un­
mixed, wholly of one or wholly of the other race, but some of the schools 
are mixed; and the region where there are no schools, taking the South 
as a whole, comprises as many or more children as th::tt where schools 
are already organized. 

Air. ALLISON. Now, I will ask the Senator at that point whether 
or not the present provision for common schools in the Southern States 
together with the provisions of this bill will be sufficient to enable those 
States to establish schools in every part of those States for the benefit 
of all the children? 

:1\Ir. BLAIR. Nobody can tell until the effort is made whether it will 
be sufficient to organize all the States entirely. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator's own opinion. 
Mr. BLAIR. It will go further than the existing condition of things. 

The bill provides that they shall apply all the moneys in th..'lt direction 
as far as they can. 

lli. ALLISON. I ask the Senator to state whether or not. in his 
opinion or in the opinion of the Committee on Education and :Labor, the 
amount of money now raised by taxation in these States, supplemented 
by the amount proposed to be granted by this bill, will provide com­
mon-school education for all the white and colored children of school 
ages in those States? 

lli. BLAIR. I do not suppose it will, and make those schools of any 
efficient length, but it will ndd very largely. It will go a great way 
toward it. 

Mr. ALLISON. But does not the Senator believe and has he not 
stated over and over again in his reports that to make au efficient school 
system of six months in the year in those States would require an ap­
propriation from the Federal Treasury of from twenty-:fi>e to thirty 
million dollars per annum, and that $15,000,000 is the lowest possible 
sum that could be profitably expended, covering both colored and white 
children? 

Mr. BLAIR. I ha>e stated always that I thought the amount pro­
posed by this bill was not sufficient. I tried to have $105,000,000 ap­
propriated, running over ten years. The Senate reduced the time two 
years and made the sum $77,000,000. I do not understand the Sena­
tor's point precisely. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will enable the Senator to understand it in a mo­
ment. 

lli. BLAIR. I wish the Senator would. 
Mr. ALLISON. I shall try to make myself clear. On the statement 

of this Committee on Education and Labor, on the statement of the 
Senator from New Hampshire, when this bill shall have passed, and when 
the power of the State for taxation shall have been exhausted, there 
will still be a large number of the school children in those States that 
will not have the benefit of education. 

Mr. BLAIR. Not so much as they ought to have. 
lli. ALLISON. Theywillnothavethebene::fitofthiscommon-school 

education. Therefore, in the nature of things, there will be a scramble 
for the money that is to be appropriated here and for the money to be 
expended which is raised under the tax laws of those States. Now I 
say that in that scramble we should see to it by our legislation that 
those people who are illiterate and whom we propose to aid shall have 
their share of this money; and for that reason I have suggested the 
pending amendment. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him 
where he proposes to insert this amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. .At the end of section 2. 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. It is not stated on the print it~elf. 
Mr. ALLISON. I know it is not. 
1.1r. RIDDLEBERGER. At the end of section 2? 
1\:Ir. ALLISON. Yes, sir. I have here the bandy volume presented 

to us by the Senator from New Hampshire, and though he is some­
what criticised for it I want to thank him for H, as furnishing us a 
vast amount of information. In one of the tables presented in the 
speech of the Senator, found on page 1211 of the RECORD, there is 
given the illiteracy of the white and colored races in the Southern 
States and in all the States of the Union. 

Taken altogether, the white illiteracy in the United States of those 
above ten years of age is only 9 per cent. The illiteracy of the colored 
race is 70 per cent. as shown by that table, as against an average of 9 
per cent. for the whites. If you will take that table and run over the 
Southern States you will find that with the single exceptions of North 
Carolina and Tennessee the white illiteracy in the Southern States is 
less than 20 per cent. of the population, and that the colored illiteracy 
in every one of those States exceeds 70 per cent., and in some of them 
it is 85. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to ask him a 
question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (lli. FRYE in the chair). Does the Sen­
ator from Iowa yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

1.1r. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLAIR. What does the Senator mean by white illiteracy and 

colored illiteracy as bearing upon the necessity of the education of chil­
\hen, whether white or black? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I understand the purport of the Senator's 
question. I mean what is stated in the table, the total illiterate pop­
ulation ten years old and over, the white illiterate population and the 
colored illiterate population. I mean what the table says, and it shows 
that of those persons ten years of age and upwards in the whole United 
States the average of white illiteracy is 9 per cent. and of colored illit­
eracy 70 per cent.; and then I add, as appears from the table, that with 
two exceptions the white illiteracy in the Southern States themselves 
does not exceed 20 per cent. 

The Senator from New Hampshire will say that that includes the 
white and colored population from ten years of age to a hundred. I 
have heard that statement made before; but fortunately for us he has 
himself furnished us a table which gives us an opportunity of making 
an accurate comparison between the white and colored rac.es as to illit­
eracy of those from ten to twenty-one years of age. Table 7, also found 
on page 1211, shows the white and colored adult males and the adult 
male illiterates of the two races, with percentages, for each State and 
Territory.. Curiously enough, the illiteracy of that table is substan­
tially the illiteracy of the other, showing that the proportion of illiteracy 
runs from ten years and upward to the age of twenty-one, and clear 
beyond it to the age of one hundred, if you please, and that the per­
centage of illiteracy of people of school age is substantially the same 
as it is of those who are above twenty-one yeara of age, as shown by 
this table. 

Mr. BLAIR. Well, assume it to be so. 
Mr. ALLISON. I assume that where there are separate schools for 

white and colored children, if we are to appropriate money for the aid 
of such schools it is fair justice to both the classes that that aid shall 
be given in proportion to the illiteracy found in the separate schools of 
colored and white children. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 
Mr. ALLISON. I will. 
1\Ir. HOAR. If convenient to him at this time? 
1.1r. ALLISON. Just now. 
:1\Ir. HOAR. I wish to ask two questions, one being a prelude to the 

other. I ask whether the Senator does not understand that by the bill, 
section 3, lines 17 to 22, section 10, section 11, lines 17 to 25, and the 
last section, section 15, it is enacted that no State shall get any of this 
money which does not distribute all the moneys that it raises for com­
mon-school purposes equally for the education of all the children with­
out distinction of race, which does not provide for all its children without 
distinction of rare or color an equal opportunity for education? So the 
condition of the bill is the supplying by the State of a sufficient com­
mon-school edncation for all its children of both races. 

Now, I put the second question at the same time. That being an­
swered in the affirmative, would it not follow from the Senator's amend­
ment either that colored children of school age are to have a l"arger sum 
expended on the education of each child than the white children, or 
that the State must itself remedy this inequality voted by Congress and 
make an inequality in its own distribution by giving more to white 
children so as to have the result come out equal? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will answer the Senator's last question first by ask­
ing him another. If there are two hundred children in school on either 
side of this Capitol, on one side of it only twenty of the hundred able 
to read and write and on the other side eighty out of the hundred able 
to read and write, does he believe that it will cost no more in labor to 
educate the eighty children who aro unable to read and write than it 
will cost to educate the twenty children on the other side who are un­
able to read and write? 

1\Ir. HOAR. I not only belie>e that, but I believe it will not cost a.s 
much. Will the Senator allow me to explain? 

1\Ir. ALLISON. Yes, I should like to hear the explanation. 
:1\Ir. HOAR. If you have got eighty children out of the hundred well 

educated, able to read and write at least, but still going on with their 
common-Si!hool education on one side, and eighty children out of the 
hundred on the other side who can not read or write and have left home 
at that point, the eighty per capita-not per numeros but per capita-in 
any reasonable and just system, if they were the children of the same 
father and mother loving and prizing all alike, as they are to the State, 
will not require, until they are further advanced, as costly an education 
per capita as those who are a little further advanced. In other words, 
a.s you advance the degree of education you must have teachers of a 
higher grade, of higher pay, and all those things. 

The defect of the Senator's amendment, as it seems to me, is that he 
does not consider that when you have got a perfect common-school edu­
cation for everybody, then all you want to do is to secure it so that 
everybody has an equal chance; and because the ignorance of the black 
children is the occasion for national interposition you can not give $20 
a head to educate them while the white children, who would not, if 
there were not any blacks, need any help at all, get but $5 apiece to 
educate them. Let each of them have $10 apiece, and educate them 
all. . 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator in answering the question very care­
fully excludes per numeros and includes per capita.. The situation 
that I describe is exectly the situation between these two races. Here 
is the colored race having 2, 200,000 children of school age. Of those 
2,200,000 in the Southern States_70 percent. are illiterate. There are, 
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say, an equal number of white children in those States between the subsequently governor, will show a larger attendance of colored chil­
ages often and twenty-one; only20per cent. ofthem.areilliterate; and dren in South Carolina than of white, if my recollection is right. I 
yet the Senator from Massachusetts tells me that this money should be have before me the report of the present superintendent of education, 
distributed exactly equally upon the basis of numbenJ and not upon the which shows that there are 178,000 children attending school in South 
basis proposed in the main features of the bill. Carolina, and in those schools, supported nearly in toto by the white 

Does not the Senator from Massachusetts know that the 20 per cent. people, the report shows that there are 99,000 colored children at school, 
in the Southern States have the advantage by association in the white and but 79,000 white children. 
schools over the 80 per cent., so that .daY by day and moment by mo- Mr. ALLISON. I am glad to know that the present report shows 
ment, by contact they take in the education which their fellows have an improvement in that direction. I only take this statement from the 
already acquired in the school? Does he not know (no one knows bet- testimony furnished to me by the chairman of the Committee on Edu­
ter than he does) that those white school children as they trundle home cation and Labor, because I read from his speech. 
from school go to intelligent and Christian mothers and fathers, and sis- Mr. BLAIR. The statement was made as to the condition in 1875, 
ters, and brothers, surrounded as they are by the intelligence of home the Senator will observe. 
influence and home life; whereas the 80 per cent. of the colored race go Mr. ALLISON. Senators will observe that the language is "the 
home to fathers and mothers in hovels where neither father nor mother school attendance in South Carolina for the year 1880-'81. '' Who was 
can write or read even the Gospel which gives them salvation? Yet in power then, may I ask the Senator from South Carolina? Was the 
when we come to contribute the public bounty on the ground, and the Republican party then in power there? 
ground alone, that we have placed an illiterate race ina position totake Mr. HAMPTON. No; theDemocraticparty. TheRepublicanshad 
part in the affairs of government, and we are therefore bound in honor control in 1875. 
to contribute of our substance to enable them intelligently to take that Mr. ALLISON. The Democratic party was in power, and in 1881, 
part, the Senator says that we can not do it unless we gi-ve dollar for so says Mr. Thompson, the whites attending school were sixty-one 
dollar upon an exact and measurable equality, as much to the white thousand, and the colored twelve thousand. As the Senator from Con­
race already educated and who have the start of the colored race in civ- necticut [Ur. PLAIT] very properly suggests, if they have made such 
ilization by thousands of yean:~, and that we are doing an injustice when a rapid progress between 1880-' 81 and 1885-'86 it would seem that 
we propose to give the money upon the basis of the necessities of those even they might get on without the appropriation suggested in the bill. 
people ! But I do not wish to take that view of it. 

Ur. EDMUNDS. And where the State law makes the distinction. · I wish now, Mr. President, to call your attention to another sta.te-
1t!r. ALLISON. And where the State law by positive enactment ment made by Mr. Thompson: 

- makes the distinction, and places the races in separation in the schools. Taking the illiteracy of South Carolina. shown by the return of the last oonsus, 
If it was not in the Senate of the United States, I should think any which I had an opportunity of observing last night, the ratio of white illiterates 
other proposition than the one which I make was monstrous; but it to the whole population is 7.77 per cent. 
seems that evenmyproposition isregardedasridiculousbythe Senator Mr. Thompson was mistaken in that; the ratio is 15 per cent., as 
from Massachusetts and the Senator from New Hampshire. shown in another part of the speech, as taken from the census of white 

Upon thequestionofwhiteandcoloredschoolsiwish to read one or two illiteracy. 
statements which I find in this handy volume respecting the methods of The ratio of colored illit.eracy to the whole population is 33.09. 

appropriating this money, because, as I understand, in every Southern That was too low a statement also for South Carolina. The~ he says-
State-and if there is a Southern State in which this is not done I will I maintain that as far as controlling the white illiteracy in the State is con­
ask a Senator from that State to give me the information-to-day by cerned, South Carolina is able, ready, and willing t-o contml it; and that she is 
law and bv constitutional provision the monevs raised for schools must equally ready and willing to control the colored illiteracy, but that it is beyond 

" " her power to do so. It is from this class of our citizens, a class to whom I claim 
be distributed between the white and colored population su~ntially that the State government of South Carolina in all its departments has done full 
alike. Is there ran exception to that rule? Is there a State in the and ample justice, that the trouble comes. 
South that discriminates in its laws against the colored race? If there It never entered the mind of Mr. Hugh Thompson when he was be-
is, I am not aware of it. fore the committee that the State of South Carolina would grasp at one-

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him half of this fund for her white children, although her white children 
whether the effect of his amendment would not be-I do not refer to were illiterate only to the extent of 15 per cent. 
the whole effect of it but one partial effect-to allow a State that has a Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion to 
large proportion of white illiterates to discriminate against them? I him? 
so read the amendment. :Mr . .ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ED11fUNDS. There is no distinction between white and black. Mr. BLAIR. I wish tosaythatbyvirtueofthebillSouthCarolinais 
Each one takes its share. obliged to so apply all the funds that she otherwise would give to her 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I understood it in the way I have stated. white children as that there will be produced an equalization of priv-
If I am mistaken I should like to be.informed. ilege to all. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is an absolute mistake. On the contrary, it is to 1tlr. ALLISON. The State of South Carolina, by her laws, by her 
make the equality absolute, so that the application shall be to the illit- constitution, by every reason that can apply to human nature or to 
erates, whether they be white or black or of any other race. human justice, is required to do that thing, whether the Government 

1t!r.RIDDLEBERGER. DoestheamendmentapplytoStateswhere ofthe United States gives1 centor$1,000,000. Those people are a 
the white aud colored schools a:re distinct? part of her population; she has for hundredsofyearssecured the bene-

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; and only there. fits of their labor, and made herself largely rich and opulent beforethe 
I find in the testimony a statement made by a gentleman from South war because of the labor of those people or their fathenJ. Can South 

Carolina with reference to the schools in the city of Charleston. Carolina or any Southern State say that it does not behoove her to use 
Mr. BLAIR. On what page, please? whatever portion of money she can raise by taxation properly for the 
Mr. ALLISON. I read from page 1254of the RECORD containing the education of the children of that State? 

speech of the Senator from New Hampshire. lli. Thompson appeared Mr. BLAIR. The Senator's question should be answered in the af­
before the committee and gave information respecting South Carolina. firmative. The other question immediately occun:~, has she done it? 
He said: The statistics which the Senator ha.s read show that she has not done 

I now desire to cn.ll the attention of the committee to the second point I make, it. When she accepts this money she contracts to do it hereafter. 
which is that the State of South Carolina is nll11.ble beca.nse of her impoverished :Mr. ALLISON. So nth Carolina and all the Southern States now are condition to give proper instruction to all classes of her people. The scholastic 
population of the State- required to do this thing. Does the Senator belie-ve if they do not 

In 1875-he thinks it is substantially the same as the census of 1880- do it now that they will do it under the provisions of his bill? 
Mr. President, this is an exceptional bill. Here we propo e to turn 

was, whites 85,678,colored 152•293·making a total of 2.'37,971 children- over to the States, a thingunexampledand unprecedented, $77,000,000, 
Between the ages of 10 and 16 years. to be expended underStateauthorityandStatecontrol, without one par-
The school attendance in South Carolina for the year 1880-'81 was, whites ticle of supervision on the part of the General Government. Can any 
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- Senator give me an instance in the history of the United States from its 
Or within 24,000 of the whole number- foundation where that thing has ever been done before? 

Colored, 1~,119- Mr. BLAIR. There has never been a contribution from the National 
Or less than one-twelfth ofthe whole number. Out of 152,293 col- Government which was not precisely in that same way, withoutsuper-

ored children between the ages of ten and sixteen, with absolute equal- vision and without conditions. 
ity in your laws, with absolute equality in the distribution of your Mr. ALLISON. There has never been any contribution like this. 
funds, there were but 12,119 who appeared at the schools in the State, :Mr. BLAIR. There were the contributions to go to the common 
according to this intelligent gentleman, Mr. Hugh Thompson, of South schools in the case of the proceeds of the sales of public lands; and the 
Carolina. $28,000,000 which I showed day before yesterday went principally to 

Mr. HAMPTON. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? the benefit of schools was given absolutely without any conditions at 
Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. all, and was distributed in a single year. 
Mr. HAMPTON. !think thatthe Senatorhas madeamistakein }tfr.ALLISON. TheSenatorfromNewHampshirehasfailedtoread 

quoting from that statement, for the report of Mr. Thompson, who was the history of that transaction. Does he not know that that $28,000, OQO 
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was never given to the States at all; that it was a loan to the Sta.tes, and 
by the very terms of that loan made a sacred trust, and each State re­
ceiving its share was bound to pledge its good faith to return every dollar 
of that money, and that every dollar to-day stands against the States 
on the books of the Treasury Department, and they stand indebted for 
it? No conditions! Why, that was a loan of surplus revenue, a loan 
to be collected presently, not by a sta.tute of the United States, but 
Secretary Manning, if he chooses to do so, can issue an order to-day re· 
quiring the State of Ohio and the State of :M:assa{}husetts to pay that 
money in sixty days. The law was so rigid in its character andsoper· 
feet in detail that all the Secretary of the Treasury has to do is to de· 
mand of the States the money, and they are bound in good faith tore· 
turn it. Assimilate that to a donation of $77,000,000 that goes into the 
treasury of the States as a gift;, without control, without limitation ex· 
cept as the States through their officers give an account of their action 
in communications to the Secretary of the Interior ! 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him for a mo· 
ment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLAIR. Tbat is quite an impassioned statement of the matter, 

which is proper enough, but the Senator must know that there is no 
substance to it. 

Air. ALLISON. Well, Mr. President--
1tfr. BLAIR. If the Senator will allow me-
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa yield? 
Mr. ALLISON. I will yield once more. 

. Mr. BLAIR. The Senator was not yielding more than is usual in 
debate. If he thinks he is indulging in any excessive courtesy I shall 
not interrupt him. 

The PRESIDENT p1·o tempore. The Senator from Iowa has a right 
to the floor and ought not to be interrupted except with his consent. 

Mr. BLAIR. I insist that he ought to be interrupted, by the usages 
and practice of the Senate, unless he insists that he shall not be inter· 
rupted; and I do not understand that I am at all indulging any un· 
usual assertion of myself on this occasion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

J'llr. ALLISON. I yield to the Senator from New Hampshire. He 
has spoken so little on this subject that I feel that I ought to yield 
whenever he asks me to do so. 

Mr. BLAIR. As I said before, if the Senator thinks that he indulges 
in any unusual courtesy, I shall not trespass upon him. 

1\Ir. ALLISON. No, certainly not. . 
J'llr. BLAIR. I wish to say with reference to his statement in regard 

to the $28,000,000 distributed, deposited as a matter of form, always 
understood as a. matter of form and not of substance, every dollar of it 
was distributed throughout the States according to their own inclina-­
tions, appropriated by them fifty years ago generally to the aid of the 
schools, already expended in that way, and no human being has the 
slightest idea that the assertion of the reserved right, which was a mere 
formal matter, will ever be made at all. 

lli. ALLISON. That was a side question, and I would not have 
alluded to it but for the fact that the Senator from New Hampshire has 
several times in the debate mentioned it as a precedent for this bill. I 
state again, and I challenge contradiction, that there is not within the 
range of public legislation in this country, save and except perhaps the 
illustration made the other day by the Senator from 1\Iississippi, a case 
in which public money has been appropriated without the direction and 
cont rol of the General Government. That was the case of Venezuela, 
where we made a contribution many years ago to relieve distress in that 
country. But in every other instance the United States has undertaken 
to follow the money that it has appropriated. Now, why does it not 
do so here? It does not do so in deference to gentlemen upon the other 
side of this Chamber who have constitutional scruples with reference 
to the power of the General Government to go into the States upon this 
question. I respect those constitutional scruples. I am willing myself 
to trust the States largely in this regard; but while I am so willing I 
desire for one, if I am to vote for this bill, that the money shall go where 
the Senator from Mississippi and other Senators upon that side of the 
Chamber have said it was necessary it should go-that is, to those people 
who are illiterate in their several States, without reference to color or 
race, and not because of color or race. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to occupy the attention of the Senate 
with regard to the amendment which I have offered. Every Senator 
understands it as well as I do. The tables show conclusively that if 
we do not adopt this amendment, instead of doing what the trustees of 
the Peabody fund, what the association of teachers, what the large num· 
ber of petitioners who have petitioned for such a bill as this seem to 
think we are doing, we are providing for the education of the white 
race in the Southern States, who I think, as this gentleman from South 
Carolina thinks, are abundantly able to educate themselves. 

This amendment is not to be whis~led down the wind, I give notice, 
by mere statements that there are general provisions in the bill already 
which cover the case. If the bill now does what is proposed in my 
amendment, then the amendment can do no harm; but if the bill does 
not do that, the amendment clinches the irregularity aud the injustice 

proposed in the tenth section of this bill by providing, not that this 
distribution shall be made on the basis of illiteracy, but providing ab­
solutely that it shall not be so made, but that it shall be made upon 
the number of school children in the State, and no other basis can be 
adopted under it. So, Mr. President, I have offered this amendment 
in good faith believing that it is essential. 

Mr. HOAR. Where does the Senator find what he says in the tenth 
section? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is found in the fourth and :fi.fth lines of that sec· 
tion: 

As near as may be for the equalizaUon of school privileges to all the children 
of the school age prescribed by the law oUhe State or Territory. 

1\Ir. HOAR. Thatisverydifferent from whattheSenatorfromiowa. 
said. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is to be taken in connection with the other 
sections of the bill, which require that this fund shall be distributed 
on the basis of school population. So then the provisions of this bill 
are intended to clinch and make more certain a distribution which I 
think is unjust and unfair. 

Now I wish to say one thing further with reference to this bill before 
I close, and that is that I am willing to vote this money for the pur· 
poses which I have indicated; and when I do that I do not desire to be 
understood as voting for it because the State of Iowa receives a small 
pittance of this money. Of this $77,000,·ooo to be thus distributed in 
eight years the State of Iowa will receive only $575,000, less than 10 
cents per annum upon the school children of my State; yet we expend 
in the State of Iowa annually for schools by taxation five and a half 
million dollars. What kind of taxation, a Senator asks. Not State 
taxation, not Federal taxation, but county and local taxation under our 
laws. Under our school system the people who are benefited by the 
schools vote for the taxes, distribute the money, and account to the 
tax-payers for the money thus expended; and under this local system, 
which I siippose is substantially the local system of every State, we last 
year collected and for several years have collected an amount exceed· 
ing $5,000,000 for school purposes. 

Mr. BUTLER. What about the public lands granted to your State? 
Mr. ALLISON. I thank the Senator fo:r suggesting that question. 

The State of Iowa, as every other State except the original thirteen that 
got all the lands within their borders, and the State o:f Texas which 
came into the Union with all her lands, received a portion of the pub· 
lie lands within her limits for the benefit of her school system, under 
an arrangement which was common to all the States admitted by which 
the lands of the Federal Government should not be taxed. Under that 
provision the State of Iowa has a school fund of near $4,000,000, a 
school fund built up, if I may use that term, by the same means and 
from the same source that was given to the State of l\Ii.ssis9ppi, to the 
State of Alabama, and to every other State of this Union, so far as I 
know, except the original thirteen and those that were admitted within 
a few years after the adoption of the Constitution. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask the Senator how many sections were donated 
for schools in each township in Iowa? 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe the grant in Iowa was every sixteenth 
section in a township. 

Mr. GEORGE. And the thirty-sixth section, too? 
lli. ALLISON. No; we only had one section in a township-the 

sixteenth. I will answer the Senator from Mississippi, however, by 
saying to him that in this handy volume, from which I have so often 
quoted, I find tha~ the State of Mississippi received a little more land 
on account of schools than did the State of Iowa. So whatever our 
brethren of South Carolina and New York and other older States may 
say, it does not become the Senator from Mississippi to say that Iowa 
has received a bounty that was not also given to the State of Missis· 
sippi. That sum I say is $4,000,000, accumulated from these resources, 
the income of which amounts to the enormous sum of 240,000 per 
year, and that is the only income the State of Iowa has from a pern13r 
nent school fund-$240,000 a year as against five and a half million 
dollars expended. 

Mr. BUTLER. Raised by tantion? 
lli. ALLISON. Bytaxationandtaxationalone. Wehavel,800,000 

people there po:ssibly-1, 700,000 by the last census-and we have tax6Q 
ourselves in this way for the purpose of educating the children of our 
State. I submit to the Senator from South Carolina that although we 
have a rich and fertile soil and an industrious population, yet when you 
get off into the inner regions of the State in which I live, where our 
people reside upon the prairies at a great distance from fuel, they have 
to struggle day by day to secure a livelihood sufficient to enable them 
to live as the people of Iowa desire to live and to educate their children 
as the people of Iowa desire to educate them. 

As I have said, I would prefer that this bill were put upon a different 
basis with reference to the distribution of the money. I should be con· 
tent to be more liberal than this bill provides in reference to where the 
money should go. I would surrender for the Stat e of Iowa this pitiful 
10 cents per annum to each one of its children of school age, a.nd I 
would give it to the illiterate children of South Carolina and Missis· 
sippi, who need it more than we do, and upon the very basis which the 
Senn.tor from It!assachusetts stated the other day as the justification for 
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this bill, namely, the basis that it was necessary to have an intelligent 
people to exercise intelligently the powers of a free government. 

In the State of Iowa, as shown by the census, only 2.2 per cent. of 
her people are illiterate. Is it possible that upon any basis of justifi­
cation any portion of this money should go to Iowa? I do not believe 
it. I do not believe that in any of the Northem States there is such 
illiteracy as would endanger the institutions under which we live. I 
believe that in all these States we have not only the ability but the 
disposition, from local taxation gathered in each community from the 
great body of the people, to educate them as they should be educated. 
Now, our Southern friends say to us that they have not the ability to 
educate their white people and their colored people as well. If they 
have not I am willing for one to go to the national Treasury and give 
them such portion of the money there as is needed to properly aid them 
in this work; but I want them to apply that money where the trouble 
is, to the illiterate people of the South and not to the intelligent people 
of the South. 

Mr. President, I have occupied much longer time than I intended in 
these remarks. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I rose while the Senator from Iowa was speaking 
to correct what I thought was a mistake into which he had fallen. I 
did not have the document before me then, but I have it now. In the 
report of the Secretary of the Interior for this year, and in the report 
of the Commissioner of Education submitted with the report of the Sec­
retary of the Interior, I find that the whites enrolled in public schools 
in 1882-'83 in South Carolina were 74,157; the colored children en­
rolled in public schools were 98,398. In 1883-'84 the enrollment re­
spectively was, of whites 84,028 and of colored 101,591; and the report 
of the superintendent for 1884-'85 shows the enrollment of whites to be 
78,458 and of colored 99,565. I have no doubt that the figures from 
which \he Senator quoted were a misprint. That is all I have to say. 

Mr. TE.LLER. Mr. President, I do not yield to any man on this floor 
or elsewhere in my support of public schools. I have as higli an opin­
ion of the great work of the public schools as any person can possibly 
have. I am anxious to extend to all parts of the country financial aid 
if it be necessary, and I am also anxious to go beyond that, to create in 
the minds of the people a desire to keep up public schools and an at­
tachment for the public-school system. 

I ventured the other da v when this bill was before the Senate to cri t­
icise its terms. I regret ~ say that this appeared to meet disapproba­
tion on the part of some of the friends of the bill, and there was at least 
the intimation, if nothing further, that the opposition to the bill was 
not in good faith but was made for the purpose of defeating the appro­
priation. So far as I am personally concerned I have no constitutional 
objections to the bill. I have no constitutional difficulties in dealing 
with this subject. Long ago, on this floor and elsewhere, I have com­
mitted myself unequivocally, unhesitatingly, unrestrictedly, to the 
power of the General Government to contribute out of its great abun­
dance to the support of public schools anywhere within its jurisdiction. 
I have no difficulty infollowingsuchappropriationsby Federalcontrol. 
I have no doubt of the proposition that when the General Government 
has contributed the money the General Government may also direct 
where it shall go and how it shall be expended. 

I do not see myself how any man on either side of the Chamber can 
maintain that the right exists in the General Government to appro­
priate the money, and yet that the General Government has not the 
power to direct itB expenditure. It does not follow because the power 
exists in the General Government to follow an appropriation, that it 
necessarily should do so. In all of my utterances upon this question, 
I have assumed that the purpose of the appropriation was first to meet 
a present emergency, to meet an emergency that ought to have been 
met many years ago, secondly to stimulate the States to build up within 
their borders a school system to which the people should become so 
thoroughly and certainly attached that under all circumstances it would 
be maintained. Because my views have been in that direction I have 
been willing to a great extent to trust the States. I have been willing 
to vote for appropriations that should give to the States the money, and 
then trust to their honesty and their zeal in the cause of public educa­
tion for a proper application of the money so appropriated. But I should 
not be willing to vote a dollar of public money to any State if it was 
not with the understanding that if the State did not properly apply the 
money, the General GDvernmentmightwithdraw the appropriation, or 
in case of great emergency might interfere and establish schools within 
the borders of the State. 

I do not think the beneficiaries of this bill-and when I speak now 
of the beneficiaries I mean the people who are to receive the great share 
of this money-ought to complain of a moderate restriction or of a mod­
erate direction as to the appropriationofthe money. I would notmy­
self be in favor of establishing side by side with the State schools, as 
long as the States were making an effort to maintain public schools at 
all, national schools. I would not be in f:wor of interfering with the 
State schools. Neither do I understand that any amendment which 
has so far been offered to this bill, including even the amendment of­
fered by the Senator from Iowa, in any wise interferes with the State 
schools or can in any wise impair their usefulness or their efficiency. 

It has been said all through this discussion which has now lasted in 

this body for nearly :five years, and it has been said over and over again, 
that the States who are to receive the greatest proportion of this money 
were too poor to furnish to the children of those States proper and suit­
able educational facilities. Mr. President, I have never myself agreed 
to that proposition. I do not believe to-day that there is a State or a 
Territory within the jurisdiction of the United States that is not abund­
antly able to maintain a reasonable common-school system for the ed­
ucation of all the children of the State or Territory; but I realize the 
fact that in some of the States the people have been unwilling, have 
been reluctant to pay the necessary expenses for the maintenance of 
public schools. 

I have taken some pains to look over the census returns and ascer­
tain the comparative wealth of the States which or whose people are 
thus complaining. I do not say the complaint comes altogether from 
the regions of country where school facilities have not been furnished, 
for the complaint comes with equal volume frompeopleofourownsec­
tion of the country who insist that the South is unable to maintain 
public schools. According to the census of 1880, the State of Alabama 
was estimated to have $338,000,000 of assessable property, and I find 
that in that year the State of Alabama paid $448,498 for public in­
struction, for school facilities to the great number of children within 
its borders. I find that Arkansas was estimated to have 246,000,000 
of assessable property and paid $479,471 for school purposes. Dela­
ware had $138,000,000 of assessable property and paid $207,000 for 
public schools. Florida bad $95,000,000 of assessable property and 
paid $133,000 for schools. Georgia, with $554,000,000 of assessable 
property, paid$613,260for public schools. Mississippi, with $324,000,:-
000 of assessable property, paid $803,000 for public schools. North 
Carolina, with $446,000,000 of assessable property, paid $582,000 for 
school purposes. South Carolina, with $296,000,000 ofassessableprop­
erty, paid $341,176 for school purposes. West Virginia, with ~307,-
000, 000 of assessable property, paid $553,000 for school purposes. Ten­
nessee, with $666,000,000 of assessable property, paid $795,000. Col­
orado, the youngest of the States, had $149,000,000 of assessable property 
and paid $752,000 for the support of public schools. Nebraska, with 

290,000,000 of assessable property, paid $1,358,346. Texas, with 
$725,000,000 of assessable property, paid $1,150,332, less than$200,000 
as much as Nebraska. 

:Mr. President, these figures, in my judgment, showthatthepeopleof 
the South and the people of the North are everywhere financially able 
to take care of the public-school system, a fact that I knew as well five 
years ago when I voted for aid to the public schools of the land as I 
know it to-day. I have never based anyvote I have given nor anyut­
terance I have made in defense of appropriations of Federal aid to the 
schools of the land upon the theory that the States were unable to sup­
port public schools, but upon the theory that they had declined or neg­
lected to do so, and with the hope that by our so giving Federal aid they 
might be incited to see the beauty and the advantage of the common­
school system, and that they might thus do in the South what bas been 
done in the North and what bas been done in the great West. ·I said five 
years ago on this floor, educate the community and they will maintain 
schools no matter now poor they may be. I have seen it illustrated 
and exemplified in my acquaintance with the Western country. Let 
me speak of my own State, and I speak of it with the utmost pride, and 
I think I may speak of it as an illustmtion ofwhat I have said before, 
that the people who have been educated in the public schools, who have 
seen the advantages of the system, love it as they love no other institu­
tion in the land, and they place it a little even above the church of 
their fathers. 

In 1859 the great wave of emigration departed from the settled States 
across the arid regions of theW est and lodged at the foot of the Rocky 
Mountains; thousands of men wel}.t out there, staid a. few days, andre­
turned; but many remained, and more came. In1861 the Government 
of the United States gave to those people a Territorial organization with 
exactly the boundaries that the State of Colorado has to-day. In Sep­
tember, 1861, in the midst of war, in the midst of tumult, in the midst 
of excitement, the people of that Territory organized their :first govern­
ment. The Legislature met the last of September, and on the 7th day 
of November following the people of that Territory through their Leg­
islature adopted a complete and perfect free-school system. They not 
only adopted a free-school system to give every child within the bor­
ders of Colorado a common-school education, but they established a 
university, and they attached to the common schools a high-school sys­
tem that has been efficient and valuable to the people of Colorado so 
that to-day in all the towns and cities of any considerable importance 
in the State the high schools send out boys fully qualified to enter 
Yale, Harvard, or Princeton or any other of the great institutions of 
the land. 

Mr. President, when the people of Colorado adopted that system 
there had never been a surveyor in the Territory, there was not an acre 
of land except a few grants on the southern border that was not owned 
by the General Government. The first school-houses we built were 
built upon the public lands before we could get control of the title 
from the General Government. We have followed it from that day to 
this. We have to-day the most efficient school system of any State in 
the Union, I think, and last year we paid beyond Federal aid, for the 
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purpose of maintaining our public schools, $21.43 for every child in the 
State between the age of six and sixteen years, and taking that a-s the 
basis we have put 90 per cent. of our children in the public schools. 
We have maintained in addition three institutions of high character, 
one for the education of people in practical metallurgy and mining, 
another for giving them the highest education that can be given in a 
unive1:sity; and we have maintained also an agricultural college built 
long before we ever received a dollar from the ~vernment of the 
United States in support of our schools. 

I know that when we speak of the school system in the West Sena­
tors say: "You have received magnificent donations of public land." 
Why, Ur. President, when I speak of the expenditure of money I 
speak of an expenditure over and above and beyond anything that the 
Government has given to us. Last year the total receipts from the 
Government aid that we received and passed into our school fund were 
less then a dollar per capita for the children enrolled in our schools. 
I bad hoped that by an appropriation of this character we could stimu­
late in all sections of the country some of the spirit that has pervaded 
the people of Colorado and of Nebraska and other Western States, who 
in their very beginning: in their poverty, were ready to part with their 
money for the purpose of establishing and maintaining a free-school 
system. If this bill can be properly amended, if it can be put in proper 
shape, I believe that that will be the result; and I am anxious myself 
to Yote for a measure which will accomplish that, even if no very great 
deal of immediate result follows from the appropriation of this money. 
If we could put into the hearts and minds of the people of Louisiana 
and of Mississippi ·and of Georgia. the sentiment of attachment to 
schools and the school system that pervades in some other sections of 
the country theywould find means to maintain schools for all the peo­
ple within their borders. 

I know it was said by the Senator from Mississippi on the other side 
that we have a virgin soil and that we have natural advantages. Mr. 
President, when we went to Colorado we went 600 miles beyond the 
line of a railroad. When the first school-house was built in Colorado 
there was not a mile of railroad within 600 miles. There was scarcely 
a break in thatgreataridregion; but little had been done. Those peo­
ple were there in a new country, with undeveloped riches, it is true, 
but requiring great labor to make them available. They had yet to 
tear down the mountains and fill up the valleys to make an entrance 
into the mountains where the riches were in existence. All of these 
things they did, but they did not while doing them neglect the school 
system. 

Since we adopted a State government we have had a constitution 
which provides that the State shall not run in debt, the State shall 
contract no debt that exceeds $50,000; and yet we allow our school 
districts to run in debt whenever it is necessary for the prot-ection of 
the interest of the children of the State. We have no State debt; we 
do not allow the municipal authorities to run in debt beyond a limited 
sum, and yet the school districts of Colorado have borrowed a million 
of money to put in school-houses in that new State. We do not ask 
a dollar of Federal aid, and I do not believe there is a man in Col­
orado who would accept a million of money from the Government of the 
Uri.ited States ifit would interfere with our cherished State system of 
public schools, and I am as clear from wanting to interfere in the sys­
tem of public schools in the South as I am to have the Government in­
terfere with the system in my own State. I believe, however, that it 
is but fair and proper and prudent that the Government of the United 
States when appropriating this money should have at least a discre­
tionary control over it, so as to see that it goes to the class of people 
who are particularly needing the education that, under the unfortu­
nate circumstances which have surrounded them, they have been un­
able to acquire. 

I do not see myself why any Senator on the other side should be sen­
sitive when it is proposed to say that if there are three times as many 
black children assembled in black schools as there are white children 
in white schools there shall be three-fourths of the money appropriated 
to those black schools. If they were all assembled in one school then 
I could see that there would be noproprietyin saying that itshould be 
divided according to the illiteracy ofthe races; but theyarenotunlike 
some other sections of the country, and not unnaturally-! do not 
wonder at it myself-they do not propose to commingle the whites and 
the blacks together. I believe it is better in the South that the two 
races should be kept in separate schools. But if there are three schools 
required to educate the black children in a State and only one required 
for the white children it does not strike me that it can be objectionable 
to the friends of this bill if it should be said by the giving power, ''We 
give to you three for one class and one for the other; '' $3 for the three 
schools and $1 for the one school, and in that proportion. 

If this bill can be put in such a shape that it will carry out the two 
great purposes for which I have contended, I shall cheerfully vote for 
it. If it does not, I think we had betterwaitanother year. We have 
wruted for twenty years. Ifitis adutythat the Government owesnow 
to appropriate this money, it is a duty that it owed twenty years ago; 
and, I am free to say, it is a complaint I have made more than once; 
\t was a duty twenty years ago, but it was a duty which the Govern-
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ment failed to perform. I want to perform it in such a manner that 
it shall a~mplish the two great purposes-first, that it shall educate 
the uneducated, and, second, that it shall be received by the people 
in such a spirit and in such a manner as to attach them to the system, 
and not create an antagonism and an opposition to the public-school 
system at the South. . 

Mr. ltiiLLER, of New York. :Ur . ... President, although a member of 
the committee which reported this bill, I have thus far refrained from 
taking part in the discussion, because I hoped that the debate had upon 
this bill in the last Congress would be considered sufficient, and that 
upon that debate then had this bill might have passed without a pro­
longed discussion, such as we have now had. While debate has been 
had upon the constitutional power of the Government to make this ap­
propriation, I have taken little or no interest in it, believing that the 
Senators upon this side, from their political training and political be­
liefs, would hold steadily and tmanimonsly to the ground that there is 
sufficient constitutional warrant for it; believing also that the Senators 
on the other side of the Chamber, or a majority of them, while they 
may have been taught in a school holding to a. stricter and more limited 
interpretation of our fundamental law, would yet, recognizing the voice 
coming up from all the South asking for more and better schooJs, de­
cide finally this question in favor of the broad construction of the Con­
stitution and that their votes would also be given for the bill. I 
believe that substantially the Senators upon this side do hold to the 
constitutional power of the Government to make this appropriation, 
and I have no doubt that a majority of the Senators on the other side 
will at least take that view and emphasize it by their votes. 

But for the last week or more an opposition has sprung up in this 
Chamber against this bill which I am unable to comprehend. While 
it does not attack the power of the Government to make the appropri­
ation, it bus fon~ht the bill at every step; it has embarrassed it by 
amendments which, if carried out, would entirely destroy the princi­
ple upon which the bill is founded. Many amendments have been pro­
posed for which I can find no other reason than a desire on the part of 
some of the Senators to substantially break down this bill. I regret 
this exeeedingly. I hold this bill, or at all events the subject of which 
this bill treats, to be by far the most important question before the 
American people. 

I shall not detain the Senate utt.his time in going into any extensive 
discussion of the necessities for this measure. They are admitted by 
all. The bill proposes to meet the great danger which threatens our 
institutions from a vast mass of illitera-cy found chiefly in one portion 
of our country. It undertakes to appropriate this large sum of money 
in such a way that the bulk of it shall be distributed where the bulk 
of the evil is found. It undertakes to appropriate the money upon the 
basis of illiteracy. . 

It may be urged against that that it does not lead to a just and equi­
table distribution of this fund between the States; but it is believed that 
it meets all the equities of the case and the necessities of the case, for 
it is undoubtedly true that in proportion as any State is illiterate just 
in that proportion is it unable to meet the demands which come upon 
it for education, because illiteracy is but another name for poverty. If 
the laboring population of any section of our country are illiterate they 
are at the same time poor, and at the same time they are inefficient 
workmen. Increase the education of the laboring cla'5Ses and you in­
crease in exact proportion the power of the laboring classes to care for 
themselves and to care for the Government of which they are a part. 
Therefore if it shall be found under this distribution, to be made under 
the census of 1880, that there is a large amount of illiteracy in any par­
ticular State of this Union, it will also be found that the assessable 
property of that State has also been diminished by that illiteracy, and 
that for that reason it is unable to bear the extra burden which comes 
upon it. I believe that if it be looked at in that light the ground-plan 
of this bill for the distribution of this money to the States on the basis 
of the illiteracy of the people will be seen to be as near right as pos­
sible. 

After the money has been distributed to each individual State and 
Territory, we then come to another important question, and that is, how 
the money given to the State shall be distributed within the borders 
of the State to the various schools and to the children therein taught. 
This bill, after having taken account of the whole illiteracy of a. State 
in the distribution of the money to the State, when it comes to the dis­
tribution of the money in the State itself undertakes to deal only with 
the children of school age in that State. It can go no farther than this. 
It can not attempt to educate the citizens of any State who have passed 
the school age. And, therefore, it is that the amendment of the Senator 
from Iowa, if it be enacted, would entirely change the plan of the dis­
tribution as proposed in this bill. Is it wise to do so? I think not. 

What are the provisions of this bill? In section 3 it is provided that-
No money shall be paid out under fuis act to a.ny State or Territory that shall 

not have provided by law a system of free common schoolsforallofits children 
of school age, without distinction of race or color, either in the raising or d.i&­
tributing of school revenues or in the school facilities afforded. 

Before any, State can avail itself of any portion of this appropriation it 
must have complied with those provisions. By that section we require 
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of each individual State that it shall distribute its public moneys for 
school purposes in exact proportion to the number of children of school 
age of either race, white or bla{:k. Ifit fails to provide bylaw for doing 
that, then it can avail itself of none of the benefits of this act. While 
we do not undertake to impose laws or regulations on the State, yet we 
have provided in this bill that their school laws shall be equal and 
exact and thn.t the money shall be distributed to the children of both 
races in equal proportions as they shall bear to the whole number of 
children of the school age. 

Then in section 10 we ha-ve further provided: 
That the moneys distributed unde1·the provisiopsofthisactshall be used only 

for common schools, not sectarian in character,in the school districts of the 
several States and Territories1 in such way as to provide, n.s near as may be, for 
the equalization of school pr1vileges to all the children of the school age pre­
scribed by the law of the State or Territory wherein the expenditure shall be 
made, thereby giving to each child, without distinction of race or color,~n 
equal opportunity for education. 

Thus, 1\Ir. President, this bill undertakes to say to theStates that if 
they take this money they must fu.st provide by their laws for an equal 
distribution of their own school fund which they raise by direct taxa­
tion; secondly, it undertakes to say that if a State receives this public 
money it shall .distribnte it in like manner to all the children of school 
age, white or black. What can be more just than that? What other 
plan can be devised which will so carefully guard the school system of 
any State than a provision of law that the public moneys shall be dis­
tributed throughout the State to the various schools and school dis­
tricts in exact proportion to the number of children of school age? 

:Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

1\Ir. MILLER, of New York. Certainly. 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I wish to suggest to the Senator from New 

Hampshire that that plrrase ''of school age'' occurs several times with 
reference to the State laws, and at other times with reference to the ten 
and twenty-one years thatwennd in this bilL !suggest, while !think 
of it, to the Senator from New Hampshire to look at that and see whether 
he had not better ftx it from ten to twenty-one, or say what he means 
exactly by'' school age," so that there will be no doubt about it. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is only one school age spoken of, that is the 
school age fixed by the State. 

:Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I do :not propose n.n amendment; I only 
make the suggestion for the Senator's consideration. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand. · . 
Mr. MILLER, ofNewYork. Mr. President, Iwasabont tosaythn.t 

the plan laid down in this bill for the distribution of this money is 
substantially the plan followed to-day in every Northern State, at least: 
of this Union in the distribution of its public moneys for school pur­
poses. The State of New York raises by direct taxation for its schools 
a little more than $3,000,000, and by local taxation in the-various 
school districts and cities, in round numbers, about $10,000,000 per 
annum. The $3,000,000 of the public money raised by public taxation 
upon all the property ofthe State is divided among the various schools 
of the State, chiefly upon the basis of the number of school children 
that are found within each several school district. Some of it is appro­
priated in proportion to the number of teachers employed and some 
other minor considerations, but the chief consideration in the distribu­
tion of the public money, I say of every State in this Union, is the 
number of children of the school age. Now, if we attempt to lay down 
any ot.her plan in the distribution of this money, we shall bring into 
confusion the school systems ofall the States ofthisUnion, North and 
South, for I do not believe that if this bill shall pass there is a single 
State in the Union that will refuse to receive its quota. or that will fail 
to bring itself under the law. .Although we may not need it in the 
North, although we may be able to carry on our schools without Fed­
eral aid, yet the State of New York has never refused any aid coming 
from any source for the support of its schools, and I have no doubt that 
whatever proportion of public money under this bill may come to that 
State will be received and properly distributed. But to-day it distrib­
utes its public money under the plan which I have mentioned. If an­
other plan shall be L'llid down in this bill, then certainly great changes 
will be necessary in the school laws of nearly l.l.ll, if not all, the States 
of this Union. 

The vast amount of illiteracy in the South, and particularly among 
the colored race, has led many of the humanitarians of our country to 
study this q nestion long and carefully and to devise and propose many 
remedies for the cure of the evil. Soon after the war it was proposed 
that special aid should be asked from the Federal Government for the 
education of the colored people alone; and through the Freedmen's 
Bureau for awhile the Federal Government undertook to do something 
in that direction, bnt thus dealing with one race alone it was found a 
failure and was abandoned. Private individuals have given a portion 
of their wealth for this cause, and the Christian churches of the North 
have raised vast sums of money and have expended them for the edu­
cation of the colored race in the South. Against that I have no word 
to say; I have approved of it all. But when the Federal Government 
comes to act, the Government which nets for all the peop~e alike, cer­
tainly it seems to :me that it ought to be our endeavor here to .rather 

abolish and obliterate all distinctions of race and color and to seek to 
mold into one homogeneous maas all our people, North and South. 

If the amendment of the Senator from Iowa [111r. ALLISO:N] should 
prevail what would be the condition of affai.rs in the South? This 
amendment reads-

And in each State in which there shall be sc-parate schools for white and col­
ored children, the money paid in such State .sball be apportioned nnd paid out 
for the support of such white and colored schools in the proportion that the 
illiteracy of Lhe white and colored persons aforesaid bear to each other,n.s shown 
by said census. 

The Senatormadeanefficientargumentinsupportofthisamendmcnt. 
I have no doubt he is sincere in believing it to be wise anu just; but 
before we adopt the amendment we bad better pause in the consideration 
of this bill and abandon it all, for ifthe amendment shall prevail I be­
lieve it will be the beginning of a war of races which neither you nor I 
nor anv of us will see the end of. Under the laws of the Southern 
Statesio-daytheir public moneys areto be distributed equally between 
the chUdren of the two races in exact proportion to their numbers. If 
it has happened thus fur that the white race has been better educated 
in the South than the colored race, and if that still be true, it comes 
not because of any fault of the law; it may come bocause ·of a. failure to 
properly execute it; but I would suggest to my friends on this side that 
it may come largely from the same reasons which, prevailing in the 
North, always lead to this condition of affairs-that the c ildren of poor 
parents in the North are, as a rnle, more illiterate than the children of 
the rich people; that the children of the poor people in the North, 
although there is an abundance of free schools in their neighborhood, 
sometimes find it necessary to labor for the support of their parents, and 
thus are deprived of the advantages of the schools which are in their 
immediate vicinity. UndonbtedJy in the Southern country the colored 
children, who are scattered over the whole vast territory upon planta­
tions and farms, and who are early put to work, do not find it po ible 
to avail themselves of the advantages of edurution which come to the 
children of the owners of the soil, which come to the children of the 
white people who largely live in the cities and towns and thereby have 
better mea;ns of edncation. 

I hope and believe that ihe difference which is found in the South 
between the illiteracy of colored children and .of white children is due 
to the circumstances that I have mentioned, rather than to any disposi­
tion upon the part of the governing classes of the South, for the gov­
ernments of all the Southern States are now absolutely in the hands of 
the white people-I say I hope and believe that is due rather to these 
circumstances than to any indisposition upon the part of the whites of 
the South to afford equal educational privileges to the children of the 
colored race. 

But if there shall be found anywhere in the South a disposition upon 
the part of some of its people to deprive the colored children of their 
fair share of the public moneys, if it has been so in the past, I believe 
that this measure and the interest which this measure will create in 
every county, in every parish, and in every school di trict in the South 
will do very much to remove that trouble, and will do very -mnch to 
improve the education of the colored ·children. 

However, if we shall say by this measure that the money shall be 
distributed not in proportion to the number of school children of each 
ra{:e, but in proportion to the illiteracy of all the children of ea.ch race, 
then it will undoubtedly result in giving in round numbers about 3 
of this fund to every colored child of the South to $1 to every white 
child of the So nth, and it will undoubtedly bring about a condition of 
feeling upon the part of the people of that section hich will be any­
thing in my judgment but conducive to the welfare of the country or 
to the education of all the people. 

We might as well, I say, entirely abandon this bill and make a di­
rect appropriation of so much money to be distributed bsolntely to 
colored schools and none others, for if the principle of the amendment 
as I have stated it be correct, or approaches correctness, then it would 
certainly be better and wiser to distribute none of this fund whatever 
among the white schools, but to give it all to the colored schools. For 
one I trust that that will not be done. As the provisions of the bill 
now stand, the plan upon which it is based is in my judgment the 
only correct plan upon which we can distribute the pnblicftmdforthis 
purpose; a:nd rather than see this amendment prevail, bringing this 
degree of uncertainty into the ope:rations of all our school laws in each 
State, fearing .also that it would bring about a race hatred and a. race 
war in the South, I would prefer to see the measure fail entirely. I 
have confidence enou~h in the American citizen of all portions of our 
country to believe that the measure will be substantially executed not 
only in accordance with its letter but with its spirit, and that our fel­
low-citizens of the South will see to it, so far as they are able, that 
equal school privileges shall be given to all their children of school age, 
without distinction of race or color. · 

If I did not believe that I would not be willing to vote a single dol­
lar for this purpose. Believing it, I am willing to vote enough of the 
public money to make such a beginning in this matter that the South­
ern States shall be so lifted out of their darkness and illiteracy that 
when this $77,000,000 shall have been distributed snch a public spirit 
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will have been created in the South that from that time on they will 
be able to go on with their common-school system perfected, and carry 
it to complete perfection, as we have done at the North. 

I trust, then, that the friends of this bill will not attempt to destroy it 
by changing its plan; but if it can be made more certain in its opera­
tions, if anything can be added to it in the line in which I have spoken, 
in the dist1ibution of the fund, I shall for one gladly welcome such 
amendments. Thus far I have seen none which in any wayaddtothe 
bill, but all ofthem nowpendingwillsubstantially, !believe, if adopted, 
do very much to destroy the efficiency of the bill and take away very 
much from the benefits which are expected to accrue. 

?J1r. HALE. There are several Senators who, I believe, desire to 
speak upon the pending amendment, and if any Senator at this late hour 
desires to take the floor I shall not make the motion which I rose to 
make. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, I have a peculiar interest 
in this educational bill, and I shall not detain the Senate three minutes 
in expressing my opposition to the amendment of the Senator from 
Iowa. 

If I had but one appeal to make to those who pretend to be friends 
of the colored people of the South, leaving out the white people entirely, 
I would simply say, neve1· ende!l.vor to make a ra{le distinction in the 
matter of education. 

I have con idered this amendment in connection with the bill; I have 
asked the judgment of gentlemen in whom I have confidence, and I do 
find, accordiug to all the judgment that I have obtained, according to 
the best opinion that I can make up, that it discriminates between the 
white people and the colored people of the South. It discriminates in 
favor of the colored people; and the moment that the Federal Govern­
ment undertakes to do that it will justify what States may do, and 
what some have done. 

These are the only rem..'lrks, sir, that I wish to make. I hope there 
will be no di crimination in the bill. Let this fund go to the States, 
and let it be distributed not according to color, but as the bill itself now 
provides, according to the illiteracy found in the States. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. HALE. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it adjourn 
to meet on .U onday next. 

~ir. BLA.IR. I hope that motion will not be pressed at this time, 
and that it will not prevail if it is pre ed, because it is very necessary 
that we should get on with the bill to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion iB not debatable. The 
question is a~"l.·eeing to the motion of the Senator from Maine, that when 
the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

lliLLS INTRODUCED. 

Ur. BUTLER (by request) introduced a. bill (S. 1649) for the relief 
of William M. Bryant, of Washington city, D. C.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

1\ir. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1650) to provide for the establish­
ment of a portof entryatSemiahmoo, in the Territory of Washington; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com­
merce. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 1651) authorizing the Secre­
tary of the Treasury to make final adjustment of claims of certain for­
eign steamship companies arising from the illegal exaction of tonnage 
dues; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 1652) to regulate 
the forms of bills of lading and the duties and liabilities of ship-owners 
and others; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com­
mittee on Commerce. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the considera­
tion of executive business. After forty-two minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 17 minuteS p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 

EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS. 

Executive n01ninat.wns 1·eceived the 26th day of February, 1886. 

ASSISTANT UNITED STATES TREASURER. 

William Wayland Sutton, of Ohio, to be assistant treasurer of the 
United States at Cincinnati, Ohio, to correct error in name. 

.JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. 

Luke C. Strider, of the District of Co~umbia, to be a justice of the 
peace within and for the said District, vice Hillman A. Hall, resigned. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Chester Johnson, at Thompsonville, Hartford County, Connecticut, 
t:ice Agnes Stewart, Commission expired. 

Gustavus Schuasse, at Rapid City, Pennington County, Dakota, vice 
John R. Brennan, resigned. 

Edward P. King, at Hawkinsville, Pulaski County, Georgia, vice H. 
H. Whitfield, deceased. 

Frank Chapman, at Fenton, Genesee County, Michigan, vice Dexter 
Horton, commission expired. 

Mary Houston Gillespie, at Aberdeen, Monroe County, Mississippi, 
vice James W. Lee, resigned. 

Thomas W. Poindexter, at Dillon, Beaver Head County, Montana, 
vice John T. Yoe, resigned. · 

Frank Kneedler, at Phillipsburgh, Warren County, New Jersey, vice 
John J. B. Reiley, whose commission expired February 6, 1 86. 

JamesP. Lowell, atWaynesborough, FrankliuCounty, Pennsylmnia, 
vice George l\1iddom, commission expued. 

Edward H. Lucas, at Florence, Darlington County, South Carolina., 
vice Joshua E. Wilson, resigned. 

Thomas E. Haynes, at Franklin Williamson County, Tennessee, vice 
Charles S. Moss, commission expired. 

George R. Guernsey, at Wmdsor, Windsor County, Vermont, vice 
Uriel L. Comings, commission expired. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 23, 1886. 

NAVAL OFFICER OF CUSTO:\IS. 

Henry P. Kernoch::m, of Louisiana, to be naval officer of customs in 
the district of New Orleans, in the St..1.te of Louisiana. 

SURVEYORS-GENERAL. 

Richard P. Hammond, jr., of San Francisco, Cal., to be surveyor-gen­
eral of California. 

Benjamin H. Greene, of New Orleans, La., to be surveyor-general of 
Montana. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MO TEYS. 

Henri W . Young, of Independence, Kans., to be receiver of publie 
moneys at Independence, Kans. 

POSTMASTERS. 

William G. McC~rty, to be postmaster at Jefferson City, county of 
Cole, Missouri. 

W. F. Dyer, at Austin, Lander County, Nevada.. 
William Perkins, at Winnemucca, Humboldt County, Nevada.. 

Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate, Feb1·uary 26, 1886. 
ASSISTANT TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 

William WayJ.a.nd Sutton, of Ohio, to be assistant treasurer of the 
United States at Cincinnati, Ohio. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, Februa'ry 26, 1886. 

The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H . 
MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

PRINTING Ah"D .BINDING FOR DEPARTl\IENT OF STATE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting an estimate fi~om the Secretary of State of 
an appropriation for printing and binding for the Department of State 
for the current fiscal yeru.·; which was referred to the Committee on Ap­
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

CLERICAL FORCE, llmiAN OFFICE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an amended estimate from the Secretary 
of the Interior of an appropriation for clerical force in the Indian Office 
for the next fiscal year; which was referred to the Committee on Appro­
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

HUMilOLDT HARBOR, CALIFORNIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Light-House Boardrec­
ommending :m· appropriation for the removal of the light-house at the 
entrance to Humboldt Harbor, California, and for the purchase of a 
new site; which was referred to the Committee dil Commerce, and or­
dered to be printed. 

.APPROPRIATIO~~ FOR UNITED STATES MINT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Director of the Mint rec-­
ommending an increase in the estimate of an appropriation for work­
men for the next fiscal year from 150,000 to 170,000; whieh was re­
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

WATER-TA.NK, FREED31AN 1S HOSPITAL, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the Honse a letter from the Secretary 


		Superintendent of Documents
	2017-11-21T16:18:58-0500
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




