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By Mr, woomg%: Proatf:gs pgfu fiiﬁmna of (Esat, Pa., W
sectarian a ons; on urging the _
m*;m the Constitution of the United States—
e Committee on the Judjdsrg. :
Also, petition of 8. Anderson and 56 others, of Talley V%Pa.,
praying for the recognition of God in the preamble of the C i-
tution of the United States—to the Committee on the J udlciaéy.
By Mr. WRIGHT: Resolutions of W. W. Rockwell Post, No.
125, Grand Arm%{cljf the Republic, of Pittsfield, Mass,, in favor of
the of & bill granting pensions to ex-prisoners of war—to
the ittee on Invalid Pensions. gk
Also, resolutions of W. W. Rockwell Post, No. 125, Grand
Army of the Republic, of Pittsfield, Mass., in favor of service
pension for all honorably discharged soldiers—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

SENATE.

THURSDAY, March 12, 1896.
Prayer by Rev. WALLACE RADCLIFFE, D. D., of the city of Wash-

ington.
ﬁt‘lge Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication
frem the Secreta.ryf A ?go tlfle Tre%l;ury, trandsmi i hn;ntwm rtt:b?r
aj iation o or setting up and opera 0 po e
sm% on the Nez Perce Igdmn Reservation, Idaho, includ-
ing transportation of mill machinery from the agency to the mill
sites, assubmitted by the Secretary of the Interior on the 10th instant
as an amendment to the Indian r;m&o:&ﬂl, mh, w;th
the accom] i pers, was minittee on Ap-
propria fions, and ordered fo bo printed.

also 1aid before the Senate a communication from the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter of the 4th instant,
from N. L. Jeffries, attorney for the North American Commercial
Company, lessees of the islands of St. Pauland St. , Alaska,
remonstrating against the proposition to destroy fur by order
of the United States, as contemplated by House bill No. 3206, which
recently the House of Representatives; which, with the ac-
companying letter, was ordered to lie on the table and be printed.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petition of Mary E. Cart-
land, president, and sundry other members of the White Ribbon
Society of North Carolina, praying for the appointment of an in-
ternational arbitration commission between the United Statesand

(‘a‘reaéi Britain; which was referred to the on Foreign
Relations,
He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Okolona, Miss.,

ying for the adoption of the gmpoaed religions amendment to
E: Constitution of the United States; which was referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. FAULKNER (for Mr. SmiTH) presented the memorial of
Wmim;E._Grsvas.and :dl‘:e other phyafméns of Esa;x County, N. E]’ %
remonstrating against enactment of legislation ovxdm§ or
the further prevention of cruelty to animalsin the ]gfutrintq Co-
lumbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of
Columbia. : .

Mr. HARRIS presented a ?etzition numerously signed by citizens
of Athens, Tenn., prayi or the adoption of the proposed reli-
gious amendment to the itution of the United States; which
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of E. G. Parker Post, No. 99,
Department oF Maine, Grand Army of the Republic, praying that
a service pension of §8 a month be granted to all honorably dis-
chmg:ad soldiers, sailors, and marines of the war of the rebellion;
which was referred to the Commifttee on Pensions.

He also presented a petition of the Merchant Tailors’ National
Exchange, praying for the formation of the international peace
society; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign -

He also presented a petition of the American Purity Alliance of
New York, praying for the establishment of a national commis-
sion to investigate the subject of social vice; which was referred
to the Committee on the Judiciary. o 4

He also presented t]%e]feﬁtion of R. E. L. Graham and 30 other
citizens of Chestnut Hill, Philadelphia, Pa., pmm:ﬁtha adop-
tion of thé proposed religious amendment to the tution of
?ewlgmt.ed States; which was referred to the Committee on the
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lic schools of country; which was referred to
He also presented a petition of the faculty of the University of
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Wooster, Wooster, Ohio, praying for the adogtion of the
religions amendment to the Constitution of the United States;
which was referred to the Committee on the J ndicinﬂ?.

He also presented a petition of the Ohio Intercollegiate Ora-
torical Association of Granyille, Ohio, praying for the establish-
ment of an international board of arbitration between Great
Britain and the United States; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. GALLINGER. 1 have in my hand a pefition from the
‘White Ribbon women. It isa petition in be of the Woman’s
Christian Tef:fen-ance Union of New Hampshire, representing
2,800 women, advocating the settlement of differences between the
United States and the mother country by arbitration. The peti-
tion is very brief,and it will be gratifying tome to have it printed

in the RECORD.
There being no objection, the petition was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign tions, and ordered to be printed in the

RECORD, as follows:

‘White Ribbon women, who wear the badge of peace and t the
home, the church, ‘t.heuchml.. and the philanthropies that seek to enthrone
the golden rule of Christ, that by its means we may help to bring in the golden
age of man, hereby earnestly petition your honorable body to adopt a reso-

lution, and appoint a com: on to carry out the igions of the same,
whereby all sn ts of difference between the U States and our mother
country shall be referred bitrati

() to ar tion.

We ca that the legislature of the great Empire State of New York,
with but one dissen th:gavoiee, petitioned you to take the same beneficent
action, and we believe that every legislature in the land would gladly do the
same. Bhe who bears the jier begs that he need nolm bear the sword,
but that instead the keen blade of justice and the ammu of cogent argu-
ment may be the only weapons used between two great nations so closely
akin by reason of common ancestry and on, their common lan-

and history, and their common love and lo to the home, which is
g«:ﬁ-ﬁhtmnmmmteﬂmofa(.‘hnﬂmu %

To this end we & to you with good will and entire confidence

great
that our r to and our plea to will not prove to be in vain. -
In bshmntha ‘Woman's Christian 'I‘g;%erm Union of New
representing 2,800 women.
Miss C. R. WENDELL, President.
Miss C. N. BROWN,
Corresponding Secretary.

Mr. McMILLAN presented sundry petitions of citizens of
Washington, D. C., praying for the passage of Senate bill No.
1886, or some similar measure, reguiring the Eckington and Sol-
diers’ Home Railway Company to adopt rapid transit on its lines,
and remonstrating against the extension of the tracks of that com-
pany until its existing lines are modernly equipped and operated;
which werereferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia,

Mr. WALTHALL presented the petition of P. K. Mayers, of
Scranton, Miss., praying for the enactment of legislation to amend
the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; which was
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

Mr. ALLEN nted a petition signed by sundry citizens of
Nebraska and , praying for the adoption of the proposed
religious amendment to the itution of the United States;
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. TURPIE pﬁ'eaented the Eg-han of 8. M. Taylor and sundry
other citizens of Fort Wayne, , praying that religious matter,
including tracts, be given improved facilities under the act
of July 16, 1804, regnlating second mail matter; which was
refﬁerr:go to the G&x&mntiﬁg on I;ost—()ﬂicaq t?;ed ngqtﬁRoadg -

2} presented a petition of sundry citizens emphis, Ind.,
praying for the adoption of the gropoaed religions amendment to
the Constitution of the United States; which was referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a memorial of 194 citi-
zens of Milwaukee, Wis., remonstrating against the adoption of
the pro religions amendment to the Constitution of the
United States; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi-

ciary.

Mr. CAFFERY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Alex-
andria, If;a.., t:l:lnd ag pettiit:io% cgl aundproy&ﬁzeﬁs_of Lecompte, Itast(;
praying for the adoption o aFro religious amendmen
the Constitution of the United States: which were referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. NELSON f1:;1'eseniaed the memorial of E. C. Corcoran and 50
other citizens of Alexandria, Minn., remonstrating against the
enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the Districet of Columbia, and
also against the adoption of the proposed religious amendment to
the Constitution of the United States; which was referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented a petition, in the form of resolutions adopted
by the Federated Tnuﬁ Assembly of Duluth, Minn., praying for
the passage of Senate bill No. 418, concerning the trial and pun-
ishment of contempts in the United States courts; which was
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also nted a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of
Dauluth, . ramonstratmwmt the construction of a bridge
across the Detroit River; which was referred to the Committee

ry
He ﬂm a petition, in the form of resolutions adopted
by the Forestry Association, praying for the enact-

ttee | on the Judiciary.
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ment of legislation extending our forest reserves; which was re- | reported it with_;mendmants, and moved that it be printed, and,
ferred to Select Committee on Forest Reservations and the | wath the nooo:;ggnng papers, referred to the Committee on Ap-
Protection of Game, propriations; which was agreed to.

He also presented the memorial of Peter H. Christenson and
sundry other citizens of Minnesota; the memorial of Christian
Johnson and sundry other citizens of Minnesota; the memorial of
Peter A. Hanson and sundry other citizens of Minnesota; the me-
morial of R. W. Croskrey and sundry other citizens of Minnesota;
the memorial of Hans Jansen and sundry other citizens of Min-
nesota; thememorial of George McCrady and sundry other citizens
of Minnesota; the memorial of F, E. Run and sundry other citi-
zens of Minnesota: the memorial of J. H. Behrens and sundry
other cifizens of Minnesota; the memorial of V. G. Bryant and
sundry other citizens of Minnesota; the memorial of Joseph John-
son and sundry other citizens of Minnesota; the memorial of M.
B. Van Kirk and sundry other citizens of Minnesota; the memo-
rial of G. G. Mattson and sundry other citizensof Minnesota; the
memorial of W.J. Newton and sundry other citizens of Minne-
sota; the memorial of Josiah Wood and sundry other citizens of
Minnesota, and the memorial of Louis Anderson and sundry other
citizens of Minnesota, remonstrating inst the enactment of a
Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which were re-
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of Seth F. Chambers and
30 other citizens of Cold Spring, N. J., and a petition of Cold
Spring Council, No. 1383, Junior Order United American Mechan-
ics, of Cold Spring, N. J., praying for the passage of the so-called
Stone immigration bill; which were referred to the Committee on

igration.

Mr. VEST presented resolutions adoFted at a meeting of the
Enrolled Missouri Militia, held at Gallatin, Mo., March 7, 1896,

favoring the enactment of a general pension law gran a pen-
gion of month to all soldiers of the late war, mc?:.gng the
Enrolled Missouri Militia, and all who were in the six months’

service who served ninety days and were honorably discharged,
and also to the widows and orphans of such as may be deceased;
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of 5. Anderson, of Talley
Cavey, Pa., and a petition of sundry citizens of Pennsylvania,

ng for the tion of the proposed religious amendment to
the Constitution of the United States; which were referred to the
Comimittee on the Judiciary.

Mr. DANIEL presented a memorial of the Chamber of Com-
merce of Norfolk, Va., remonstraﬁnglaiainn ac in thelaws
affecting the present pilot system; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Commerce,

He also presented the petition of W. P. , E. L. Crockett,
W. F. Doran, and sundry other citizens of Virginia, praying for
the adoption of tl}':froposed religious amendment to the Consti-
tution of the United States; which was referred to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

He also presented a petition of the faculty of Randolph-Macon
College, Ashland, Va., praying for the establishment of a %erma
nent board of arbitration between Great Britain and the United
fitatas; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela-

ons,

He also presented the petition of James Wilson, Timothy Casey,
John Moriarty, and Thomas F. Stanford, of Danville, Va., pray-
ing for the passage of Senate bill No. 1600, to amend chapter 67,
volume 23, of the Statutes at Large of the United States; which
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom
was referred the bill (S. 805) to provide for the rank, pay, and
emoluments of retired officers of the United States Army, sub-
mitted an adverse re thereon; which was agreed fo, and the
bill was postponed indefinitely.

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom
was referred the bill (8. 1980) for a relief light vessel on the Pa-
;:ti;ﬂc Coast, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report

ereon.

Mr. WOLCOTT, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce,
to whom was referred the bill (S.2027) to amend an act entitled
“*An act to promote the safety of employees and travelers upon
railroads by compelling common carriers engaged in interstate
commerce to equip their cars with antomatic couplers and con-
tinuous brakes and their locomotives with driving-wheel brakes,
and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1893, reported it with-
out amendment.

Mr. ELKINS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom
was referred the bill (S.814) for the relief of Eunice Tripler,
widow of Charles 8. Tripler, reported it withont amendment, and
submitted a r thereon.

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom
wasreferred the amendment submitted by Mr, TELLER on the 11th
instazt intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill,

iati

. NELSON, from the Committee on ITmprovement of the
Mississippi River and its Tributaries, to whom were referred the
following petitions, asked to be disc from their further
consideration, and that they be referred to the Committee on
Commerce; whiell was d to:

A petition of the of Trade of Stillwater, Minn., praying
that an appropriation be made for the protection of the harbor
and lake fronts of said city; and

A mﬁﬁon of sundry citizens of South Sioux City, Nebr., pray-
ing that a special appropriation be made to protect encroachment
of the Missouri River.

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
whom was referred the bill (8. 828) for the relief of Richard S.
g‘a lq:'élreported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed in-

e y-

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
bill (S. 1598) for the relief of Richard L. Taylor, late private
Company F, Fifty-first Illinois Volunteers, reported adversely
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely.

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co-
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3462) to regulate
the business of storage in the District of Columbia, reported it
with an amendment,

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. TELLER on the
4th instant concerning the issue of rations and supplies to all
Southern Ute Indians to whom lands have been allotted, etc., in-
tended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, reported it
with amendments, and moved that it be referred to the Committee
on Ap{ﬂ:opria.ﬁons, and that it be printed; which was to.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
amendment submitted by himself on the 11th instant concerning
the claim of the Fond du Lac band of Chip(giwa Indians, of Lake
Superior, intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill,
reported it favorably, and moved that it be referred to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations; which was agreed to.

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was
referred the bill (H. R. 6936) for the reconstruction of the Rock
Island Bridge, reported it without amendment, and submitted a
report thereon.

e also, from the Committes on Claims, to whom was referred
the bill (8, 484) for the relief of William F. Wilson, reported it
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
whom was referred the bill (S. 807) for the relief of Richard H.
Marsh, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed
to, and the bill was Eostponed indefinitely.

Mr. HAWLEY. The bill (8.2324) to relieve John McCarthy
from the charge of desertion was referred to the Committee on
Military Affairs, - Thatcommittee asks to be excused from its fur-
ther consideration, and that it be sent to the Committee on Naval
Affairs. It pertains to service in the Navy.

The ﬁaﬁ)‘rt was agreed to.

Mr. CHELL of Wisconsin, to whom was referred the bill

(H.R.1499) to correct the muster of Lieut. Gilman L. Johnson,
rted it without amendment, and submitted a re; ort thereon.

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Pensions, to
whom was referred the bill (S.2085) granting a pension to Julia
D. Richardson, reported it without amendment, and submitted a
report thereon.

. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was
referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 2d instant
intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill,
reported it with amendments, and moved that it be printed, and,
with the accompznying papers. referred to the Committee on
Appropriations; which was agreed to.

GAS BUOYS IN THE ST. LAWRENCE RIVER,
Mr, FRYE. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, to

whom was referred the bill (S. 2114) establishing gas buoys in the
St. Lawrence River, to report it favorably with an amendment.
Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous conaanttLt the bill may be taken

up for é)resent consideration.
Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read for information.
The Secretary read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, efo., That the Becretary of the Treasury be, and is hereb;

authorized and directed to establish mgaa buoys at orricar the tollowingf
named in the S5t. Lawrence River: One at Charity Shoals, one at
Feather! Shoals, one at Rock Island Point, one near tl{e Sisters Island
II&E_I;% :ge at Sunken Rock, one at Bay State Shoals, and one at the Lower

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York asks
unanimons consent for the present consideration of the bill which
has just been read
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Mr. MILLS. Isit a measure reported from the Committee on
Commerce?

Mr. HILL. It is just reported.

Mr. FRYE. Itisabill to which I think there ean be no i-
ble objection. It is recommended by the Light-House Boa.rg

T. S. I have no objection to it. I merely wanted to
know if it had been reported.

There being mo objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. .

The amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in thelast
line of the bill, to strike out the word *‘ and " where it first ap-
pears, and after the word ¢ Narrows” to insert ‘“and one at en-
trance upper harbor Ogdensburg.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

DISTRICT STREET RAILWAY FRANCHISES,

Mr. HARRIS., I am directed by the Committee on the District
of Columbia to report back favorably the concurrent resolution
of the House of Representatives referred to that committee day
before yesterday, and I ask the unanimons consent of the Senate
that it Ee now considered. Itisa resolution of asingle pmq{sph

The concurrent resolution was read and agreed to, as follows

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate coneurring), That there
be printed and bound into one convenient volume, at the Government Print-
ing Office,all the various acts of Congressrelating tostreet-railway franchises
in the District of Columbia; and that 200 copiesof the same shall be furnished
for the use of the Senate, 400 copies for the use of the House of Representa-
tives, and 2,500 oo‘iliss for the use of and distribution by the Commissioners of
the District of Columbia.

Mr.HARRIS. Thereis nowon theCalendar the joint resolution

5. R. 14) to compileand publish thelaws relating tostreet-railway

nchises in the District of Columbia, which was reported a

m?:lth ago. I move that the joint resolution be postponed indefi-
nitely.

The motion was agreed to.

PRINTING OF BULLETIN ON APICULTURE.

Mr. HALE. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, to
whom were referred the amendments of the House of Representa-
tives to the concurrent resolution of the Senate providing for the
printing of 15,000 copies of the bulletin on apiculture, to report
it back and move concurrence in the House amendments.

The amendments of the House of Representatives were read and
concurred in, as follows:

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, March 9, 1896,

Resolved, That the foragoing concurrent resolution of the Senate “&n-ovid-
ing for the printing of 15,000 copies of the bulletin on apiculture’ do pass,
th the following amendments:
Line 2, strike out * fifteen " and insert ** twenty.”
Line 6, strike out “and.” S ’
Line T, art?r the wg&d M Se‘:,mt.e." insert “and 5,000 copies for the use of the

A U s et “Providing for the printing of 20,000 copi

n @ e 80 as = ,

of t.]?‘:aa'bnllet\in of apiculture.” o < Sepaes
THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD,

Mr, HALE. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, to
whom was referred the amendment of the House of Representa-
tives to the joint resolution (8. R. 72) directing the Public Printer
to supplir the Senate and House libraries each with 20 additional
copies of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, to report it favorably and
move that it be concurred in.

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 3 of
the title, to strike out ** 20" and insert **10”; so as to make the title
read: **A joint resolution directing the Public Printer to supply
the Senate and House libraries each with 10 additional copies of
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.”

The amendment was concurred in.

GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE BUILDING.

Mr. HALE presented a report of operations by Col. John M.
‘Wilson, Corps of Engineers, upon repairs and enlargementof the
Government Printing Office and the erection of a fireproof build-
ing upon the site of the Government Printing Office stables under
the Chief of Engineers during the month of February, 1896; which
was ordered to be printed.

HARBOR AT CLEVELAND, OHIO.

Mr, NELSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce,
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 133) directing
the Secretary of War to submit estimates for necessary repairs at
Cleveland Harbor, to report it without amendment, and 1 ask for
its present consideration.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution.

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend-
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was

referred the joint resolution (S. R. 95) directing the Secretary of

War to submit estimates for necessary repairs at Cleveland Har-
bor, reported adversely thereon; and the joint resolution was post-
poned indefinitely.

OBSOLETE CANNON BALLS,

Mr. PALMER. I am directed by the Committee on Milimg
Affairs, towhom were referred thebill (S. 611) donating condemn;
cannon and cannon balls to the Michigan Soldiers’ Home, and the
bill (8. 745) donating condemned cannon and cannon balls to the
New Hampshire Soldiers’ Home, to report them back with a sub-
stitute which has the effect of a general law for both the bills. I
call the attention of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GAL~
LINGER] and the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] to the
fact that in the opinion of the Chief of Ordnance the proposed
general law that I report as a substitute will serve the purposes of
both these bills.

Mr. GALLINGER. Iinquire of the Senator from Illinois if I
understood him correctly to state that a general law has been re-
ported covering this matter? :

Mr. PALMER. It is now reported with these bills. The Chief
of Ordnance furnished the draft of a bill which in his judgment
covers not only these two bills, but all others of like character.

Mr. GALLINGER. I am gratified to know that fact. I think

itisa p};l{}er measure. . ;

The (S. 2489) to authorize the Secretary of War to deliver
obsolete or nnserviceable cannon balls to m of the National
Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers was r twice by its title.

Mr. PALMER. There is a law now which authorizes the de-
livery of condemned cannon to all these homes. Application has
been made for obsolete cannon balls by the homes, to be used for
mere ornamental purposes. The purpose of the bill is to anthorize
the Secretary of War to deliver such cannon balls. The existing
law provides for the delivery of condemned cannon.

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest to the Senator from Illinois that
unfortunately this bill will not reach the home that I have in mind,
It is a State home.

Mr. PALMER. The bill provides also for State homes.

Mr. GALLINGER. The title does not so indicate. I hope it
does.

Mr. HALE. Let me state that the Senate has already passed a
bill authorizing both the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the
Navy to give or loan condemned cannon or cannon balls to any of
these homes, and tosoldiers’ monument associations, and to munic-
ipalities. That bill is now before the House. It can do no harm
to this measure, toe, but it will not perhaps be needed.

. PALMER. May I ask the Secretary to read the communi-
cation from General Flagler, which will furnish all the informa-
tion that is in my possession? It will be found among the papers
accom%a‘giing the bill. ; ]

Mr. E. I do not object to the bill at all.

Mr. PALMER. I desire that it shall be understood.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated.

The Secretary read as follows:

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ORDNANCE,
UNITED STATES ARMY,
Washington, D. C., January 6, 1396,

B1ir: I have the honor to return herewith Senate bills 611 and 745, donating
condemned cannon and cannon balls to the Michigan and New Hampshire
Soldiers' Homes, with report that there is already on the statute booksa gen-
eral law that anthorizes the issue of two obsolete guns to the National Homes
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, and also to the State homes for soldiers and
sailors (volume 25, 657, Statutes at Large). So that, so far as the cannon
are concerned, these bills are unnecasaar&.] ;

But these bills provide for the issue of 100 cannon balls, and the general law
mentioned above does not provide for the issue of any cannon balls.

The cannon balls are on hand and can be supplied, if Congress anthorizes
theissue. Toaccomplish thisit wonld be necessary that these two bills should
be enacted into law, and the portions of the bills relating to the guns, bein,
unnecessary, should be stricken out. Asitis equally desirable, however, thai
all the other national and State homes shonglﬁ receive cannon balls, as pro-

in these bills, T submit and recommend for favorable action the fnlﬂ)wA
ing draft of a bill which will accomplish this purpose, and recommend that it
be substituted for Senate bills 611 and 745, viz:

“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States
of America in Congress assembled, That the S%’cretary of War be, and hereby
is, anthorized and directed, subject to such regulations as he may preseribe,
to deliver to any of the National Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers al-
ready established or hereafter established, and toany of the State homes for
soldiers and sailors, or either, now or hereafter duly established and main-
tained under Stave authority, such obsolete or nnserviceable cannon balls as
may be on d undi of, not exceeding 100 to any one home, for orna-
mental purposes.

Very respectfully, D. W. FLAGLER,
Brigadier-General, Chief of Ordnance.
The SECRETARY OF WAR.

Mr. PALMER. I askunanimous consent that the bill may be
now considered.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

The was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, the title was amended so asto
read: ““A bill to anthorize the Secretary of War to deliver obso-
lete or unserviceable cannon balls to any of the National or State
Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers,”
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee will be discharged
from the further consideration of the two bills reported by the
Senator from Illinois,

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2490) to amend an act en-
titled ““An act to establish a national park at Gettysburg, Pa.,”
approved on the 11th day of February, 1895; which was read
%cg by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military

airs.

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 2491) to increase the pen-
sion of Louisa E. Baylor, widow of Thomas G. Baylor, late a col-
onel of the United States Army; which was read twice by its
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 2492) authorizing the pur-
chase of a site for a building for the accommodation of the Su-
preme Court of the United States; which was read twice by its
gtle, a.gd referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and

rounds.

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2493) granting an increase
of genﬂion to Albert Flanders; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also introduced a bill (S. 2494) restoring a pension to Michael
Carron; which wasread twice by its title, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

He also introduced a bill (8. 2495) restoring a pension to Oliver
R. Goodwin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to
the Committee on Pensions.

He also introduced a bill (8. 2496) to remove the ¢ e of de-
sertion from the military record of James B. Jordan; which was
ie&d.twim by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military

airs.

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2497) to confer jurisdiction
upon the Court of Claims to adjudicate a claim of the heirs of
John Bowling, deceased, and to remove the bar of the statnte of
limitations therefrom; which was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Claims.

He also introduced a bill (8. 2498) to permit the Home Tele-
phone Company of Washington, D. C., to install, maintain, and
operate a telephone and telegraph plant and exchange in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was read twice
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (8. 2499) to amend
an act entitled “*An act to incorporate the Washington and Great
Falls Electric Railway Company”; which was read twice by its
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia.

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2500) to remove the charge of
desertion from the record of Charles T. Hurd, formerly a lands-
man in the United States Navy; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Mr. WALTHALL introduced a bill (8. 2501) for the relief of
James Sims, of Marshall County, Miss.; which was read twice by
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims,

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (8. 2502) making appro-
riation for the purpose of grading, graveling, and guttering
hode Island avenue from Fourth street NE. to Twelfth street

NE.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia.

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (8. 2503) for the relief of Addi-
son A. Hosmer; which was read twice by its title, and, with the
acoomlﬁsgg_in ﬁaper, referred to the Committee on Public Lands.

Mr. SBROUGH introduced a bill (8. 2504) to incorporate
the Maritime Canal of North America, and for other purposes;
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee
on Commerce.

Mr. NELSON introduced a joint resolution (8. R. 98) directing
the Secretary of War to submit a plan and estimates for the
repairs and maintenance of the harbor at Stillwater, Minn.; which
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on
Commerce,

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I introduce a joint resolution
which I ask may be read by title and referred to the Committee
on Commerce. If the Senate will allow me one word before
introducing the joint resolution, I will state that it is a joint reso-
Intion proposing that not exceeding $20,000 of the money hereto-
fore appropriated for the construction of the canals and locks at
the Ca.sca&as of the Columbia be used for the pu;-gosa of erecting
necessary protecting walls not technically included in the contract
and which are absolutely necessary in order that that great work
can be opened to traffic immediately. I make the request of the
committee that the joint resolution be submitted to the War De-
partment for report.

Mr, FRYE. Does the joint resolution provide that the consent
of she contractors shall be obtained?

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It does.

The joint resolution (8. R.99) authorizing the immediate use of
a portion of the unexpended balance of appropriations heretofore
made for construction of canal and locks at the Cascades of the
Columbia River in construction of protecting walls necessary to
the opening of said canal and locks to navigation was read twice
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce.

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS,

Mr. BARKER submitted an amendment intended to be E)mposed
by him to the Post-Office appropriation bill; which was referred to
the (g:énmittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be
printed.

Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed IiJf
him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill;
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and
ordered to be printed.

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appro-
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria-
tions, and ordered to be printed.

PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE ON THE VIRGINIUS CASE.

Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed fo:
Resolved, That Executive Document B of the special session of the Senate,

being a mem? of the President of the United States, of March 15, 1875, in
relation to the Virginius case, be reprinted for the use of the Senate.

CLAIMS FOR BARRACKS AND QUARTERS.

Mr. LINDSAY. Isubmita resolution, and ask unanimous con-
sent for its present consideration.

The resolution was read, as follows:

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be,and he is hereby. directed
to canse the proper accounting officers of the Treasury to reexamine Treasury
settlementagroﬁ. 9695, 150, and 9660, being claims for barracks and quarters cer-
tified to Congress for appropriations in House Document No. 234, Fifty-third
Congress, third session, for the payment of which no appropriations have
been made; and if found correct to report the same to Congress at as earlya
day as practicable at the present session.

The Senate, by unanimouns consent, proceeded to consider the
resolution.

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. This is an original resolution, I
understand? :

Mr. LINDSAY. Itis.

Mr. PLATT. I think it has been customary wherea claim has
once been acted upon and reported to Congress to ask that it be
reexamined.

Mr. LINDSAY. These claims have been acted upon.

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That hasbeen therule. I wanted
to know if this came within the rule; that is all.

The resolution was agreed to.

CALUMET RIVER BRIDGE.

Mr.CULLOM. Iaskleaveont of order,in view of the fact that
Iam cor]nﬁ)elled to attend the Committee on Appropriations, to call
up the bill (5. 2251) to authorize the construction of a bridge across
the Calumet River,

Mr.CALL. IhopetheSenator from Illinois will allow the order
of resolutions to be called. There is a resolution on the table
which I should like to have acted upon. I do not think it will
take any time.

Mr.CULLOM. Thisbill will take no longer time than the read-
in% of it. I hope it will be taken up.

here being no objection, the Senate,as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

THE WASHINGTON GAS LIGHT COMPANY.

Mr, CALL. I ask for the consideration of the resolution sub-
mitted by me afew days ago and which comes over from yesterday.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the
resolution of the Senator from Florida, coming over from a pre-
vious day. The resolution will be read.

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CALL on the
9th instant, as follows:

Resolved by the Senate, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be,
and is hereby, directed to obtain from the Washington Gas Light Compan
and report to the Senate a statement under oath showing the ambunt of cm!g
on hand on the 1st day of January, 1895, including money on deposit in banks
and elsewhere; also a statement of the money received from consumers of
gas; also how much money received from other sources; each to ba given
separately; also the disbursements of money, and for what purpose; also the
amount of money at the close of business on the 3lst of December, 1895, in-
cluding money in bank and elsewhere.

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

Mr. HOAR. What is the resolution?

Mr. CALL. I will state to the Senator from Massachusetts that
the resolution was introduced by request of a large number of
persons in the District here who are interested in the subject of
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the fu.a lighting of the District and the new proposals for improv-
ing the lighting here.
: . It simply asks for information.
lgtl;e;EIOAR Let it be read. Was it reported from a com-
mi

Mr. CULLOM. It was not.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be again read.

The Secretary again read the resolution.

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the resolution by adding the
following:

And also to report to the SBenate such further facts in regurd to the man-

£ t of the busi of supplying the citizens of Washington with gas
and the price thereof as they may deem material for action by the Senate.

Mr. CALL. I accept that amendment.

Mr. HAWLEY. Isuggestanother amendment,tobe put either
in the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts or in the
original resolution of the Senator from Florida, by inserting * and
also the prices paid for coal.”

Mr. HOAR. That is “material ” and would be included in the
amengment I have offered; but I have no objection to it, and ac-

t it.
r. CALL. I haveno objection to that amendment.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, theresolution will
be modified as indicated by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr.
Hoar] and the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAwLEY].

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment be read from the desk as it
now stands,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will beread.

The SECRETARY. Add at the end of the resolution:
e e e S A e e

ns
and the price thereof as tho;u ngglyyidne%m m:%eriai for action the Benngt:,s
and also the prices paid for coal.

Mr. HOAR. The words ““and also the prices paid for coal”
should come in before the words ‘‘ as they may deem material.” I
g}:.g%est that there be also inserted ‘*and the illuminating power

the

Mr.

as so furnished.”
. WOLCOTT. I should like to have the enfire resolution
read as it will read with the modifications which have been made.
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution as modified will be

read.
The Secretary read the resolution as modified, as follows:

Resolved by the Senate, That the Committeeon the District of Columbia be,
and is hereby, directed to obtain the Washington Gas Light Company
and report to the Senate a statement under oath showing the amount

cash on hand on the Ist day of January, 1885, including money on deposit in
banks and elsewhere; also a statement of the money received from con-

sumers of gas; also how m&gz money received from other sources; each to

be given ¥; disbursements of money,and for what pur-
pose: also the amount of money at the close of business on the 3lst of De-
cember, 1885, including money in bank and elsewhere; and also to report to
the Senate such further facts in regard to the manag t of the busi

of supplying the citizens of Washington with gas, also the price thereof, also
the pnmg:d for coal, and also the illuminating power of the gas so fur-
npished, as they may deem material for action by the Senate.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Isuggest that this resolution had better be
printed and go over until to-morrow. Ififis intended to cover
an invest'ﬁatmn as to all the materials used in the production of
gas, the illuminating power, etc., I shonld not think the resolu-
tions drastic enongh to accomplish the purpose.

Mr. CALL. I have no objection to that suggestion.

Mr. SHERMAN., I think the resolution should go over.

Mr., WOLCOTT. My only desire is to help to perfect it; that
is all.

Mr. CALL. I have no objection to the resolution going over.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. _

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CHAPELL,
one of its clerks, announced that the House agreed to the
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3265) donating con-
demned cannon and four pyramids of condemned cannon balls to
Stone River Post, No. 74, Grand Army of the Republic, Sedan,

The n also announced that the Hounse had passed the
following bill and joint resolution: :

A bill (8. 818) for the relief of Halvor K. Omlie, of Homen,
N. Dak.; and

A joint resolution (8. R. 47) relating to the Federal census.

The message further announced that the House had passed the
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the

te:

A bill (H. R. 900) to provide for the payment of the claim of
William H. Mahoney; k ;

A bill (H. R. 2290) to provide for the time and place of holding
the terms of the United States circuit and district courts in the
State of South Dakota;

A bill (H. R. 5229) for the relief of George H. Lott;

A bill (H. R. 5979) for the right of the k Island, Muscatine
and Southwestern Railway Company to build a bridge across the

Tllinois and Mississippi Canal;

A bill (H. R. 6304) to authorize the construction of a bridge
across the Tennessee River at Knoxville, Tenn.;

A bill (H. R. 6505) to revive and reenactan act to anthorize the
construction of a bridge across the Arkansas River, connecting
Little Rock and Argenta;

A bill (H. R. 6614) making appropriations for the service of the
Pogt-omoe Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897;
an

A bill (H. R. 7127) to provide for printing and binding for the
Navy Department.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED.

_ The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had
signed the enrolled bill (S. 1823) to inc rate the Convention of
the Protestant Episcopal Church of the Diocese of Washington;
and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President.

CLAIMS OF UNITED STATES AND TENNESSEE,

Mr. HARRIS. I ask unanimons consent of the Senate to con-
gider at this fime Senate joint resolution 91. I will state briefly
that it is a joint resolution authorizing the Attorney-General, the
Secretary of the Treasury, and the of War to meet
three commissioners appointed by the State of Tennessee for the
&urpose of investigating and repo upon certain claims of the

overnment of the United States against the State of Tennessee
and certain claims of the State of Tennessee against the Govern-
ment of the United States. I desire thatthe joint resolution shall
be now considered, and will say that if it consumes any time in
debate I will withdraw the request.

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to call up, after action is had upon
the joint resolution referred to by the tor from Tennessee, the
conference ri before the Senate on the resolutions in regard to
Cuba, on which the Senator from New York [Mr. HiLL] thinks
he has a meritorions claim to the floor; and I will yield to that
with pleasure. After he is throngh, I intend to press for action
upon the conference report, and give notice that from this time
forward I shall seek as early a vote as possible upon the adoption
of the re and the of the resolutions.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee asks
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the joint res-
olution named by him. Is there objection?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution (S.R.91) pro-
viding for the adjustment of certain claims of the United States
against the State of Tennessee and certain claims of the State of
Tennessee against the United States.

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend-
ment, ordered to be engr for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

The preamble was agreed to.

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED,

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles,
and referred to the Committee on Commerce:

A bill (H. R.5979) for the right of the Rock Island, Muscatine
and Southwestern Railway Company to build a bridge across the
Ilinois and Mississippi Canal;

A bill (H. R. 6304) to authorize the construction of a bridge
across the Tennesses River at Knoxville, Tenn.; and

A bill (H. R. 6505) to revive and reenact an act to authorize the
construction of a bridge across the Arkansas River, connecting
Little Rock and A: ta.

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and
referred to the Committee on Appropriations:

A bill (H. R. 6614) making appropriations for the service of the
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1897;

and

A bill (H. R. 7187) to provide for printing and binding for the
Navy Deﬂ;l)artment. S i g

The bill (H. R. 800) to provide for the payment of the claim of
William H. Mahoney was read twice by its title, and referred to
the Committee on Finance.

The bill (H. R, 2290) to provide for the time and place of holding
the terms of the United States circuit and district conrtsin the
State of South Dakota was read twice by its title, and referred to
the Committee on the Judiciary. :

The bill (H. R. 5228) for the relief of George H. Lott was read
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and
Post-Roads.

WAR IN CUBA.

Mr. SHERMAN. Inow move that the Senate proceed fo the
consideration of the conference report on the Cuban resolution.
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the
Senator from Ohio.
The motion was to.
Mr.HILI. Mr. ident, I shall vote against concurring in the
report of the conference committee. The few remarks which 1
submit are intended more as an explanation of the vote which.
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I shslll egivra than as any elaborate argument upon the questions
involved.

Permit me at the outset to state to the Senate the precise parlia-
mentary status. Unless we are entirely satisfied with these three
distinct resolutions, we must vote to nonconcur. They are not
now in a situation to be amended; they can not be altered; they
can not be changed; no instructions can be given in regard to
them. The only question upon which we are permitted to vote
under the present parliamentary situation is whether we agree or
disagreetothis erencereport. Ishall vote againstconcurring,
because I object to the terms of the third resolution. I base my
objection upon that third resolution only. Let me proceed to
examine it. I will read it:

Resolved, That the United States has not intervened in struggles between
any European Governments and their colonies on this continent; but from
the very close relations between the le of the United States and those
of Cuba, in consequence of its proximity and the extent of the commerce be-
tween the two pecgﬂas, the present war is entailing such losses upon the peo-

le of the United States that 88 is of owun that the Government of
Ehe United States should be rtrepared to protect the legitimate interests of
our citizens, by intervention if necessary.

I shall vote inst concurring in the conference report to the
end that, if it be di to, we may then proceed to strike
out the third resolution by appropriate parliamentary methods.
There are several ways in which that can be done, if the report
ghall be di to. Itisnot necessary thatl should now specify
them. To disagree to the conference report is the only way in
which we can now change the terms of these resolutions.

. ‘Let me read the first part of the third resolution. It is as fol-
OWs:

Resolved, That the United States has not intervened in stru

any European Governments and their colonies on this continen

In order to understand what that resolution means, we must
understand what the word ‘intervention” means. If, as here
used, it means that we have not interfered by taking a hostile
part in the struggles between European governments and their
colonies on this continent, then it states the truth. I do not un-
derstand that any reason exists why that fact should be reiterated
in this connection; but if it means that we have not at any time
intervened in the sense of recognizing those colonies as belliger-
ents, it is not trne. If it means that we have not interfered by
recognizing the independence of those colonies, it is not true. It
all depends upon what is meant by the word *‘intervention.”

We did intervene years ago when g?mq was having conflicts
with its colonies in this hemisphere. e did intervene by recog-
nizing them as igerents. e did more than that. e Tecog-
nized their independence. Therefore something more must have
‘been meant when the House of Representatives adopted the word
“intervened” in this connection.

I need not remind the Senate that this is not one of its resolu-
tions. The Senate abandoned the two resolutions which had
passed the Senate—abandoned them without the firing of a gun
and with little consultation—and surrendered to the House of
Representatives and adopted these three resolutions, to the third
of which I now object. Therefore I say at the ontset that in the
sense in which it must be used here, there is intended something
more than intervention by the recognition of belligerency, some-
thing more than infervention by the recognition of independence.
It probably means to declare that we have not intervened by tak-
ing a hostile part in the struggle, by actively aiding with arms
and men and money one side or the other. Mr, President, I ob-

les between

ject to that part of the resolution as unnecessary. It has no con-
nection, necessarily, with the subject.

‘What follows? ese words follow at the end:

That the Government of the United States should be to protect

the legitimate interests of our citizens by intervention, if necessary.

What intervention? Not the intervention mentioned before;
not the intervention mentioned in the first line of the third reso-
lution, because it says ‘‘the United States has not intervened.”
It does not mean intervention by recognition as belligerents; it
does not mean recognition of ind: dence. It means something
more. We are to intervene not by those methods; but if it has
any legitimate meaning at all, it means that this country is to
takean active and hostile part in the struggle between Spain and
its colony of Cuba.

Mr. President, an unnecessary resolution is an unwise one.
This is an unnecessary resolution. It is subject to double con-
struction; it is liable to misinterpretation; it will breed mischief
in the future. All that the Senate intended to do the other day
when it passed its resolutions, for which I voted, was to declare
two points; first, that a state of war existed between Spain and
its colony of Cuba which, in our opinion, warranted the r i-
tion of the insurgents as belligerents; second, that the kind offices
of this Government should be extended to the end of securing in-
dependence. We need not have gone further; we ought not to
batv;a gone further. This resolution, as I say, is likely to compli-
cate us.

‘What is meant by this term ** intervention™? We havealready

declared that we think the Cubans should be recognized as bel-
ligerents: we have already expressed our opinion that the Presi-
dent should exercise his friendly offices to the end that Cuban
independence may occur in the future. Therefore this interven-
tion means something different from that. It may mean war. I
suggest that it is an unwise step for us to take. Let the future
take care of itself. Let us declare where we stand to-day, and
not anticipate events.

This resolution is subject to another objection. It reads:

The Government of the United States should be prepared to protect
legitimate interests of our citizens by intervention. ¥ bo e

It sounds too much like a threat, too much like buncombe. If
weindorse the general proposition that this Government should
be prepared to do whatever is necessary, it means little or noth-
i course it follows that we should always do whatever is
actually necessary. Do we mean simply to utter a truism, that
this Government intends to do whatever is necessary? Whatever
ought to be done, of course, we should do. If this mere declara-
tion has any meaning whatever, it means more than that. That
is the reason it is mischievous. Let us be frank with ourselves;
let us be frank to Spain; let us be frank to Cuba; let us not deceive
either parti to this controversy. What does it mean? * Should
o B Deoptiibs, o natoeary: e By HOE. et th repa

e preparation, if necessary, y bi et the Ta-
tion be made, not by mere declaration, not by ex parte stalbjements.
If it means that we should increase our Navy, if it means that we
should increase our Army, let us proceed by bill duly introduced,
fgt which the I:t"roesident thebUniteﬂ States can become a party;

us proceed to prepare, not by threatening preparations, not
idle boasts of preparation, but by legit.image bﬁ Let us rag
the necessary revenue, let us prepare for action by bill. What
are we going to be prepared for? Let us see:

To protect the legitimate interests of our citizens,

Let me suggest that hardlg anyone would think of protecti
their illegitimate interests. t interests? Not their lives; nrﬁ
their safety; not their comfort; but their moneyed interests.
‘““Protect” their ‘‘interests” means moneyed interests, because
the resolution in its words just immediately preceding speaks of
**losses upon the people of the United States.”

We are, then, to intervene, not on the score of humanity—this
resolution does not place our intervention upon any such high
ground—not for the purpose of stopping bloodshed; not for Ii
erty’s sake; not because we want to heltg along free institutions.
Oh, no; no such words are used. But the third resolution says:

The Government of the United Sta
legitimate interests of our citizens— ok Berid De pivisce) m Jaofocs e

Because—
the present war is entailing such losses upon the people of the United Statea.

Mr. President, this is basing our proposed action upon a ve
low ground, If there must be intervention in the form in whie
this third resolution states, whatever it may mean, let it be placed
upon some higher ground than the mere losses to some of the busi-
ness inferests of our country; let it be put upon the broad gronnd
of stopping bloodshed; let it be put upon the broad ground of doing
something for a people struggling to be free; let us put it upon
the ground of our sympathy with the establishment o?republics,
Lut do not put it upon the low ground that we are losing a few
dollars by this contest between Stﬁlin and Cuba.

I know that it is said: * Well, this action amounts to nothing;
we only propose to interfere if necessary; that is all the resolution
says.” nnn resolution is an unwise one, as I have
said, for what it eventually proposes is not stated, and we have to
guess at it.

Mr. President, I am not aware of any very great losses which
this Government is suffering on account of the war in Cuba. I
know I am besieged with telegrams from New York, People there
have seen this resolution, have seen the low ground that is pro-
posed to be occupied with regard to this question, and some of
them seem to think that this is a mere question of dollars and
cents, and that is all, and that we ought to stop passing resolu-
tions hereif such action affects some of our megchants in our cities.

I suppose if we proceed at all here we shonld proceed upon some
ground upon which we can stand, and not upon the ground that
some people trading with Cuba are being affected. I have a tele-
gram from New York. I shall not give the names of the very
respectable gentlemen who send it, but they hold high positions
in the commercial world. The telegram is as follows:

Present attitude of the United States toward Cuba serionsly aff com-
merce of New York with that island. Merchantsof Cuba are comhining to
boycott American ﬂﬁmduchm consequence of Congressional action, and have
cabled canceling all orders and shipments.

And the e_xgect me to base my vote upon a grave international
questionof right or wrong upon the mere point that some S%aniah
merchants in Cuba are boycotting my constituents in New York.
Mr. President, with all due respect to these gentlemen, our action
here should proceed upon higher ground, better ground, more ten-
able ground than this.
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Sir, you will recollect that in the daysof the American Revolu-
tion there were people who deplored war. Every great struggle
for independence has had its opponents who have fried to stop it
or to e advan of the incidents of war for the purpose of
realizing money. ou recollect that old s , that E:m will per-
mit me here to read, found in Wirt’s Life of Patrick Henry:

The case of John Hook, to which my correspondent alludes, is worthy of
insertion. Hook was a Scotchman, & man of wealth, and d of being
unfriendly to the American cause. During the distresses of the American
Army consequent on the joint invasion of 'wallis and Phillips in 1781, a
Mr. %mabla. an army commissary, had taken two of Hook's steers for
use of the troops. e act had not been strictly legal, and on the establish-
ment of peace, Hook, under the advice of Mr. (gowan a gentleman of some
distinetion in the law, thought p r to bring an action of agains
Hﬁvm in the district court of New London.

r' —

Patrick Henry, the great defender of liberty—

appeared for the defendant, and is said to have di ed himself in this
cause to the infinite enjoyment of his hearers, the ortunate Hook always
excepted. After Mr. Henry became animated in the cause, says a corre-
ent, he appeared to have complete control over the ions of his au-
ence. At one time he excited their indignation nst ﬁook. Vengeance
was visible in every countenance. in, when he chose to relax and ridicule
him, the whole audience was in aroar of laughter. He painted the distresses
of the American Army, exposed almost naked to the rTgor of a winter'ssky
and marking the frozen ground over which they ed with the blood of
their um;hodg feet. * Where was the man," he said, *who had an American
heart in his bosom, who would not have thrown open his fields, his barns, his
the doors of his house, the t)iaortals of his breast, to receive with open
arms the meanest soldier in that little band of famished patriots? Where
is the man? There it stands; but whe! the heart of an rican beats in
his bosom you pentlemen are to judge.” He then carried the jury, by the
powers of hha nation, to the plains around York, the surrender of
which had followed shortly after the act complained of. He depicted the sur-
render in the most glowing and noble colors of his eloquence. The audience
saw before their eves the humiliation and dejection of the British as they
outof their trenches. They saw the tr; uméahwhinh hted aggavary
patriotic face, and h e shouts of victory,and the cryof “ Washington
and liberty!” as it rung and echoed through the American ranks and was
reverberated from the hills and shores of the neighboring river. * But, hark!
what notes of discord are these which disturb the general joy and silence
the acclamations of victory? They are the notes of John Hook, hoarsely
bawling through the Amgll:i:an camp, ' Beef! beef! beef!””

Mr. President, in the years to come, when this resolution, if
passed, shall be exhibited to posterity as an incident in this great
crisis of our country’s affairs, it will be said that the American
Congress voted to intervene on the low ground that the war was
entailing such losses upon the people of the United States. In
other words, ‘‘ Beef! beef! beef!” again. For these reasons I am
opposed to the third section of the House resolutions which the
conference committee saw fit to adopt, and I shall vote against
them, in order that if the vote to concur shall be defeated we can
strike out the third resolution. If we want to be prepared for
whatever is necessary, while I see no necessity for declaring in ad-
vance what we are going to do or making any declaration upon
the subject, I repeat, let it be done by proper measures brought in
here without buncombe, without threat, without idle and empty
declarations. ] y

I am for the other two sections of the resolution. I voted for
the two resolutions which the Senate Feussed the other day, which
are substantially like these. I think I prefer possibly the Senate
resolutions, buf in substance they are the same and 1shall not re-
tract. I shall not take back that vote simply becaunse there may
be a little change of public sentiment or :I'Jecause some Spanish
students have trampled npon the American flag. Iamnotfright-
ened by any such occurrence.

‘What is the first resolution? It declares—

That in the opinion of Con, a state of public war exists in Cuba, the
parties to which are entitled to belligerent rights, and the United Etates
should preserve a strict neutrality between the belligerents.

I favor that resolution because it is an expression of the opinion
of Congress. Does not a state of war exist in Cuba to-day? I
know the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOoAR]
yesterday said, ‘“ What proof have we of the existence of war
there?” That country is full of reliable correspondents. Once in
a while there are to be found a few reliable correspondents, and
they are portraying every day in the newspapers of the country
the details of a great war existing there. The morning papers,
in which the press xeports are contained, state that one of the
generals of the insurgents is within a stone’s throw of the capital
of that country, the city of Habana.

Mr. President, it is idle to disgunise the situation. The consular
reports here show that a state of war exists. We can not shut
our eyes to what is apparent to us. The precise extent of the
war is not very material. The best information that I can obtain
is that the insurgents have three-gquarters of the island substan-
tially under their control. 'We mustdetermine this question from
such light as we have. :

I know it is said that we are embarrassing the Administration or
the executive department by the mhe resolution of opin-
ion. Idenyif. I think thatif the Administration thought that
the resolutions which have been pending before this body for
some time were antagonizing to and em rra.ssinﬁnthsm, s0me
one here upon this side of the Chamber would have knowledge of

the fact. I can not believe that the officials of this Government
would keep their own counsels so closely that no one would know
what the Administration desires.

Mr. President, we must determine this question from the facts
which are before us. We must determine it from just suchknowl-
edge as we have, from official reports, from newspapers, from the
ga.ga.zi.nes, from any source whatever from which it may come

us.

My distinguished friend the Senator from Massachusetts A
HoaRr] yesterday said in substance that this is an idle resolution,
He says it has no legal effect. He says that it is a Pickwickian
resolution. The reason why he so stated is that it is concurrent
in its form, and also because it expresses the opinion of Congress.

But a short time since we passed a resolution authorizing the
Judiciary Committee to examine the whole question as to the
legal effect of concurrent resolutions and whether all resolutions
ought not to be signed bﬁ the President. The distingnished chair-
man of the committee honored me by making me a member of
the subcommittee with himself, but without his usnal courtesy,
to which I bear cheerful testimony, he has concluded to deter-
mine the question all by himself, and yesterday he boldly declared
that this resolution was meaningless, of no effect, because the
President would not have to sign it. I sEf)poaed that was the
vent'egnestion which we were going to consult about as a subcom-
mittee. .

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from New York pardon me?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York
yield to,the Senator from Massachusetts?

Mr. HILL. Certainly.

Mr. HOAR. I do not understand that the question submitted
to the Committee on the Judiciary is the same proposition in re-
gard to which I expressed an EFinion yesterday, or that it has any-
thing to do with it. I certainly have no such understanding.

I am not interfering with the Senator from New York too much,
perhaps he will allow me to state my proposition.

Mr, HILL. I do not wish to tres upon the time of the Sen-
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who wm% es to follow me. Buf
1 will hear a question.

Mr. HOAR. No; I want to be permitted to point out to the
Senator, if he has no ob&'gction, that I think he misconceives the
arﬁment I made yesterday.

. HILL. The Senator from Massachusetts may groceed.

Mr. HOAR. My proposition was and is that this declaration,
by a concurrent resolution, has no legal effect whatever. It does
not relate at all to the question whether certain concurrent reso-
lutions may have legal effect without the signature of the Presi-
dent or whether they can be passed.

‘We have neutrality laws making it a highly penal offense to sell
arms to the insurgent subjects of a government with which we
are at peace unless they have been previously recognized as bel-
ligerents, and rendering the cargoes containing such arms or other
warlike assistance liable to seizure. Now, my proposition is that
a resolution by the two Houses of Congress, not assented to by the
President, declaring a state of belligerency, has no legal effect
whatever. So any citizen who, relyinﬁ on it, would do an act
to-morrow after its passage which would be unlawful yesterday,
would be liable still to all the penalties of trading with the insur-
gent subjects of a government with which we are at peace and
whose belligerency we have not acknowledged. That is the prop-

osition,
Mr. HILL. Does the Senator place his olpinion upon the ground
that the President has not si, the resolution of Congress?

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. If the President signs this resolution
of Congress or a resolution declaring belligerency, then an Amer-
ican citizen without committing a crime, as it is said, and I sup-

ose truly, by the Senators representing the Committee on Forei
lations, may sell arms and other munitions of war to the rebels,

Mr. HAWLEY. Or to the Spaniards.

Mr. HOAR. Or to the Spaniards.

Mr. MORGAN. He can do it now.

Mr. HOAR. Not to the insurgents.

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, yes.

Mr. HOAR. I do not so understand.

Mr. MORGAN. Unquestionably.

Mr. HOAR. We have been seizing ships.

Mr. HILL. I donot Eroguse at this time to enter npon the
question as to whether the signature of the President is necessary
in order to give validity to the resolution, because we seem to
agree upon that point, and I think the Senator, instead of reliev-
ing himself of the difficulty, has only added to it.

r. HOAR. Does the Senator claim that the law of the land
would be changed one particle by the passage of these resolutions
without the signature of the President?

Mr. HILL. After hearing the ar, ent of the Senator yester-
day, which was in accordance with my previous opinion upon
this subject, I am inclined to agree with him that this resolution
has no legal effect without the signature of the President, and,
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being a concurrent resolution, it will not be presented to the
President for that purpose.

Mr. HOAR. Very well.

Mr. HILL. 8o we have both separately, two members of the
committee, not jointly but concurrently, arrived at the same opin-
ion without any report.

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the indulgence of the Senator from
New York—

Mr. HILL. And in that view I now propose further to discuss
it and to show that it is a proper resolution under the circum-
stances. I will hear the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY],
however.

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator permit me for one moment, in
order that we may put this matter entirely right? I do not un-
derstand that the question submitted to the Judiciary Committee
is, whether a concurrent resolution like this would have validity
without the signature of the President. I do notsuppose there is
amember of this body who has a doubt in his mind upon that sub-
ject; possibly the Senator from Ala.lmmaI. [Mr. MoRGAN] may have,

but I do not suppose any others have. sgeak of the claim of the
Senator from Alabama about making war by act of Congress with-
out the President.

But I understood that the claim had been made, which I at one
time was inclined to 3u§port, that we could not pass a concurrent
resolution at all without the signature of the President, because
the Constitution says that every vote to which the assent of both
Houses is necessary shall be submitted to the President. So it was
claimed that where a statute says the two Houses of Congress may
join in ordering printing, still, notwithstanding the statute, we
must get the signature of the President to the concurrent resolu-
tion for printing, and so in regard to other public expenditures.

Mr. HILL. think I understand the Senator from Massa-
chusetts. :

Mr. HOAR. Now, I understand the question submitted to us
is, whether the signature of the President is essential in all cases
of concurrent resolutions or only as to those concurrent resolu-
tions to which the vote of the two Houses is constitutionally
necessary. It does not touch this question at all.

Mr. HILL. I do not think it wise to intermgt my remarks by
a discussion of this abstract question. The Senator, when he
reads my resolution, which the Senate adopted and which has
been referred to the Committee on the Judici and which we
are both considering separately from ome another, will find it

g’acisely as I have described it. I yield a moment to the Senator
om Delaware.
Mr. GRAY. I was merely going to ask the indulgence of the

Senator from New York that I might call to the attention of
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] some language he
used in his speech yesterday which I feared might be misleading,
as coming from the chairman of the Judiciary Committee of the
Senate, to the people of the United States who are interested in
these transactions that he described. He hassaid, and I think has
said truly, that perhaps this resolution, if it were passed, would
make no difference in the situation of those who are furnishi
arms to the insurgents in Cuba. But I think he has perhaps
either been misreported or inadvertently said what he is reported
as saying yesterday in these words:

If any unhappy manufacturer or maker of arms, encouraged by this resolu-
tion, s down to Mobile and sells them to a Cuban insurgent, or sends them

ew York, and sets up in his defense that his Government has declared
that those people are belligerents, he is liable to beindicted and convicted for
a breach o?egur neutrality laws next week, just as he would have been last
week before the resclution was passed.

What I want to call the attention of the Senator from Massa-
chusetts to is that statement of the law which I do not think,
when he comes to read it over, he will consider as reflecting his
real opinion in this matter. I should be sorryif the people of this
country should understand that an ordinary commercial venture
by any citizen of the United States, sending arms openly to Cuba,
if you please, selling them without disguise to an insurgent, is a
breach of our neutrality laws.

Mr. HOAR. Ididnotspeakof an ordinary commercial venture.
I spoke of ventures prohibited by the neutrality laws.

ﬁg. GRAY. I beg the Senator's pardon. I am very glad to
have given him an opbportunity of correcting the impression which

the country might obtain from the use of that langnage.

Mr. HOAR. I did not use the phrase *‘ ordinary commercial
venture,”

Mr, HILL. I do not think it wise to go off into a discussion of
the neutrality laws.

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President—

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York
yield to the Senator from California?

Mr. HILL. Certainly.

Mr. WHITE. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from
Massachusetts to the decision of the circuit court of appeals of the
United States for the ninth circuit, reported in the case of the
Itata (56 Federal Reporter), and also to the case decided by Judge

XXVIIT—171

Blatchfordin Florida, reported in 4 Benedict, and also to the opinion
of Attorney-General Speed, which I quoted the other day, all of
which go to the extent that commercial ventures such as those re-
ferred to by the Senator from Delaware may be undertaken and
carried on from the United States, not in the form of an expedition,
but that the mere selling of arms and munitions is not unlawful.

Mr., HILL. I will now continue the argument which I had
contemplated making. I referred simply to the fact that the
Senator from Massachusetts had characterized this resolution as
Pickwickian in its character, as not amounting to anything, for
various reasons, and among others because it was the mere expres-
sion of an ogznion, that it was a concurrent resolution, ete. .

Away back in 1836 Mr. Clay did not think that a resolution of
Con expressing its opinion upon a question of this character
was Pickwickian. On the contrary, in a report which he made
in that year he laid it down that while the Constitution vested in
the President mainly the care of our diplomatic relations, yet
Congress could pmperlﬁ pass resolutions expressing its opinion.
What would have been the argument if the Committee on Foreign
Relations had presented a joint resolution? Would the Senator
from Massachusetts have voted for it then? Of course he wounld
not. What, then, would have been the argument? It wounld have
been said, ‘“ You are embarrassingthe President.” Ifwould have
been said that the Constitution contemplates that the President
shall be the final judge of what ought to be done, and it wounld
have been said that the resolutions were wrong and improper, be-
cause we were interfering with the prerogatives of the President.
That would have been the ar ent.

I am for this resolution declaring that in our opinion a state of
war exists which requires the recognition of belligerent rights,
because it is merely an opinion, because it is respectful to Spain,
because it is ree‘ggcctfnl to the President, because it does not ignore
the President, ause it does not require Executive approval,
because, after all, it leaves it to the President to exercise iis pre-
rogatives under the Constitution, to do as he sees fit on this ques-
tion,-having possibly greater knowledge on the subject, ing
into consideration, and with respect, as he assaredly will do, the
opinion of Congress.

I should have hesitated long before I should have voted for a
joint resolution which would compel the action of the President
within ten days. This resolution recognizes the propriety of his
haying the final determination of this question, and it isanappro-
%rmte resolution, not a Pickwickian one, just such a one as Henry

lay approved in 1836.

It is a safe resolution, because it is merely an expression of
opinion. If does not bind anyone except those who declare what
their opinion is. It has its moral effect. It will be received with
respect by the execntive department. It has its moral effect
throughout the country. If will have its moral effect thronghout
the world. This isexactly the way in which such resolutions hayve
been adopted in the past.

Away back in the thirties, when Mr. Jackson was President,
Congress passed a concurrent resolution—not a joint one—ex-
pressing its opinion (I have it before me, but I will not detain the
Senate by reading it), not upon the mere question of belligerency,
but upon the greater question of the recognition of the indepencg
ence of Texas. It wasnotexpected thatit wonld be presented to the
President for approval. It was not presented to the President for
approval. It was mmp%y a concurrent resolution expressing the
opinion of Congress., Therefore Senators can not rise here in
their places and say that this is an unprecedented resolution. It
is in accordance with precedent, it is a safe, it is a conservative,
it is a fair resolution; it is the very action which we ought to take.
Thus far should we go and no farther upon this point.

Mr. President, Senators have read with words of approval the
protest of Mr. Lincoln and Mr. Seward against what they termed
the premature acknowledgment of the belligerency of the Con-
federate States. With all due respect to those distinguished
statesmen, and I would not detract a single word from their high
places in history, it is impossible to read those protests and not
think they were wrong. In May, 1861, several foreign govern-
ments properly recognized the Confederate States as belligerents,
not their independence. That recognition took place before a
single prisoner of war had been exchanged between the two
armies, and yet Senators read from old musty documents that
there can be no recognition until prisoners of war have been ex-
changed. Of course Mr. Lincoln and Mr. Seward felt it was their
duty to protest.

There has never been an insurrection anywhere or a rebellion
anywhere that the parent government did not see fit to protest
against the recognition of the insurgents as belligerents. Why?
For the purpose, if possible, of preventing a recognition of inde-
pendence. I recollect what Henry Ward Beecher once said in an
address. He said: “If you want to keep a man whom you are
walking with at about a certain proper pace, you must keep all
the while a few steps ahead of him.” So, in order to prevent the
recognition of the independence of the Confederate States, it was
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deemed wise upon their part to protest against the recognition of
them as belligerents. Suppose that course had not been adopted;
do you think the United States would not themselves have recog-
nized the Confederates as belligerents? Did they not, in fact?
Did they not very soon thereafter a series of recognitions
between the two troops? Were not of truce recognized?
‘Were not prisoners of war exchanged? Yon can notf prosecute a
whole people for treason. That is the reason why you must rec-
ognize these t contending forces as belligerents.
er.h.n. of the Island of Cuba is in insurrection to-day.
They say that the insurgents are overrunning, not actually oceupy-
ing, the island. Be that as it may, it is proper in the interests of
humanity, it is proper in the interest of the orderly conduct of civ-
ilized warfare, that those e should be recognized as belli-
gerents. Must the strife goon? Mustwe encourage it? Will we
stand by and allow those prisoners, who are virfually prisoners of
war, to be executed, to be guillotined, to be hun%n?on the gallows?
This may be done, and we have no power or uence to stop it
unless we recognize those people as belligerents. : ]

Mr. President, the reeogmon of belligerency is no with
which Spain can find any faunlt. It gives no rea{ offense to Spain.
It is in accordance with the dictates of humanity; it is in accord-
ance with established ‘We can not do The whole

nestion of belligerency is addressed to the discretion of other than

e contending powers. Thereisnopreciserulelaiddown. Kach
case must be ju from its own circumstances. No harm can
be done by our pro; action. It may tend to stay the cruel
warfare that is being continued in that d. >

Mr. President, what further should we do? I do not intend to
argue the second proposition, because it seems to be generally
conceded that the second resolution, which simply provides that
this Government should tender its kindly offices to the end of se-
curing independence, should be adopted. Even the Senator from
Massachusetts [Mr. HoARr] av that he was willing to vote
for that resolution, and when the Senator from Massachusetts
can not find fault with a resolution it is pretty good evidence that
no one else can. [Laughter.] ,

Mr. President, this is our position upon this second &:;mﬁon.
He ees with us. He agrees with those who voted other
dayngat it is an appropriate time for this Government to say that
its friendly offices ghould be exercised to the end of securing
Cuban independence. And yet in the next breath he says the
insurrection is not of that nature, is not of that proportion, is not
of that Btrelgth that we ought to recognize the insurgents as bel-
ligerents. He would ask this Government to interfere, to inter-
fere to the end that these i ts may be recognized as an
independent govemment, but in the meantime he would not give
them the right of belli nts. I think that is an inconsistent
position. I think that if he standsready to welcome Cuban inde-
pendence, if he thinks that the best interests of Spain, of Cuba,
of the United States, and of the world will be subserved by grant-
ing those peopleindependence, he might strain a little and
aecord to these poor people belligerent rights in the meantime.

Mr. President, there have been many guotations made here from
General Grant's messages and the reports of Mr. Secretary Fish.
Mr, Fish, as well as President Grant, in their messages and reports,
said that the question of Cuban independence was a mere matter
of a short time; that in the end it was bound to come. Both of
them stated that over and over again. They said repeatedly, it is
impossible that this foreign Government of gpa.m away across the
waters should be Ermltted to plunder, to rob, to unduly tax those
people; that they have struggled for years such oppression
and that there could be but one final t, and that would be
independence for Cuba sooner or later. ) )

In view of those statements, in the light of that e ence, in
view of all that has taken place in that unfortunate island, may
we not well anticipate that that independence will surely come in
the very near future? If we think it will come, may we not act
upon such light as we have before us and say, in the great struggle
for that independence which is to come surely and 1nevitably, we
will in the meantime rid this warfare of some of its hardships, some
of its infamies, some of its degradation, some of its brutality? For
that is all that this resolution, in effect, Ero]goaaa to do. )

I therefore, for these reasons, thus hastily exp am in
favor of the first two resolutions which are involved in the con-
ference report. I am opposed fo the third one, and therefore
must vote to nonconcur, use I donot like the pusillanimous
and inconsistent terms, the unfortunate terms, the unwise terms,
of the said resolution. Let us put our action upon high ground.
‘What position we should take 1s very clear to me.

Mr. President, while the true policy of this Government is that
of peace—not at an);griee, but peace with honor—and while
our general p&?:;:a is that of nonintervention in the affairs of other
countries, yet let me t what has been so often stated hereand
elsewhere, that as one of the free States among nations—one of the

greatest of nblics—it is impossible that our mplea, og

sentiments, and our example should not produce

opinions and hopes of society throughout the civilized world; and
if other peoples, no matter in what quarter of the 1Eh:.be, whether
near our own shores or in the distant waters of the Pacific, imbued
with the same spirit of liberty—catchi the inspiration of our
success—desire to found a Republic and throw off the shackles of
a monarchy, if we can not consistently give them a helping hand,
at least we should not retard them; we should not crush them;
we should not frown upon them; we should not stand up so
straight as to lean over backward against them in the exercise of
astrict and cold neutrality; but on the contrary, we should enconr-
age and cheer them in all the ways and methods permissible under
the wise rules of international law. In short, such efforts on our
part as well as our sympathies should be extended to every people
stmg'g]jnsmt:lbe free from the burdens, oppressions, and wrongs
of monarchial government.

‘We can not ignore the fact that we set them their example.
‘We are responsible for the lessons we have taught the world. a
established the doctrine that the right of revolution for just cause
exists. Who so craven as now wants to abandon it?

What is the sitnation? The people of Cuba have founded a

ublic and are seeking to maintain it. They are resisting the
right of taxation without just regresentation. They want some
voice in their own Government. They naturally object to longer
being governed by a distant power that does not in fact govern,
but oppresses and plunders them. It is the old story of our Ameri-
can Revolution over again. There were Tories then, as there are
Tories now whose sympathies are with aristocratic and monar-
chial governments. They will be crushed now, as they were then,
by the force of the enlightened and intelligent public sentiment
of a free le determined to maintain free institutions for
liberty's sake alone. -

‘We can not shut our eyes to the fact that there exists what Mr.
Seward calls *‘an irrepressible conflict” between the forces of
republicanism on the one hand and the forces of monarchy cn the
other hand, between absolute and constitutional nts,
between those who believe in the divine right of ki to rule
and those who believe that society itself shall have a substantial
part in its own government.

The e of the United States have chosen their side in that
great conflict which is constantly being , sometimes guietly,
secretly, and peacefully, sometimes openly, through revelution
and bloodshed.

The establishment of republics is in the line of the pro of
civilization. The history of the last half century shows Etfa the
salutary influence of our example has performed its work.

One of the greatest nations of the earth, France, which shared
with us the glory and dan of our own Revolution, has taken
her place among the sisterhood of republics and planted the cita-
del of liberty in the very heart of monarchical Europe. The South
American countries ard nearly all Republics. Mexico long since
threw off kingly rule and will never resume it. The re:tﬁuﬁon
in Hawaii—no matter how instituted—resulted in another repub-
lie, and it is our earnest wish that it may have long life and pros-

perity.

C*Hn now wants to join the procession of Republics, that it may
receive with us the blessings of liberty and good government.
God grant that she may succeed. But whether she succeeds or
not, we shall at least have the proud consciousness that we have
discharged our duty to it, fo mankind, and to liberty.

Let us disc our duty as we understand it and as we see
it at this time. t the future take care of itself. What position
we may safely, wisely, and consistently take in this crisis I have
already indicated. Let us go no further at this time. Let us not
antigata events, but leave future conditions and sifuations to be
solved when they arise. In conclusion, permit me to quote the
ﬂupropriate words of Daniel Webster in his great speech in the

onse of Representatives in 1823 in behalf of the virtual recogni-
tion of Grecian independence, when he said:

‘What part it becomes thiscountry to take on a question of this sort, so far
as it is ecalled u to take any part, can not be doubtful. Our side of this

uestion is settled for us, even withoat our own volition. Our history, our

tuation, our character, necessarily decide our position and our course before
we bave even time to ask whether we have an option. Our place is on the
side of free institutions.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—

Mr, MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator will allow me, I ask
that the unfinished business be laid before the Senate.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chairalways lays the unfinished
business before the Senate at the Froper time.

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. ask the Senator from Ohio to
yield to me that I may introduce a joint resolution.

Mr. SHERMAN. rtainly. )

[The joint resolution introduced by Mr. MiTcHELL of Oregon
apmm under its a; riate heading.]

V_ICE-PBFBEB . The hour of 2o'clock having arrived,
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which
will be stated.

The SECRETARY. A resolution reported by Mr. MrTcHELL of
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Oregon, from the Committee on Pri and Elections, that
Henr{a.é.. Du Pont is entitled to a seat in the Senate from the State
of Delaware for the full term commencing March 4, 1895,

Mr, PRITCHARD. Mr, President——

Mr. FRYE, Mr. President, just one word. I recognize the
fact that notwithstanding a special order was made for 2 o’clock
to-day, both the unfinished business and the conference report are
privileged questions, and that therefore the special order must

over.

g0]&11-. SHERMAN. I think that the controversy or apparent con-
flict between the two propositions mag_he very easily reconciled.
I understand the honorable Senafor from North olina [Mr.
PrrrcHARD] desires to speak on the subject of the contested-elec-
tion case, that being a privileged question. I desire also to ke
upon the other privileged question pending; and it would embar-
rass the Chair somewhat and the Senate to select. I propose
therefore to go on and not make a very lmif speech, a compara-
tively short one in the Senate Chamber, and then to give way to
the Senator from North Carolina, who desires to go away. DBut
it is nnderstood that after that the Cuban resolution shall be acted
upon until it is definitely settled.

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am not so certain about that.

Mr. WOLCOTT (to Mr. SHERMAN). Understood by whom?

Mr. SHERMAN. I understood the Senator from Oregon him-
gelf to consent.

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I stated gg:ﬁerday that after the
conclusion of the speech of the Senator Indiana [Mr.Tur-
PIE], so far as I was concerned, having charge of the Du Pont
case, I wounld give way to the Cuban resolution, but unfortunately
the speech of the Senator from Indiana continued until a late
hour and the Senator from Ohio left the Chamber, and, of course,
the Cuban guestion was not taken up yesterday. I bardly feelat
liberty at this time to consent that at the conclusion of the speech
of the Senator from North Carolina the Du Pont case shall be
shelved until the Cuban question is finally settled.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that in the
El:lndgment of the Chair the Senator from North Carolina ”

ITCHARD] is now entitled to the floor mpon the unfinished busi-
ness, it having been laid before the Senate. Does the Senator from
Ohio submit a request?

Mr. SHER Yes, Idid. I desire also toaccommodate the
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CookreLL], and I think we may as
well have the arrangement made now. The Senator from Mis-
souri desires to address the Senate upon a subject to-morrow. 1
think that also should be understood.

Mr. COCKRELL. Immediately after the completion of the
routine morning business to-morrow.

Mr. CALL. t is the ment pro?ed?

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihope the Senator from North Carolina will
allow me to proceed on the Cuban question.

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from North Carolina to yield
to me for a single moment.

Mr. PRITC D. Certainly.

Mr. HARRIS. I shounld be glad to have an executive session for
a few moments—I think thirty minutes will be sufficient—immedi-
ately upon the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator from North
Carolina., If that can not be obtained, I had intended to ask it
immediately after the routine business to-morrow, but I can not
afford to interfere with my friend from Missouri. The main rea-
son for my request is because my tEhyeiical condition is such that
I want to get away from here in the next few days, and there is a
matter that I must see disposed of before I can get away.

Mr. MILLS. Can we not do that this evening?

Mr. COCKRELL. We can do that to-day.

Mr. HARRIS. I ask unanimous consent that we may have an
executive session immediately upon the conclusion of the remarks
of the Senator from North Carolina.

Mr. COCKERELL, At the conclusion of the remarks of the
Senator from Ohio.

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. No, no; I can not consent to that.

Mr. HARRIS. Immediately upon the conclusion of the re-
marks of the Senator from North lina to-day.

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from North Car-
" olina yield to me a moment?

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

Mr. CALL. I wish to understand what is to become of the
Cuban resolution before I assent to that. I should be glad to
learn from the Senator from Ohio what is to be done with the
resolution that has been nnder consideration.

Mr, SHERMAN. I have already asked that the pending busi-
ness be temporarily laid aside until I can make my remarks.

Mr. STEWART. Before that is done—

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit the request of
the Senator from Ohio, and the Chair will then recognize the Sen-
ator from Nevada. The Senator from Ohio asks unanimous con-

sent that the unfinished business be laid aside temporarily in
order that he may address the Senate npon the Cuban resolution.

Mr. HARRIS. At this time? g

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At this time. Is there objection to
the request of the Senator from Ohio?

Mr. STEWART. Ido not think that the proceeding is quite
fair fo go on in this way by unanimous consent. A resolution is
taken up and one Senator makes a speech and then gives the floor
to another. There are several who may want to make some re-
marks, but these arrangements have been going on for a week
and the floor is preempted all the while. I shall object to this
order of pr ing. One or the other of these two measures
should be taken up and disposed of and there should not be
unanimous consent given for a certain Senator to make a speech
on one measure and then change over to the other by unanimous
consent. It appears to put the business of the Senate in a condi-
tion in which there is not an equal chance all around. So I object
to any more unanimous-consent ments. Let the Senate de-
cide which case it will take up beforehand.

Mr. WOLCOTT. If the Senator from North Carolina will yield
to me, I suggest ‘that the only difficulty was one inadvertently
created by the Senator from Ohio. As I understand it, the Senator
from North Carolina has the floor intending to address the Senate
upon the Du Pont case. He yields to the Senator from Ohio, who
has some remarks to make upon the Caban resolution. That is
within the province of the Senator from North Carolina. When
the Senator from Ohio has concluded his remarks, the Senator
from North Carolina will resume the floor and make his remarks
upon the Du Pont case, and then the Senate can determine whether
it will proceed with that resolution or what it will take up.

Mr. MITCHELL of n. That is right.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has not understood from
the Senator from North Carolina that he has yielded the floor.
The Chair submitted to the Senate the request of the Senator from
Ohio that the pending resolution, which is the unfinished busi-
ness, be laid aside in order that the Senator from Ohio might ad-
dress the Senate. To that objection was interposed by the Sena-~
tor from Nevada [Mr. ST-waART]. The Chair recognizes the
Senator from North Carolina npon the unfinished business,

Mr. SHERMAN. I have the floor, I think.

Mr. HARRIS. Was my request for an executive session at the
conclusion of the remarks of the Senator from North Carolina put
to the Senate?

Mr. PRITCHARD. I have the floor, Mr. President.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee has ad-
dressed the Chair upon a parliamentary inquiry. The Chair
understood the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] to object.

Mr. GRAY. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. CALL. Ido not object except as to its consideration at
this time. As wass sted by the tor from Colorado, when
the speech of the Senator from North Carolina has been con-
cluded there will be ample time to make that arrangement.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. SotheChairhasstated. What isthe
inquiry of the Senator from Delaware?

Mr. GRAY. It is this: I am anxious to hear the Senator from
North Carolina, but is it competent for the Senator from North
Carolina to take the floor upon the unfinished business and yield
thetgoor to anyone and then resume it except by unanimous con-
sent?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will determine that ques-
tion as the Chair has determined it before. If the Senator from
North Carolina yields the floor for any purpose, unless he yields
during an argument for a question, he can not thereafter control
the floor. The Chair knows of no authority for one Senator to
yield the floor to another. The Senator from North Carolina has
been reccgﬂzed.

Mr, MITCHELL of Oregon. I appeal to the Senator from
Nevada and to the Senate that the unfinished business be tem
rarily laid aside and that the Senator from Ohio be permi to
make his speech on the Cuban matter at this time.

Mr. GRAY and others. That is right.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is thereobjection? The Chair hears
none. The unfinished business is laid aside temporarily at the
request of the Senator from Oregon, and the Chair recognizes the
Senator from Ohio.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I would not trespass again on
the attention of the Senate n the Cuban question, and I would
have been entirely content to leavethe discussion of this interesti
topic tothe speecgesthat were made while the resolution was pend-
ing in the Senate, but since that time the adoption of the resolution
of the House, the action of the conference committee npon it, and

the sudden exploit, I may say, of my friend from Massachusetts
on my left . HoARr] induce me to participate a little further
in this de . Ido it very reluctantly to-day, because I desire in

every way to promote the wishes and convenience of the Senator
(ﬁmlinn [Mr. PRITCHARD].

from North
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The Senator from Massachusetts by his early directions to his
colleague convinced me that he was one of the strongest supporters
of the policfy of recognizing the belligerent rights of Cuba, and
assisting, if possible, in gaining its independence. He was not
satisfied with the resolution reported by the Senate committee, as
it was quite conservative, very considerate of the dignity and pride
of Spain, and very carefully prepared in its language, but he pre-
ferred the resolution offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania
t[Mr. CAMERON] as an amendment or substitute to the proposi-

ion of the committee. That resolution went far beyond the reso-
lution of the committee. The Senator from Massachusetts hay-
ing committed himself to that resolution, I assumed that he would
vote for any proposition falling shortof it,if he could not get that.

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator have that resolution read?

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwilldosoafterawhile. The Senator, how-
ever, in a sudden way, without notice to me, although we are very
near neighbors, gitting side by side, and always possessing my
highest regard and respect, introduced a resolution of an extraor-
dinary character. The resolution reported to the Senate was
adopted by a majority of more than 10 to 1, and a substitute for
it was adopted by the House of Representatives by more than 15
to1l. Thesedisagreeing resolutions were brought into conference,
and after full consideration that of the House was adopted by the
conference and the rexlatort signed by all of the conferees. Before
any action has been taken in the Senate upon that report, the hon-
orable Senator from Massachusetts, who had been abeent at his
home during the pendency of the debate on the Cuban question,
rises in his place and offers a resolution taking the matter prac-
tically out o}) the hands of the Committee on Foreign Relations
and pr:d)osindg to postpone consideration until toward the middle
of April, and, if adopted, practically defeating the conference
report.

is summary and unusual course excited some feeling. The
Senator is grobably aware that I am usually patient and cool, but
I must confess that this sudden change disturbed my coolness and
patience. I thought it was a very undeserved reliroach, a ver
severe reflection upon the Committee on Foreign Relations, whic
had given to the Cuban war the most careful study, and there-
fore when I axFressed my views upon this subject I expressed them
precisely as I felt.

Now, Mr. President, overlooking all this and thanking my hon-
orable friend for the high compliment that he paid me yesterday,
I advise the Senate that we are entirely reconciled and we can sit
by the side of each other with mutual respect and esteem, which
on my part I express to him heartcil{.

I WIBE to present, in a plain, sensible way, the Cuban resolution
and the changes made by the Committee on Foreign Relations as
the subject was developed. I said that the proposition submitted
by the %enator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] was not con-
tained in the resolution first reported by the Senator from Ala-
bama [Mr. Morcax]. Itis asfollows:

Resolved, That the President is hereby requested to inter&ose his friendly
o?iccg%:ith the Spanish Government for the recognition of the independence
o

It was thought by the committee that it was injudicious to pro-
pose to Spain the ind:aipendance of Cuba. It was regarded by the
committee, and intended by the Senator who offered it, as a direct
intervention by the ple of the United States and a demand
upon Spain—because it wounld have been construed as a demand—
for the independence of Cuba. The resolution reported by the
Committee on Foreign Relations did not go so far. It provided
as follows:

That, in the opinion of Congress, a condition of public war exists between
the Gov;e;amant of Spain and the Government proclaimed and for some time

by force of arms by the {)eople Cuba; and that the United
strict

States of America should maintain a neutrality between the contend-
ixghgowerg} according to each all the rights of belligerents in the ports and

the United States.

That was the simple &mpo&ition of the Committee on Foreign

Relations; but afterwards, upon further reflection and a thorough
consideration of the whole subject in all its details, upon the pres-
entation of the reports made by the Senator from Alabama and
the Senator from Pennsylvania, we came to the conclusion that,
on the whole, it was proper to annex to the resolution the resolu-
tion proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania, eomewhat modi-
fied, as follows:

ol it Tt e ey oes o e Dt s s by

.+ BI Overnments for on

the independence of Cuba. S ST s

This resolution went far beyond the original resolution of the
Senate committee; but it was proposed and agreed fo in commit-
tee, and ted to the Senate, and adopted without amendment,
and by the large vote I have already mentioned of 64 to 6.

The concurrent resolution in that form was sent to the House
of Representatives, as I have already stated, and in the House a
substitute for it was adopted by a vote of 262 to17. On theaction
of the House being communicated to the Senate, the matter went
into conference, the conferees on the part of the Senate being the

Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoraAN], the Senator from Massa~
chusetts [Mr. LopGe], and myself.

. After a careful examination by the conferees, without any feel-
ing of rivalry whatever between the two Houses, without any
other consideration except an earnest desire to do the best for the
public interests and the most we could properly do for the people
of Cuba, we agreed to accept the House proposition. It was sub-
stantially the same as that passed by the Senate, being only dif-
ferent in phraseology. By the adoption of the report of the com-
mittee of conference the matter would be settled, and the House
would be relieved from further action. There will be no objec-
tion, as a matter of course, if a better scheme can be proposed, or
if, as is thonght by some Senators here, the third resolution isnot
exactly in proper language, it will be easy to have a further con-
ference, so that the matter can be satistfactorily arranged: but,
substantially, the two Houses have agreed in the resolutions passed
by the respective Houses, both meaning practically thesame thing.

The complaint of my friend from Massachusetts against the
Committee on Foreign Relations was that the committee agreed
to a milder measure than he thought ought to be adopted; thatis,
the resolution as reported by the committee did not contain the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania, and
therefore he complained of our resolution because it did not go far
enough. Yet he afterwards insisted very strongly that the reso-
lutions as they now stand with the Cameron amendment inserted
would give no relief to the struggling Cubans; that they would
have no meaning, no force, either as law or as an expression of
opinion. But, Mr, President, the expression of the opinion of the
Congress of the United States in favor of the independence of
Cuba, or in favor of local antonomy for Cuba. or in favor of Cuba
in any form that recognized their equal rights as belligerents with
the Spaniards who were treading over their soil, could not fail to
have great weight. Such a proposition would, I believe, receive
the hearty approval of the people of the United States whenever
it should be put forth. 5

It was also complained that the resolutions were made concur-
rent. Certainly we might have converted them into a joint reso- -
lution, and thus have required the assent of the President to their
gﬂasage; but the consideration which weighed with us, after full

eliberation, was that we ought not to put the President in that
position. Up to this time there has been no politics in this ques-
tion, and I trust there never will be. We are not dealing in the
petty or greater politics of the country, as the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts seems to think and conveys by a joke. We are deal-
ing with the lives and property of nearly two millions of people
who are bravely following the example of our Revolutionary
fathers by fighting for liberty and republican rale.

Mr. TURPIE. 1 'ish to ask the honorable Senator from Ohio
whether I understood the statement correctly that these resolu-
tions reported from the conference committee had received the
sanction of the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate?

Mr. SHERMAN. Thecommittee reported a single resolution,
which was modified and adopted by the Senate. It was amended
by a substitute by the House. The Senate disagreed to the House
resolutions. That sent them into conference; but the original
resolution reported to the Senate, I believe, was agreed to by the
committee unanimously.

AMr. TURPIE. These resolutions have never been considered
by the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. SHERMAN. The conference report?

Mr. MORGAN, The original resolutions?

Mr. TURPIE. The House resolutions.

Mr. SHERMAN. I have the resolutions before me here in
prént. I do not know to what my colleague on the committee
refers.

Mr. TURPIE. Iaskthe Senator from Ohio whether I under-
stood his statement to be that these resolutions had received the
sanction of the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations? I askif
I was mistaken in that understanding, or whether the Senator
wishes now to state that the three resolutions of the House of
Representatives received the sanction of the Committee on For-
eign Relations?

r. SHERMAN. The House resolutions came over in the na-
ture of a substitute. They were disa. to in the Senate, and
a committee of conference was ordered. That is the usual course

ursued in such cases. Therefore, it is true that the House reso-
utions were never before the Committee on Foreign Relations;
but they were referred to a committee of conference, composed
of three members of each House, and the House resolutions were
adopted by that committee.

r. HAWLEY. I call the attention of the Senator to the fact
that the last two resolutions reported by the committee of confer-
ence have been before the Committee on Foreign Relations, for
they are the resolutions offered by the Senator from Massachu-
setts [Mr. LopGE]; but those were set aside in the report finally
made from the Committee on Foreign Relations. So that those
two resolutions, it may be considered, were laid aside.




1896.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

2725

Mr. LODGE.
ment?

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly.

Mr. LODGE. Wiien the action of the House of Representa-
tives was reported to the Senate, I followed the usual course and
moved that the House substitute be referred to the Committee on
Foreign Relations. It went there. The substitute of the House
and the original resolutions  of the Senate were before the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations, and that committee, as T remember,
authorized the chairman to move that the Senate disagree and ask
for a committee of conference, the usual course, I think, and that
is what was done.

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the Senator will allow me a word.
Some one has said, and the Senate apparently thinks, that the res-
olutions reported from the committee of conference havenot been
before the Committee on Foreign Relations. The committee of
conference has taken two of the resolutions offered by the Senator
from Massachusetts [Mr, LopGe] and incorporated them. The
resolution that was rejected by the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions, and the resolution that has given rise to the most contro-
versy here, appears as follows in the print of the resolution of the
Senator from Massachusetts:

Resolved, That the United States has not intervened in struggles between
any European Governments and their colonies on this continent; but from
the very close relations between the people of the United States and those of
Cuba in consequence of its proximity and the extent of the commerce
tween the t‘w_o peoples, the present war is entailing such losses upon the peo-
B B e i o Tac ot Tvapents o
our people, by intervention if necessary.

That is the resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts.

Mr. SHERMAN. Iintended to read that.

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I shonld like permission to make
a statement of my understanding of the present status. I do not
question that these resolutions of the House were before the Sen-
ate Committee on Foreign Relations; they were introduced there
by a member of the committee; they were laid gﬁon the table; the
Senate Committee on Foreign Relations declined to report them,
and they had only the support of one vote. Then the committee
of conference met, and these same resolutions that the Senate
Committee on Foreign Relations had declined to report are re-
turned now as a report from the committee of conference; but
they never received the sanction of the Senate Committee on For-
eign Relations. :

r. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I suppose everyone knows the
course of business in such cases. These resolutions came back
with a substitute from the House of Representatives, and the sub-
ject of the disagreement between the two Houses was referred to
the Committee on Foreign Relations. That committee advised
the Senate not to concur in the House resolutions. They were
then sent to a committee of conference, and after a careful exami-
nation on both sides it was concluded that, on the whole, the
House resolutions were preferable. Whether we were right or
wrong is a question which the Senate can determineat any moment.

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question?

Mr. SHERMAN. Idesire, respectfully, to objectto further in-
terruption.

Mr. HOAR. Itis merely as to a question of fact.

Mr. SHERMAN. All right.

Mr, HOAR. Is it not true that every proposition in the confer-
ence report has once been rejected by the Committee on Foreg%:l
Relations—the resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr.
CAMERON], the House resolutions, and all the resolutions?

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir; the first resolution, which contained
the declaration of meutrality, very much as it now stands in the
conference report, was in the resolutions reported.

Here I ought to say that this matter was long considered in the
Committee on Foreign Relations. For many weeks we had it
before us, and there were submitted to us a great mass of docn-
men evidence and information of various kinds, and the com-
mittee discussed the whole suelgect thoroughly.

The committee finally settled down upon a simple resolution,
similar to the one which now stands as the first resolution. It
so0 happened that during one of the meetings of the committee
I was not in good health and was unable to attend, and a resolu-
tion was agreed to, which was handed over to the honorable Sena-
tor from Alabama to be reported to the Senate, with a written
report, and the Senator from Pennsylvania submitted his resolu-
tion with quite a lengthy minority report, both of which reports
wereprinted. Theresolutionsubmitted by Mr. MORGAN was sub-
uently modified, and in this form, with the addition substan-

y of the resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania, it was
supported by the vote of every member of the Committee on For-
eign Relations, reported here, and passed. This is the history of
the action of the Senate. J

Mr, President, Ires y ask that Senators will not interruqt
me further, because 1 am trespassing on the time of the honorable

Will the Senator from Ohio allow me one mo-

Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD], who is entitled
to the floor on the contested election case, and therefore I do not
wish to be in ];ted, as I desire to make my statement as clear
and brief as ible.

The objection was made that the resolutions were concurrent.
The honorable Senator from New York ]er. HirL] properly stated
that. If after we had received the resolutions from the House of
Representatives we had changed them to a joint resolution, the
would necessarily have to be sent to the President of the Unites
States; and at a critical period of the war in Cuba he would have
been compelled to determine upon his executive action in ten days,
and either al._gfrove or d.isanrove them. Allwe desired, however
was the moral influence of the declaration of Congress. We aid
not wish to place the Presidentin a dilemma. I would say here,
that no matter how many differences there may be between us
and the President of the United States on questions of domestic
policy, no one doubts his courage, his loyalty, his fidelity to the
flag of our country in any contest with any foreign power.
gﬁhave that can be said of him with the hearty assent of nearly

I wish to state also that in the entire controversy between the
two committees the question of party, whether Populist, Repub-
lican, or Democratic, was never mentioned or thought of, and the
action of the committee and also the action of the Senate was
practically unanimous. That was the reason why we did not
send the resolutions to the President, and I think it was a very
good reason.

‘When we came to examine the question, we had before us from
the beginning of the session in December last the message of the
President of the United States npon the subject. It is true the
reference to the matter in that message was brief. We soon,
however, had a multitude of other information. We had the cur-
rent history of events, and we are accepting and acting on faith
in the current history of events every day upon the most impor-
tant as well as upon trifling matters; and though that history may
not be always a reliable ground for action, it is very often our
only mode of obtaining information, and we must judge of it as
best we can, according to the source from which it comes. The
committee had also before it the important fact that Campos, an
able general of Spain, probably the most distinguished of his
time, was suddenly displaced because of his disposition to com-

romise and make arrangements with the rebels, and General
eyler was appointed in his place.
eyler was a general who was denounced before he came to
Cuba as a tyrant—‘‘butcher” is the name given to him—and his
history has been detailed on this floor. Itis true the honorable
Spanish minister—and I thinkhe was justified in doing so—endeav-
ored to apologize for that general, and endeavored to show that
Weyler's name was not mentioned in the book detailing the enor-
mities to which I referred in my h on the floor of the Sen-
ate. Sir, Weyler's name was mentioned in the paper from which
I quoted and his character was referred to throughout; and when
Weyler went to Cuba he did not deny it, but he said—and proba-
bly there is a good deal of force in that, and therefore it ought to
be taken in mitigation of his offenses—that he was a lientenant-
colonel in the army, that he obr?'ed orders, and that his orders
commanded these measures in order to put down and suppress the
rebellion of ten ﬁears ago.

The House of Representatives had before it a document contain-
ing over 200 pages, which covered every portion of this contro.
versy, and which was used in the Senate. We have the claim of
the insurgents. My honorable friend from Massachusetts spoke
of it as a matter of reproach that I introduced here a document
comin%from the agent of the insurgents.

Mr. HOAR, If the Senator will pardon me,I stated that the
argument of one of the counsel for these belligerents was not a
statement of fact on which we could proceed without knowi
whether the comnmittee had found those facts were true. I diﬁ
not mean to reproach the Senator. My language is reported in
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

Mr.SHERMAN. That document containg their case; and in
that document they present their grievances and the history of
the war in which they are involved. The kindness and liberal dis-
position of Gomez and other generalsin the treatment of ({Jrisonars
of war, the mode and manner of conducting the war, and the con-
stitution which was framed by the people of Cuba—most of them
in the army—are all set out in detail.

Besides, we had the secret history of the correspondence with
Spain. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] went to
the State Department and was furnished by the Secretary of
State, Mr. Olney, with all those private papers, which show more
than any other the condition of affairs in Spain and the purposes
of that country as therein revealed. As a matter of course, the
contents of those papers were never disclosed to the public at
large. We had the statement of the Senator from Massachusetts,
who went over the correspondence and communicated it to us,
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and we never revealed itin any way. I have said all that I desire
to say in that connection.

Now, I wish to take up the resolutions before us and, in the
briefest manner I can, present them, so that the Senate may see
what they are, First, we must know what the facts are as they
existin Cuba. Cuba for fifty years hasbeen in a state of rebellion,
either slumbering or boldly engaged in revolution. Most of the

eof Cuba are of native birth. Itis said thatabout two-fifths

e people there are of negro descent or mixed descent of varions

kmds some with Indian blood, but that about three-fifths of them
are native Cubans of Spanish stoe&: and only 9 per cent are 8

iards. The whole history was brought outf as to the stren, of
these people and as to the existence of a war. If war did not exist
in where did war ever exist?

All that makes war **hell on earth” is crowded into the history
of Cuba. Murder, fire, the ravages of hate, and every form of
crime is in the daily life of Cuba.

There are more than 100,000 Spanish soldiers on that island,
which contains a tion of 1,600,000 people. There is daily
warfare, either in a limited or on a more extended scale.
‘Who are the combatants? The Cubans and their allies on one
side, whites and blacks, of whatever race or name, against the

ish authorities and the comparatively few property holders

sym ize with them. It is said the insurgents are ig-
norant, uneducated soldiers. So they may be, but they are fight-
ing for the same cause as the soldiers of our Revolutionary war.
They have marched from one end of Cuba to the other. T
were the 100,000 Spaniards sent there to conguer the island and put
down the rebellion? They were compelled to remain in the towns
and places where they could seek protection through forts or
otherwise. never was a more clear conguest in the sense
of possession of the Island of Cuba than thosao}g'n.omt unedua-
cated soldiers won against the 100,000 soldiers of Spain. If this
i8 not war, what is it?

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to inferrupt him?

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly.

Mr. CULLOM. The Bpnmsh bureaun, I believe, gave out this

that there was a battle in which 3,000 insurgents were
defea.tbg. ‘What can that be called? Is that war, or something
else? It seems to me to be war.

Mr, SHERMAN. Mr. President, here was the condition with
which we were confronted. We had to meet that peculiar state
of affairs, which had been growing worse and worse all the time.
Wehndtomwwthemmdentaaf ten years ago. I have herean

fact which I think I onght to present to the Senate.
Mthsclosgfof thews.:'ht;nf lfsglaefmsﬁnts had held hwer and
possession of nine-temths o or ong years, ing con-
stantly. Finally they were to enter into negotiations
for terms, and General Campos, who was then in command, a lib-
eral and broad-minded soldier, held out to them the offer that they
conld have autonomy, that they could have tatives in the
Cortes, that they counld have a body of some 30 persons to make
laws for them, that they should have rotection and education,
and that sln.vm;im that country shoul abolished. Those were
the terms whi agreed upon. The Cubans therenpon laid
down Eﬁm arms, andghat was tharegult? e’ll::le Cortes refuts;d to
carry the promise into execution, and Gen Campos within a
ernafmthat wrotealettermregm'dtothecouneof the Span-

in that matter.

[From the Madrid Liga Agraria of July 27.]

ere is a letter of pos, read in the Senate B-aﬁ.ur
QCanovas del Castillo on July 21, 1570, that is, after the peace of El
* Promises never al ao all kinds, no made orrngri-

fulill

culture and public works, the exclusion of the natives from all branches
administration, and ot.har faults in plenty, gave rise to the insurrecti
Yara. The conviction of successive governments that no other means can
beusad here but terror, and that it 1s a matter of digni]t]iunot Lo begin re-
forms as as o shot is fired, made it continue. way we should
have accomp. nothing, even thoughwomvemd the island with soldiers.
If we do not wish to ruin we must take up fmnklythe question of
Hberties. Ibelievethatif Cun toowanktobeindapendant.h more than
sl:mng enough to become a Pprovinee.
In Santiago de Cuba it has been tmposdble to hold communication with

s camp, Thmn mulatto is in command who once was a muleteer

\xterior t&l
thhhninspitaotﬂlthn‘btheﬁhm and
'heonlymmented see Maximo Glomez in order to snub him; he

tedmmjngmetodeueivema,md. wm-st.nfnJL he hassucceeded in win-
ning over Vicents Garcia by appealing to his vanity; to gain him he turned
mrthecummnndtohjm

* This war can not be called a war; it is a hunt in a climate deadly to us, in
a country worse than the desert. The financial situation can not be sustained.

Men thought before that the character of the jple living here was unsuited
to war; whites and blacks have both proved the con to us; to-day they
have become veterans, and if they have no great them, they
have what they need, excellent guerrilla leaders.”
Wh&thamwedone,tmm fmmot El Zanjon to this day, to prevent a
hat happened at

Boﬂmtmthm one year after these terms were agreed upon
the Spamsh Government violated every one of them except the
promise that slavery should be abolished. Yet within & year

they were, by the outrageous oppression practiced u them,
forced to further hostilities. " P it

I have here also a statement made by Mr. Margall, in which he
speaks of the present condition of Cuba. He says:

PI Y MARGALL SPEAKS OUT FOR OUBA—PLAIN TALK FROM THE SPANISH
STATESMAN, WHO ADVISES S8PAIN TO GRANT HOME RULE WITHOUT DELAY
TO THE CUBAN PATRIOTS.

[From the Madrid Don Quijote of July 12.]

We mmust endeavorto reestablish the gr!m:tplea of justice. No nation has
the right to occupy territory inhabited other men unless with their con-
sent. Shounld a nation ocenpy it by forea, t.ha o gmmd can at all times fight
nﬁl.nst it till they drive it from their native lan No prescription is poa-

0 in this matter. Prescription does not apply, and can mever apply, to
the right to liberty and independence.

‘Whenever it concerned our own existence have not we Spaniards always

understood this so? For two centuries we fought for our independence

:ﬁm ancient Rome. The Cantabrians, the las tokaep up the stmgﬁla.
w themselves on their own swords in order not to become

seven centuries we fought against the Arabs, who had from Tarifa to

the Pyrences thamotthmym The prescri ve1 ‘hts of centn-

ries were of no avail to them against ves, were the

men of andufSenﬂewhenwfmodthemmlmvatheland they

traced descent from ten generations and more of Spaniards. We did noﬂq
down our arms till we had driven them frem our shores, and in Malaga we
carried our cruelty to the point of them of the gold sndjnwahthl;t
‘bt have alleviated the miseries of exile.
it right that we, who acted in this mannsr. should now call those men
who to defend their us? For the same
and the sume cause shall across thn wnm be called outlaws while
those in we deem heroes? As heroes likewise are they esteemed
throughon A.m&ﬁcn and all the world, who in the first third of m
druvem‘:suut.ofllamu,of ustemala, of Colombia, of Ecuador. of Peru,

Let us be just to the men who to-day are fighting against us in Cuba. We
ouﬁht logig to have granted them the amtcm tedy to which they have an
enia) ﬁht we should have keptthem united to the ﬁen.lnnula by the
Bin le tie of common interests, national md ternational. ow much blood
treadure would have been spared acourse! We were to

our sa!f-mt-s 'by the thought of the vast co
mmm::r nations even more than fer indi-
Nothing ouuldmnkenag'lve upour

& policy discredi disaster to curselves and to othe:
béltt thmti:nowhnp;xf Illil Onl:tl, the !a.ultis ours, and ours alone. Wo have
ore us ve dut repairing

ln.s%od could only make an end of

the war. The war of 1888
Wet.hengavato t.harighha and liberties which
Pnert-oBieo yud The cmnp th which we shall have to
terminate Cubndmsnutprnwutrmthmwe,htm
make it noww powutMmdmgunarmﬂ:ymnnnt
be branded as weakness. Baventwnrmrsm ﬁ emfreedom; let
and arbiters of thair

now give them sutonomy. Let us make

wn destinies. Let us leave them to themselvm in all matters pertain-
ing to tftuac'n.;i {uternalh]jfﬁ litical, s?nnmdziniist:'stir anﬁl:l aeo‘nmmnlc ﬁ'&nd thﬁ

OUr gener ma Tec et us em to pass from su

joctF‘m rule?wlbhout di-:r?nl:) bance, without m?lse, without bloodshed,
Aﬁlm such conduct the sentiment of patriotism isinvoked. But above
ea of country rises that of hum&n‘lty. and above both that of justice.
isthemvautourmthin ble wars. Our so ld.imgnriah
thousands, some victims of the te, others of the lead and stoel

?éx-t ﬁ:ﬁggl&m is amm?““m"’??ﬁd g bt e e

thehe.ixgguf inhuman:lt:yno
ﬂndsmnnsotsg
It is irrital

itbymmn.

ewem-esi.ﬂ]thumon

ting mﬂmg to hgr fter day, that it
an 1 a
send toUuba regiment on reglmem m-x
to leave the sovereignty-of the nation It
thet r'ﬁtﬂotlmn is not false, those who say su ghinfn should iaﬁn with their
rd of the army. It.isawy to stay af home and send others
to slaughte‘r it is easy, above to know n of the war, save through
the narratives of the battles, in winter by the table lamp and in summer
in the shade of the public parks.

The sovereignty of the nation! Must the nation, to be sovereign, drain the
life of the grou it? Does its so 1 carry with
it thaslavary of the colonies? Its wverelg::_i‘._ﬁ inter-
ests. It must be confined to a form that permit relations between the
mother conntry and the colonies to exist.

Du:rmhcmnl pride and the country's honor are also called in as reasons for

u.inag war. Asthou hit.wmn.shnmeforamtmnto t what
is j ns. a.s if honor wcmm not suffer more by k on h the war

ot t o small affront for n.stom in Mexico,
%731"&

exii;tm.i;lon:,r It is not yet thres months since it began, and it
us §7,000,000. the estimates, made bafore the war broke out, a deuﬂcﬂ: af
000, was f and we all know how these deficits grow when

oTesenn,
?jm acconnts are aett.led Calculate what our deflcit will be at the end of the
economic year,

next ear, if the war continues.
F. PI Y MARGALL.
There are other documents which I have upon this subject, but
1 ghall not delay the Senate by reading them. I will simply say
that we had in all our investigations the amplest information that
could be up to the time the new régime came in. Then
among the first acts done by Weyler was to organize a system of
gsuppression of all information. He took possession of the tele-
graph and every means of fransmitting intelligence, and for a
time we did not get any news whatever, except that daiﬂtiy day
there was a battle fo t that so many rebels had been killed, so
nfhad'beenwcmn ; and so on, day in and day ont, until it
would appear that the whole rebellion was abont to collapse, that
there were no victories except u oneside; but it turns out a?ber
all that Gomez and Maceohad across the island from time
to time, sometimes on one side and sometimes on another. a.nd
when they were said to be driven back into the eas E.n.
whence they came, one bright morning within 10 miles.of Habana
there a force of 15,000 men under Maceo and Gomesz,
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and there were some 25,000 men in another portion of the island.
‘Weyler was in Habana, and it is said was going to move to Ma-
tanzas, or to some other , where perhaps it was safer.

I give an illustration of this warfare in the latest account of the
war:

MACEO'S ARMY,

Ontside the city the presence of the army of Maceo is overshadowing in its
fmmediate importance even the sensational events which have upset all Spain,
and alarm has followed which has caused the American question to take a
second place tem: ily.
tas g b g o BB, o IRAIng b th Fo SR o

an en ¥ O ng e few p! rs W]
were inpc‘l}nedgt-o obey (General Weyler's 0‘1%;11‘1. t.hs.nbam former took a posi-
tion near the border of Matanzas and Santa Clara, and Maeceo returned to
E-mu? ce. MMaceohasbrought bncklﬁ.()tlﬂmvm. He has left all the
wounded in the east, where there are improvised hospitals strongly protected.
These 12,000 men are all armed, the majhnrity of them with Mausers; and they
of course the machete. They have plenty of ammunition, and be-
sides being ned through the series of ost daily encounters, t.heBnre
Noor, Delgade, Gastiiio Baby Ouintus Bandera, Bodrigues, alvarez, Mostrs

une o, 0, ) c ez, Alvarez,
'I'orrea,z' nnﬂpB?atanconrt.

GREAT POWER OF GOMEZ

With Gomez, who is in a position to assist Maceo if necessary, are Serafin
Banchez, Anﬁ Gerra, Lacret, Perez, Antonio Nunez, Alemann, and others,
whose combined forces number about 15,000 mounted men. They are seat-
tered within a day or two days' march from Gomez's main body, which num-
bers about 7,000. Gomez also has a sufficient gquantity of ammunition to last
through any operations that may be necessary for p out the present

The e on on the unknown gteamer which esca from the
cruiser Hernan Cortes in Matanzas Harbor last week has doubtless landed its
cargo. The freedom with which Gomez and Maceo ed their way east-
ward, despite the combined operations of the four divisions under Generals
Linares and Aldecoa and Colonel Tort and Colonel Hernandez (and also Gen-
eral Nevarro until he was deprived of his command and sent back to Spain
last Saturday as a penalty for his reverses), and also the return of
with so large a force, explain the a.’garmmﬁqinm and make it easy to under-
stand the strength of the rebel position outside the city.

FREQUERT FIGHTS.

Eight encounters occurred yesterday witnin 15 miles of the city limits, in
aline which would extend from the coast near Guanabacos, on the east, around
to the coast on the west at a point but a short distance from Marianao. One
of these fights, at Las Guacimas, where Colonel 's command was en-

d, was so near the cltihthntib of the Spanish wounded were carried into
esus del Monte, which is the eastern t of the city of Habana, and aid was
gent out from there to other wonnded whohad been too seriously hurt to be
brought in without conveyances. This was a part of General Linares's com-
mand, and at the same moment the main force was engaged with Castillo at
a point near Managuas, 12 miles from the city. 3

&:nral Aldeson was figh with 1,500 re in the Nazarene Hills, and at
Bayamas, near San Felipe. Colonel Tort was e with another rebel di-
vision of 2,000, under M?a:eo and Maestre, at San Jose Las Vegas, and other
engagements were in ess at Wajai, 10 miles out, and at Batabano, on the
south coast, all within a few hours.

REBELS EAGER FOR BATTLE.

The rebels are now inviting battles. Their policy of avoiding contests has
necessarily been changed by the nature of their cam: around the city.
Even the Bpanish reports do not say now that after each meeting the enemy

been dispersed. Thisregular t has been changed to a state-
ment that they have taken another position at some pa point.

Mr. President, that is the condition of Cuba, and I do not un-
derstand how anyone with the blood of the patriots of the Ameri-
can Revolution running in his veins can not sympathize with
those people and declare his sympathy for them, whatever may be
the cost. They may be poor and ignorant and weak, as I have no
doubt they are, but, after all, they are seeking for freedom, the

ighest aim of manh

wish to read a portion of a letter from a gentleman in Boston.
I read simply a paragraph from it, and shall not give his name.
He states that * nearly all the better class of the inhabitants sup-
rt the Government, and that the rebels are composed of the
E;) , the reckless, and ignorant element.” He says that they are
utterly incapable of self-government. That is the sum and sub-

stance of his letter, and I shall not attempt to read it in detail.

This gentleman in writing from Boston gives a quotation from
the letter of a correspondent of his in Cuba. I do not like the
patronizing tone of the letter, which commences with the state-
ment that the better class of the inhabitants support the Govern-
ment; that is, the people living in towns, those who have planta-
tions, are called “‘the better class of inhabitants.” Well, they
are in better circumstances, and in that respect they are better—
better off—but when you deal with the patriotism of a conntry

ou do not often look to those who have more regard to the de-

ense of property than the defense of public right. In such cases

ou must take the mass of the peo%lle, and the kind of people
gmmunced here as low—low in estate, 1 suppose the writer
means—reckless and ignorant; because those people are engaged
in war against the Spanish Government they are not to be consid-
ered, but only the better classes.

Mr, President, that was not the feeling in the American Revo-
lution. It was the common people of the American Revolution
who carried on and 1med war, and they were aided and assisted
by the most intellec and able men of the country.

Why are those people ignorant? Why is it that whole pop-
ulation is denounced? e know that nearly all—nine-tenths of
the population—are in the army or are represented in the army.

Why, I ask, are they ignorant? Because for ages they have been
denied the opportunities of schools and institutions of learning.
Their system produces ignorance. But they are not ignorant en-
tirely of all things. They know anou%l:l to fight for liberty and
for freedom, and they have carried on that cause, more or less, for
fifty years. In ten years they compelled Spain to spend $400,000,-
000 in order to put down the rebellion, and that cansed or tended
to cause her bankruptey. 1 say now, when this class of men—all
of them practically, the great body of the people—are ed in
warfare, it is not wise for the higher classes to sneer at them and
talk about their ignorance and their recklessness. It would be
better a good deal if the better classes there—if there are any
there—should join in as the better classes of our people joined in
the revolution led by George Washington, the greatest of all men.

I wish to say another thing. When I read from the Journal, of
New York, General Weyler was spoken of as being present when
certain atrocious and oufrageous wrongs were committed u
men, women, and children. As I said before, I do not complai
that the Spanish minister wrote hisletter. I think he had a right
to defend his country and his countrymen whether here or any-
where, before the people or in the Department of State. I do not
believe in the narrow idea that a man may not defend his Govern-
ment and people anywhere wherever he goes and in any commu-
nity. But the Spanish minister went on and quoted the book
which I referred to in my former remarks, and then he said that
Weyler's name appeared nowhere in the book. But, sir, Weyler
did not deny his parficipation in those events, and the paper de-
clared that ler was nt. I have not the book yet, as I
have not been able to find it, but the Spanish minister seems to
have found if, a book of thirty or forty pages, which he saysis the
book to which I referred. 'Whether it is or not I do not know. I
leave that for the Journal, of New York, a very intelligent and
influential paper, to find ont.

There is another matter. Spain has no ri:ﬂ:lttocomplainofua
for E‘Eﬂﬁ.ﬂg to her insurgents erent rights, because I believe
by the law of nations Spain did right when she gave to the Con-
federates, although perhaps too hastily, the rights of belligerents.
At that time, in June, 1861, no single battle had been fought be-
tween the Confederate and the Union forces. The battle of Bull

Run did not come for a month after this recognition. Buton -

account of the occupation by the Confederates of a great body of
our territory, including military posts and military stations, the
Spanish Government might fairly say that there was snch a sense
of strength in the Confederate forces that they ought to be re-
garttliled as belligerents even before a single battle had been fought
in the war.

I do not co::ﬁﬂain of that. But here Spain complains when we

ropose to declare belligerency after tens of thousands of men

ve fallen on either side in bloody warfare. I do not see how it

can complain in any way whatever, directly or indirectly, if we
recognize the insurgents as i ts—these ignorant, feeble
men whom they talk about. If ever there was a case for declar-
ing the fact of the existence of war and that there are two sides
of that war, waging with infernal ardor in the work of human de-
struction, it exists there. If war in its worst form in the dark
ages of the world ever exceeded in atrocity the war that is goi
0? in Cuba, I should like to know where to find the book to
of it.

Therefore, it is idle for Spain to complain that we recognize
these rebels as belligerents and that we declare then what, per-
haps, we can not truly entirely declare, that we will have strict
neutrality, In actual fact, in warfare, under the laws of the
United States, no citizen of this country, even after this act of
ours is comgleted, could go to Cuba to help the insurgents unless
we repeal the law. By strict statute we forbid American le
from going to participate in the wars of other countries. e,
therefore, do not intend, by anything that is in the resolution, to
participate in that war unless actual warfare is made npon us
after the passage of the resolution—actual war, not the displace-
ment of consulsand the small student war of rushing tobreak ina
few windows with stones. That is not war. But will Spain com-
mence war against us for doing what she did with us in our troub-
lous times, for doing what every nation is justified by the law of
nationsin doing, recognize belligerents, and then treat them with a
fair and impartial neutrality? That is the first resolution and the
main and material resolution. How any man with a patriotic
feeling and a knowledge of all the surroundings, the cirecum-
stances which we have before us, can refuse to support the Gov-
ernment in that declaration I can not imagine.

Now, in regard to the second declaration, let us look and see
what it is:

Resolved, That £ pert;
oo R oot sty ik ko o g that the only prranent
and other nations, wou be{n tof a ent by the
choice of the @ of Cuba, it is the sense of Congress that the Government

of the Uni Btates sho use its good offices and friendly influence to
that end. ¥
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‘What objection can there be to that resolution? We say that
we—

Deplore the destruction of life and property—

So we do—

?&ﬂ?ﬁ%&“&ﬁ?&a cont%sitr.l etqh:ﬁﬂi;lggﬁgn tx?tet?cggs of Spain, the peo-
ple of Cuba, and other nations, would be in the establishment of a govern-
ment by the choice of the people of Cuba.

‘What man is there, or woman either, in the broad extent of our
country who wonld not indorse that declaration? Spain, in con-
ducting her relations with her dependencies, has lost them one by
one. She had at one time a greater possession of territory than
even Russia, greater even than any other nation in the world.
She had nearly all of South Amerieca, she had Mexico, and she had
the islands; and she lost them one by one in pursuing the same
line of policy that she has pursued in regard to the Cubans.

Sir, if Cuba did not lie in an isola region, surronnded by
water, only to be approached by a naval power and controlled bly
Spain mainly as a naval power, Cuba would have fallen like all

_the rest of the Spanish possessions; and I say in my place, I say
as the general feeling of the American people, that this strange
condition of a pretended possession or government so near our
shores by which the rights of the poor and feeble and ignorant are
totally disregarded, by which they are deprived of the right of
suffrage, deprived of liberty, and even of the privilege of bein
taught in tﬁa common schools or anywhere else, can not stan
much longer. Grant said so in his time, and so did Fish and
others, and everyone who has been familiar with Spanish affairs
has expected the good time to come when this state of affairs
would cease. I say the time has come when the American people
should openly and pla.inl{declare their detestation of such horrors,
their detestation of such tyranny, and, if necessary,I should be
willing to go further and say that it shall end.

Mr. President, as to the third clause of the resolution, it has
been the subject of construction by the honorable Senator from
New York [Mr. HiLn]. I am not here to discuss questions of
grammar or of syntax or of parsing. I say that that resolution
upon its face seems to me a fair resolution, and the only thing
abont it which I do not like is its reference to the interests of

roperty. I wish the House of Representatives had left that ont.

hat I disagreed to to some extent, but we thought on the whole,
in order to close the matter up, we would accept it. I will read
that clause:

Resolved, That the United States has not intervened in struggles between

any European Governments and their colonies on this continent; bat from
&}a very close relations between the people of the United States and those of

That is all right—

in consequence of its proximity—
That is all right—

and the extent of the commerce between the two peoples—
That ought not to be there—

the present war is entailing such losses upon the people of the United States
that Congress is of opinion that the Government of the United States should

be pre to protect the legitimate interests of our citizens by interven-

tion, if necessary.

Now, I do not like this resolution in that particular, but the

eneral meaning and substance of it are true and correct. We
ga\ra larger interests in Cuba than we have in all South America.
Our importations from Cuba amount to nearly §100,000,000, Our
exportations last year amounted to $28,000,000, Our people who
are down there are the owners of land. They haye sugar estates;
they have large interests there. That island is close to us in our
business relations, but these would not justify war. The fact is
that the business done by our citizens in Cuba ought not to and
have not led to this controversy, in my judgment. I really be-
lieve, and in this presence I can say, that if the Senate dislikes
this particular language, which seems to point at a money con-
sideration to us by the independence of Cuba, 1 have no doubt the
other House would promptly respond to any change in that re-
spect. But in substanceitistrue. The only troubleisitis better
not always to say the truth. It is better not always to speak of
money and property and {)ro rltly interests when the rights of
millions of people are invo . They are the subjects to be con-
sidered, and the lesser subjects are to be departed from.

Mr. President, I think I have now said all I care to say in this
rather informal way. Thereare many other things which I might
have said, but I do not wish to tresgj.sa upon the time of my friend
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PrRiTcHARD]. Tt is my firm
conviction that it is the duty of ress specifically and in lan-

e about which there can be no difference of construction, to
eclare that there is a war prevailing in Cuba, a terrible, desolat-
ing war, and that we will recognize the belligerents and deal with
them impartially. We will not give a preference to the Spanish
ship Ioa:fed witﬁ guns for Spanish soldiers. We will not give
the Spaniards the t advantage of our commerce, or our ports,
of our police, and deny those privileges to these men who are fight-

that the only

ing for their liberty. That is what we will not do. That is what
this declarationis. Wesay we will recognize them as belligerents,
having an equal claim for onr forbearance.

Now, sir, in conclusion T wish to state that I do not anticipate,
and I do not believe, there will be war growing out of this matter.
There is no occasion for war. We have done nothing that we
ought not to have done, but we have been very slow in doing
what we ought to have done. We might have brought to the re-
lief of the Cubans without violating international law various
forms of aid. We have refused to do it. We treat these poor
people who are fighting for their liberty much less courteously
than we do those who are fighting against them. We respect the
Spaniards and the Spanish nation. They are a proud and noble
people. Their history is worthy of consideration. Four centuries
ago they were the most powerful nation in Europe. They com-
manded not only the old peninsula of Sﬁmin. but they commanded
also a large portion of what is now Holland, the Netherlands,
and Germany. But they in all their wars, in all their controver-
sies, have exhibited a degree of violence that never was recognized
as proper by the English—sgg;king people. They fought with a bit-
terness that never has n copiec‘F on almost any other than
Siamish soil and in anf other almost than a Spanish controversy.
'I‘f Ey therefore have lost their high station among the nations
of Europe. . :

I trust, however, that the time is not far distant when the new
blood in that great old country will be brought to the front and
when Spain will become the second Repubiic of Europe. The
tendency is that way, the feeling is that way, and there are signs
which I see that a large body of the people of Spain hope that
Cuba will be made free. If Spain should renew the treaty of Cam-
pos of 1878 and faithfully observe it, the people of Cuba would
eagerly accept such terms. In my judgment this war onght not
to end it; ought to continue until the Cubans attain their freedom
against Spanish oppression, until they are armed with home rule
and haye a power to make law for themselves. If that be done,
then all America is republic, for Canada to-day is as much a re-
public asis the United States of America. Itis held to the mother
country only by ties of friendship and auld lang syne. Every part
of this %rea.t hemisphere discovered by Colnmbus is destined to
be the place where {ree institntions will develop to the very utter-
most, and from which they will be extended, I trust, to all the
nations of the world. [Applause in the galleries.]

Mr. PRITCHARD. My, President—

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from North Carolina indulge
me for a moment?

Mr. PRITCHARD. Certainly.

Mr. MORGAN. I merely desire to take the floor on the resolu-
tion before it passes from the consideration of the Senate.

SENATOR FROM DELAWARE,

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution reported
by Mr. MiTcHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Privileges
and Elections, February 18, 1896, as follows:

Resolved, That H A. Du Pont is entitled to a seat in the Senate from
the State of Delaware for the full term commencing March 4, 1805,

Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr.President, Ifully appreciate the nature
of my task in undertaking to reply to the very able and exhaust-
ive speech delivered by the distingunished Sendtor from Indiana
[Mr. TURPIE. ]

The guestion presented to us is one which should command our
earnest and impartial consideration. Each member of this body
in dealing with this question occupies the position of a sworn
juror whose duty it is to hear and determine the case upon its
merits. In order to arrive at a correct conclusion of the whole
matter it is necessary for us to acquaint ourselves with the facts
in the case and apply the law in accordance with the constitu-
tion of the State of Delaware.

It appears from the pleadings in the case that at the organiza-
tion of the senate of the State of Delaware William T. Watson
was elected sgeaker of that body, and continued in the discharge
of his official duties as speaker of the senate until the 9th day of
April, 1895, the day following that on which Joshua H. Marvil,
governor of the State, died. The general assembly, among other
things, was charged with the duty of electing a Senator of the
United States for the constitutional term of six years from the
4th day of March, 1895, and, having failed to elect a Senator
on the second Tuesday after the meeting of the legislature,
convened in joint assembly on the next day, being the 16th day
of January, in accordance with the provisions of an act of Con-

ess entitled ** An act to regulate the times and manner of

olding elections for Senators in Congress,” approved on the 25th
day of July, 1866, and proceeded to vote for a United States Sen-

ator. No one having been elected to the office of Senator that
day, the general assembly, pursuant to the provision of said act,
convened in joint assembly on the following and each succeedin,
gfg of the session until and including Thursday, the 9th day

Y.
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It is admitted that on the 9th day of April, as soon as the joint
assembly of the two houses had separated, Mr. Watson, the speaker
of the senate, took the official oaths prescribed for the governor
of the State of Delaware; that he at once entered u the dis-
charge of his duties of office and assumed the functions of gov-
ernor; that from the date that he qualified as governor until the
final joint assembly of the twohouses on the 9th day of May Gov-
ernor Watson did not assume to act as senator, nor did he take
any in the deliberations of the senate nor of the joint assem-
bly. It further appears that Governor Watson, on the 9th day of
May, entered the final joint assembly and assumed the right to
vote for a United States Senator. At the final joint assembly
twenty-eight ballots were had for United States Senator, and the
vote upon every ballot was as follows:

Henry A. Du Pent, 15 votes; Edward Ridgley, 10 votes; James
E. Addicks, 4 votes; Ebe W. Tunnel, 1 vote.

It is contended that Governor Watson had no authority at that
time to exercise the functions of a senator of the State of Delaware,
and that his vote cast for Edward Ridgley was a nullity; and that
only 20 votes werelegally cast, of which Henry A. Du Pontreceived

15, being a clear majority of all legal votes cast; and that Mr. Du
Pont was duly elected United States Senator and is entitled to a
seat in this body.

Before entering upon a discussion of this case, I beF leave to say
that I have read and carefully considered the very able arguments
presented by both sides and that I have arrived at the conclusion
that Mr. Du Pont did, on the 9th day of May, as aforesaid, receivea
majority of the votes cast by those who 1 y constituted the joint
assembly of the State of Delaware at that time. In forming this
opinion, I have been guided by what I conceivetobea pr(iper con-
struction of the constitution of the State of Delaware. 1 find on
examination of the constitution of that State that the second ar-
ticle of the constitution contains the following section:

BEc. 12. No person concerned in any army or navy contract, no member of

Congress, nor any person holding any office under this State or of the United

Btates, except the nttrorney-genurali officers usually appointed by the courts

of justice, respectively, attorneys at law, and officers in the militia holding no
disqualifying office, during his continnance in Congress or in office, be
a senator or representative.

Here we have a positive declaration that no person during his
continuance in the office of governor of Delaware shall be a sena-
tor. If this section means anything, it is that the person holding
or exercising the office of governor of that State is absolutely dis-
qualified from exercising the functions of senator. I take it that
it will hardly be contended by those who claim that Mr. Du Pont
was not Ieguily elected that had Gov. Watson been elected to the

osition of governor and senator both at the same time, that in the

ace of this provision in the constitution he would have been per-
mitted to hold the office of governor and at the same time be a
senator or representative. I presume no one will contend that he
could have qualified and exercised the functions of both offices
at the same time. That being so, we should remember the well-
settled principle of law that no one will be permitted to indirectly
do that which he can not directly do. Those who take the posi-
tion that Governor Watson on that occasion had the authority to
vote as senator and exercise the functions of the office of senator
are asking us to decide that the governor by indirection could do
that which he could not directly do. This is such a flagrant and
ntter disregard of all the rules of construction with which I am
acquainted that I am fully persuaded that such an argnment will
not influence members of this body in deciding a grave question
like the one under consideration. ]

The third article of the Delaware constitution contains the fol-

lowing provision:
Sgc. 5. No member of Congress nor person holding any office under the

United States or this State shall exercise the office of governor.

It is plain to my mind that the effect of this section is to declare
that no person shall exercise the office of governor while holding
the office of senator or representative. There can be no conflict
btmen this section of the Delaware constitution, which declares

Nomember of Congressor person holding any office under the United States
or this State shall exercise tg office of governor—
thﬁ.nd the first clanse of section 14 of the article, which declares
t—
PRt o T e Spoakor of ths oenate shall exsreicnthe amos
a governor elec ‘by the people be duly qualified
These two clauses, it may be claimed, are susceptible of such
a construction as would make them positively repugnant; for
instance, such a construction as will make one mean that the
senator who happens to be speaker of the senate when the gov-
ernor dies shall thereupon become governor, and the other an ex-
press declaration that no senator shall become governor. I take
the position that these provisions of the constitution are suscep-
tible of another construction, which completely reconeiles them.
‘When we consider them together and construe them as a whole,

as it is our duty to do, the reasonable and proper construction of
these provisionsthia fiha:h thg er of the hﬂemwbml‘éhle becm;le
governor upon the death of the governor chosen

and in so doing he vacates the office of senator. it

According to the well-settled rulesof the common law, the valid
acceptance of one office by the person already holding another
and an incompatible office vacates the former as effectually asan
actual surrender of it. In fact, it has always been regarded asan
abdication, and therefore a quasi resignation. I find among the
decisions of the supreme court of my State several cases which
un%:e&ationably recognize the %rincip e of the common law which
forbade the same person from holding incompatible offices.

I call attention to the case in the matter of J. G. Martin, de-
cided in 62 North Carolina, page 153, which expressly decides
that the acceptance of one office by a person already holding an
incompatible office vacates the former. I quote tﬁe following

rtion of the case in point in order that this body may have the

efit of the views of our supreme court relative to this question.

This is a case which occurred during thelate war, when my dis-
tinguished predecessor was governor of our State. The question
arose as to whether or not General Martin, who was then holding
the office of adjutant-general, could at the same time occupy the
office of brigadier-general of the Confederate States.

An agreed case was submitted to the supreme court of North
Carolina, and the supreme court of that State, presided over by
Chief Justice Pearson, one among the most eminent common-law
lawyers of this conntry, decided that in that case the very mo-
ment he accepted the oﬂiea of brigadier—%eenceral in the Confeder-
ate States the office of adjutant-general ame vacant, and that
Governor Vance had the right to appoint a successor.

EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, NORTH CAROLINA,
Raleigh, March 2, 1863.

DEAR 81®: You are aware that the legislature, by a joint resclution, de-
clared the office of adjutant-general vacant, by reason of the incumbent's
having accepted an incompatible office under the Confederate States gov-
g}l;nment. and that by a subsequent act the appointment was conferred upon

& EOVernor.

General Martin, the t&t;esant incumbent, having declared his intention of
testing the legality of action of the legislature by an appeal to the courts,
Iam piaced ina tion rather embarrassing. To avoid the somewhat un-
pleasant spectacle of a lawsuit for the possession of an office, confidential in
its relation to myself, very important to the public at this time, I have
concluded, with the consent of General Martin, to make a case and ask the
opinion of the supreme court immediately thereon.

With this view I should be greatly obliged, and I have no doubt the public
iy e i be s;:lg;aerye_d‘ it you Eould h?_vei thia kmd‘lness dt:l call the
col er and give its opinion upon the question. earlya day as pos-
sible is respectfully requested.

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, Z. B. VANCE.

Hon. B. M. PEARSON,

Chief Justice of North Carolina.

OPINION OF THE JUDGES—IN THE MATTER OF THE ADJUTANT-GENERAL-
BHIP,

. At the request of his excellency Governor Vance and General Martin, the

i:.dgea of the supreme court have heard a full argument on the questions of

w presented by the facts set out in “the case eed,” and certify their
opinion to be that the office of the brigadier-general under the Confederate
States is incompatible with the office of adjutant-general under the State of
North Carolina; and that on the facts stated * the office of ntant-
is vacant, and the governor may lawfully proceed to appoint thereto.™
It is proper to state that in givinﬁhjs opinion we do not act as a court, but
merely as judges of the court, and have treated the matter in the same light.
and with the same full consideration as if the cass n regularly before
the court u&an a pmceedm%z_:ppraprmta to fresent the question.

We were induced to take this action, and felt not only atliberty to do so, but
conceived it was in some measure our duty thus toaid a coordinate department
of the Government, because we were informed by his excellency the ﬁ‘;
ernor that the subject would in that way be relieved from all further em
rassment; and that the public interest required that it should be adjusted
sooner than it could be done by the r mode of proceeding in court, par-
%ﬁm as the court now holds but one term during the year. (Berry va.

el

9 Iredell, 318, appendix.)
R. M. PEARSON, C. J. 8. C.
WILL., H. BATTLE, J. 8. C.
M. E. MANLY,J. 8. C.

RALEIGH, March 11, 1863,

In this case it was contended by the counsel for General Martin
that he only received a salary for the discharge of the duties of
one of the offices and that therefore he could not be said to be
holding two offices that were incompatible, but it seems that the
court was of opinion that his refusal to receive the salary of one
of two incompatible offices in law could not change the matter or
diminish the duties of either office and that his obligation was as
great to discharge the duties of the office for which pay was not
received as the one for which a salary was accepted.

I am not informed as to whether Goovernor Watson drew the
salary incitlent to both the offices of senator and governor, but I
am inclined to the opinion that he did not, inasmuch as he ren-
dered no service as senator affer his quaiiﬁcation as governor
save and except the pretended service on the day heretofore men-
tioned. - Mechem’s Treatise on the Law of Public Offices and Offi-
cers, section 420, in discussing the effect of accepting incompatible
offices, says:

1t is a well-settled rule of the common law that he who while occn})yi.ns
one office accepts another incam?gtibla with the first, ipso facto absolutely

vacates the first office and his title is thereby terminaf without any other
M ttegon, 4 B.

act or p: illard ws. Thatcher, 2 T. R., 81; Rex vs. Pa

roceeding.
Ad., 9; Rex vs. Hughes, 5 B. and C., 836.)
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I understand the Senators on the other side to take the position
that it must affirmatively appear to this body that there was an
adjudication of the fact by the senate of the State of Delaware
that the office was vacant before we can find that it was vacant.
In this decision if is expressly decided to be to the contrary, that
no further proceeding is in order to vacate the first
office held by the party who takes the second. I proceed with the
opinion:

That the second office is inferior to the first does not affect the rule. (Mil-
lard vs. Thatcher, 2 T. R., £l.) And even though the title to the second office
fail. as where the election was void, the rule is still the same, nor can the
officer then pomemlmdhisformeraﬂioetowhichmoﬂmrhmbm
appointed or (Rex vs. Hughes, 5 B. & C., 886.)

I cite along with these different propositions the decisions of
the different States sustaining the view.

Mr. GRAY. Youare from Mechem. -

Mr. PRITCHARD. I am reading from Mechem, but at the
same time I am citing as I go along, as will appear in my speech
in the RECORD, the authorities which sustain each view that he
entertains on that guestion.

In this connection I wish to call attention to the case of Bryan
vs. Cattell (15 Iowa, 530), in which the court said:

ts
WSE i e e
which, within the meaning of the law and cases, is
which he holds, we have no doubt that the first one w become
Muhwﬂaddﬁthe:{paﬂm&ﬂm‘ of a distriet court should
accept a seat n bench, a vmlﬁ created in the first office;
and yet the statute certainly does not, in terms, cover such a case. 8o if the
mxdi{or of state should take of

the office of treasurer, and many other cases

It seems to me that this opinion, together with the other opin-
jons which [ have gquoted, is conclusive. The general trend of
the decisions is to the effect that if a party accepts another office
which, within the meaning of the law, is incompatible with that
which he holds, the first one becomes vacant. And, asan addi-

tional reason why Governor Watson could not exercise the func- | €88¥

tions of the office of governor and senator at the same time, I
submit that it is a direct violation of the fundamental principles
of the constitutions of the several States to blend the functions of

tive and the judiciary. In either instance it would be a clear,
plain, unguestioned violation of the %nnmples on which the con-
gtitutions of the various States of this Union are formed and based.

As an evidence of this fact, the constitution of almost every State
in the Union contains an express provision that no member of
Congress or other person holding any other office nnder the State
or United States shall during his continuance in Congress or in
office be a senator or representative,and the very fact that Gov-
ernor Watson never at any other time during his incumbency as

vernor assumed to act as senator makes it clear to my mind

t he so understood the constitution of his State.

Governor Watson lived in the State, he had taken the oath to
execute the laws of his State, and if we take his conduct on that
occasion as & criterion we are forced to the conclusion that the
construction given by Governor Watson between the period of
the 9th of April and the 9th of May was the correct construction
of the constitution of that State. If we should decide that Gov-
ernor Watson had the right under the constitution of Delaware to
act as senator during his continuance in office as governor it would
amonunt to the declaration on our that the section of the con-
stitution of Delaware which provides that—

No person concerned in any army or navy contract, or memberof Con
nor any person holding any office under this State, or of the United Sta

except the attorney-general, officers usually appointed by the courts ol
‘u.stige. respecl:hvelyl,7 attorneys at law, and otficers in the tia, hol no
ualifying office,

shall, dur his-continuance in Congress or in office,
semator or ve—
is meaningless and can in no emergency be construed in sucha
manner as to prohibit one from holding both a legislative and
executive office in that State at the same time. Why was it that
the framers of the constitution inserted this provision as a part of
the constitution? If it means anything, it certainly means that
they were determined to forever te and distinct the
legislative, executive, and judicial branches of that State. This
tis and ingrafred into almost every State constitution
in the United States. =) .
Mr. President, I wish to read from a case which is reported in
45 Missouri, The State, ex rel. James W. Owens, petitioner, vs,
Dan M. Draper, State auditor, respondent, page 356. I will state
before I read this opinion that they had a provision in their consti-
tution in the State of Missouri that no one axerum:_ﬁ or holding a
State office shall at the same time hold an office in the general as-
sembly. I am not going to read the opinion which relates to the
construction of that section, but I am going to read the opinion
bearing upon the construction of the common-law doctrine vacat-

ing an office where an incompatible office is accepted. Among
other things, the court said:

The case is submitted on the pleadings, and they show that while Owens
was a judge of the circnit court he was elected a representative to the legis-
lature, qualified, took his seat, and performed the duties and functions of
that office. There doesnot & to have hmmyrmmﬂono!thnjnqﬁ

ship, and the guestion is whether he could legnlly hold the two offices
receive the pay appertaining to both at the same time. There has never been
any doubt about principle—

Says Judge Wagner, who rendered the opinion—
so far as I am advised, that at common law, if a
office which is incompatible with the one he holds, the
come vacant.

Suppose Owens—

That is, the petitioner—
instead of be elected to the legislature had been elected to a seat on

bemch..u.nlﬁngadqun]mad and entered en the discharge of its duties. It

isper!ectl%;lear t&any mind that his seat on the eircuit bench would have

vacated.

Or if the auditor should be elected treasurer, or the attorney-general sec-
retary of state, their of the latter offices would necessarily vacate
their former ones. Besi the common-law rule, the State government is
divided into separate and distinct branches or departments, the officers of
each having separate and independent functions to perform.

Just as they had in this case. There was the executive of the
State of Delaware with his separate, distinct, and independent
functions to orm; there was the State senate of Delaware with
its separate, distinct, and independent functions to perform.

t was d that should ba
e S ey g et £ e

This is a principle which our lawmakers have ever kept in view
in the past and one which we as such are com , under our
oaths, to preserve and enforce whenever and w. we come
in contact with it in the discharge of our official duties.

It is absurd to say that Governor Watson was able to discharge
the duties at all times of governor and senator as well when each
office was replete with Rm% duties as when the duties were

and i uent, and this of itself brings the case within the
rule estab. by the common law as a test when offices are in-
compatible. In reply to this argnment, we are met with the
statement from the other side that in all these cases there is no
vacancy until there is an adjudication of the fact by some tri-
bunal of competent jurisdiction. When a party holding an office
accepts another which is incompatible, by operation of law the
former office becomes vacant the moment he assumes and quali-
ﬁeahgorhtjlgl 3 of the tdl?ﬁ of the s:fcond office. It is 3
right w! etermines upon the happening of a contingency, an
any attempted adjudication on the part of any tribunal can in no
wise affect the status of the case.

The distinguished Senator from Indiana in his very able and
ingenuous ent contended that Governor Watson inherited
the office and could not decline it, neither could he accept it.
That was his exact langunage, as I remember it. *“ He was simply
exercising it.” This statement of itself shows the inconsistency
of the position assumed by those who oppose Mr. Du Pont’s claim.
The Senator would have us believe that Governor Watson was
foreordained from the beginning of the world to exercise the office
of governor, and there was no means of escape left open to him in

accepts another
one would be-

case. That is the logic and outcome of his proposition. A
Senator near me that he is a Presbyterian.
Mr. THURSTON. And therefore in harmony with the Admin-
istration. !Laughtar.]
Mr. P CHARD. Yes.

The more reasonable construction of the section in question is
that the term *“‘speaker of the senate ” is used for the p of
designation, and that only. If it is, as contended by the distin-

i Senator, that the exercise of the office of governor by
tor Watson was “simply one of his dufies as speaker of the
senate,” why was it necessary that he should take the pains to
take the oath of office as prescribed by the comstitution of Dela-
ware to be taken by the governor who had been elected by the
people before he could assume the duties of office? If his posi-
tion is the correct position, he had nothing to do but to walk in
and take up the reins of government of Delaware and exercise
the duties of that office, because he was ker of the senate.
This man did not do that. This man took the identical cath that
was taken by his £CessoT. .

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. He took three.

Mr., PRITCHARD. As is suggested by our honorable chair-
man, he not only took one, but he took three. He was well sworn
in, if I may make the iom.,

If the Senator’s position is the correct one, the office came to him
as an inheritance comes to an heir. He was unfortunate in his
illustration, inasmuch as the cases are not analogous. The mo-
ment the ancestor dies the property instantly vestsin the heir and
hemdonothintgtoaddtoorchsngethaﬁﬂetotha he
inherits, but with Governor Watson it was entirely di t. On

the death of the governor of Delaware he had the right to gqualify
88 governor and exercise the functions of the executive of that
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State, but it will not be seriously contended that he could have ex-
ercised the office of governor without taking the prescribed oaths
and being inducted into office in like manner as his predecessor,
who was elected, when elected, by the people. This theory of the
Senator is a beautiful one and interesting to contemplate, but has
no application whatever to the case under consideration.

The djatinﬂ.ﬁshed Senator also said: ** We have never heard of
any great calamity which has befallen the people of Delaware in
consequence of the speaker of the senate exercising this right.” I
agree that prior to this unwarranted assumption on the part of
Governor Watson it has never resulted in a *‘ great calamity ” to
the people of that State. It must be said, greatly to the it of
his pretfeoeseors, who had theretofore exercised similar functions,
that no one of them ever attempted to violate the plain provisions
of the constitution which they had sworn to support., The dis-
tingunished Senator,in reply to a question from the Senator from

n, with much emphasis declared, ‘*That Governor Watson's
ecessors had ac as senator while exercising the office of
governor,” but when we refer to the record it appears that no
such precedent is to be found in the legislative history of Delaware,
and 1 challenge Senators who differ from me to show a single in-
stance in the records of the legislature of Delaware wherein a
speaker of the senate, while exercisi e office of governor, ever
atber.}:lllplted even to partici in ti;.m:fagislnt‘ive proceedings.

‘While Icontend that when Governor Watson qualified as gov-
ernor he absolutely abdicated the office of senator and had no
power, under the provisionsof the constitution of Delaware, to take
it up again at his will and resume the functions incident thereto,
at the same time I am willing to admit for argument’s sake
that for the time being his functions as senator were temporarily
suspended. Take it for granted that this is the correct position;
I then insist that he had no right to assume or attempt to exercise
his functions as senator during the time he e i the office of
governor. I have examined with great care the precedents in the
several States where they have provisions in their constitutions
gimilar to that of the State of Delaware, and in no instance have
I found a case where a governor during his continuance in office
as governor attempted to exercise his functions as senator. It is

to my mind that in all the States where there are precedents
it is the consensus of opinion of the judicial authorities as well
as the legislative branches that it would be aviolation of the fun-
damental principles nnderlying the constitutions of these several
States to permit an individ while acting as governor to par-
ﬁcﬁ)rate (‘;1% th;_ proceedings of the legislature.

AY. On what ground does the Senator base that | P

opinion?

Mr. PRITCHARD. On the ground that in every constitution
to be found in every State of the United States it is recognized in
the bill of rights that the legislative, the executive, and the judi-
cial departments ought to be kept forever separate and distinct.
That is the ground I put it upon. That is the ground on which
we rest our case. It is a violation of the fundamental principles
g free government to blend the legislative and executive functions

a State.

It is also insisted by the Senator from Indiana that Governor
Watson was never called ‘““‘governor.” I am not going to nnder-
take to follow the distinguished Senator in all his meanderings,
but I do want to follow a few propositions laid down by him. I
was surprised at the statement that Governor Watson was never
called ““ governor,” inasmuch as the journalsfurnish an abundance
of evidence fo show that he was designated as governor of the
State. This argument only illustrates the fact that my distin-

ished friend realizes the weakness of his cause. The very fact

t the disti ished Senator from Indiana made this argunment
convinces me that it is his opinion that if it shounld appear to this
body that Watson was recognized as governor of the State of
Delaware that it would be an admission that would clearly make
the two offices incompatible at common law.

He knew full well the force of that admission; he knew that
once this body determined the fact to be that Watson was recog-
nized as thegovernor of the State of Delaware, under the common-
law doctrine, he vacated the office of semator. That very fact
would settle the gquestion.

The honorable Senator from Indiana as a distinguished lawyer
has few superiors in this country, and no one ap iates more

fully than he does the bearing it would have on this case in the | in

event we shonld find he was governor, and asg)acinlly that the
legislature recognized him as governor of the State. The jour-
nal of the senate shows the fact to be that Governor Watson
transmitted messages to that body as governor and performed
other duties incident to the office of governor.

As has been the honorable chairman of the com-
mittee, the and jonrnal of the senate of Delaware
show that Senator Watson was sworn in as governor of the State
of Delaware. How much more proof do you want that he was
the governor of that State? How much more are we re-
guired to produce in the case to convince these

tors that he

was actunally governor? He did everything that his predecessor

had done, he exercised every functicn that his predecessor had

exercised. Now, wherein does he differ, and in what respect does

]ﬁe &iidf?g’?in exercising those functions from his predecessor, who
ad die

It is stated by those who contend that Mr. Du Pont is not en-
titled to a seat in this body that * the constitution of Delaware
not only does not forbid, but it expressly authorizes the speaker of
the senate, while holding that office, to exercise the office of gov-
ernor.”

As heretofore stated, this position can not be maintained in the
light of the provision of the constitution of Delaware. I have
already quoted the two provisions of the constitution of Delaware
which in plain terms make the offices of senator and governor in
all cases incompatible, and in addition thereto is the well- ded
principle of common law which obtains in this and similar cases.
It is the duty of the executive of the State of Delaware to execute
the law, and in order to faithfully discharge his dutiesas such he
should be in constant attendance at the executive office, and it is
absurd to say that he can at one and the same time be present in
the governor’s office, and faithfully d.ischa.‘l'ti?l his duties as such,
and participate in the proceedingsof the legislature. Among other
things, the constitution of Delaware requires that the governor—

Shall, from time to time, give the general assembly information of affairs
m%_tha Btate, and recommend to their consideration such measures
as he Jjudge expedient.

That is the express language of the constitution of Delaware.

If we adopt the theory that while acting as governor he counld
legally act as senator, we are then placed in the attitude of admit-
ting that he would have the right as governor to recommend the
enactment of a certain law and then be permitted to enter thesen-
ate chamber, reenforced with the power of governor of the State,
and then not only would he exert the influence of senator, but
would bring the almost irresistible power of the executive to bear
in securing the enactment of any pet measure that he might see
fit to advocate.

This one statement of the case within itself clearly demonstrates
tomy mind that these two offices are incompatible under the com-
mon law. It would be giving him as senator such power and in-
filnence as was never intended to be exercised by one individual in
the legislative halls of this conntry. This statement of the case
within itself is a sufficient reason for the opinion that the framers
of the constitution of the State of Delaware never intended to per-
mit a person during the time he occupied the office of governor to
articipate in the ings of the legislature, and I find no
instance in the State of Delaware, nor in any other State in this
Union, where the governor of the State has acted in thednal capac-
ity of a governor and a senator at the same time.

In order to maintain the position that Mr. Watson had the right
to exercise the office of governor while holding the office of sena-
tor the distinguished Senators who are of that opinion are forced
to take the position that the words ‘‘ exercise the office of gov-
ernor” do not mean that be shall be governor of the State for the
time being, buf that he is simply a figurehead without the func-
tions of a real governor. They ask us to believe that he had foll
power to use the seal of office and sign official documents as gov-
ernor without any qualification whatever, and in the next breath
we are gravelLi::formed that he was not governor of the State of
Delaware within the meaning of the constitution of that State.

May I ask them in what sense he was not the governor of the
State of Delaware at the time that he assumed to vote as senator?
‘Was he not required to take the same oath when he entered npon
the discharge of his duties as he would have been required to
take had he been elected by the people? Was he not required to
discharge each and eve du&y incident to the office of governor?
It is clear to my mind t if the construction insisted upon by
the Senators who oppose Mr. Du Pont’s claim be a correct one, then
the people of the district assumed to be represented by Governor
‘Watson have been deprived of their rights under the constitution.
His duties were so pressing that for a whole month he could not
find time to repair to the senate chamber and look after the inter-
ests of his constituents. The constitntion of that State expressly
provides: B

There shall be three senators chosen in each county. Where a greater
number of senators shall by the general assembly be adjudged necessary,
two-thirds of each branch concurring, they may by law make provision for

their number; but the number o¥ senators shall never be
than one-| or less than one-third of the number of representatives.

In the face of this provision that each county shall have a cer-
tain number of tatives in the senate, it is unreasonable
to say that in the event a senator should sueceed to the office of
governor that then the county which he ha[ipened to represent
should not have an equal number of votes witi: the other counties
in the legislature as contemg]ated by the constitution. Theques-
tion of representation in a :ﬁi:ln.tive body is one in which the
public is interested, and one about which there shonld be no un-
certamtly. 1t is not a matter which should be determined by the
officeholder, and should be one about which there could be no
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cavil or misunderstanding. In the case of Stubbs vs. Lee, in 64
Me., page 195, Chief Justice Appleton said:

Where one has two incompatible offi both can not be retained. The
public has a right to know which is held and which is surrendered. It should
not be left to (Smnm or to the uncertain and fluctunating whim of the office-
holder to determine. The eral rule, therefore. that the acceptance of
and qualification for an office 1uuqmpstfb!e with the one then hel isn.resll

!f‘ on of the former is one certain ble, as well as one indispensa-
ble for the protection of the public.

This decision is based npon the principle that the rights of the
public are not to be infringed upon by individuals who, like Gov-
ernor Watson, in their greed would attempt to monopolize more
than one office. Suppose that on the day that Governor Watson
qualified as governor the people of his district had demanded the
right to elect a senator to fill the vacancy in the senate occa-
sioned by his absence.

It was well known then to the people of Delaware that there
would be no vacancy sofar ashe was concerned; that the vacancy
would not be filled until the next general election in that State.
He had absented himself from that y. Now,supposethat they
should have made application to fill the vacancy occasioned by his
absence, will it be contended that such a right could have been
successfully resisted by Governor Watson? I take it that as a
matter of right they wonld have been entitled to elect a Senator
to represent them, as contemplated by their constitution; hence
the reason for the law which provides that on the acceptance of
an incompatible office the public has the right to know which is
held and which is surrendered, and that the determination of the
guestion should not be left to the officeholder to determine,

Mr. PEFFER. If the Senator will allow me a question at that

int, without interference, but to go right along in the line of
E?l}uargnment, sup]i;]onse the disability of the governor had been
simply a case of illness, rhenmatism, paralysis, pnenumonia, or
anything of that kind, which would have incapacitated him from

rforming the duties of the office of governor, and that durin
is disability it had been necessary to bring the couatitut-iomﬁ
provision into play and for the speaker of the senate to exercise
the office of governor, in that case would a vacancy have occurred?

Mr. PRITCHARD. There wonld have been no permanent va-
cancy in that instance as contemplated by the constitution of Dela-
ware. The case now before us is entirely different from the one
the Senator suggests to me. He suggests a question of sickness,
which may last for a day or for a week; but the case we have
before us is not that kind of a case. We have a case in which
there is a vacancy which we know will exist until the next gen-
eral election of the State of Delaware, and we know the further
fact that the legislature will have adjourned before that election

oceurs.

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Carolina yield to the Senator from Delaware?

Mr. PRITCHARD. Yes, sir; with pleasure.

Mr. GRAY. Has the Senator noticed that in the clause which
provides for the filling of theoffice of governor in caseofa vacancy
thelangunage issomething like this—I have not the provision before
me—in case of the death or disability of the governor, the speaker
of the senate shall exercise the office until a governor is elected by
the people and duly qualified; thereby making no distinction be-
tween a vacancy happening by death and a temporary vacancy
occasioned by disability. Ineach of thesecases the same provision
for filling the vacancy is made by the constitution.

Mr. PLATT. Isthe word ‘‘disability” or ‘‘inability ""?

Mr. PRITCHARD. * Inability.”

Mr. GRAY. I wasnot quoting exactly, not having the consti-
tution before me.

Mr. PLATT. Thereis a difference between the two words.

-Mr. PRITCHARD. As I have observed, if that be the case,
there can be no question whatever about Mr. Du Pont’s right to
a seat in this body, because, as I understand the distingnished
Senator, he says that it means that there is an absolute vacancy
running all the way up to an election of governor by the people of
that State.

Mr. THURSTON. The constitution provides the manner in
which the legislature itself shall ascertain and declare the ina-
bility, if it be a vacancy caused by inability. The constitution of

ware provides that the senate of Delaware may declare, by a
fwo-thirds vote, if I remember the provision rightly, or at least
may declare, when the office is vacant by reason of inability.

. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will read the provision. It is
contained in section 14 of Article III, and is as follows:

The governor shall not be removed from his office for inability but with
{"hf u:;c;ncnmnce of two-thirds of all the members of each branch of the legis-

That is the article to which the Senator referred.

Mr. GRAY. That does not modify the effect of the clause
declaring the vacancy.

Mr. THURSTON. It simply emphasizes it and makes it more

clear.

Mr. PRITCHARD. The Senator from Indiana pokes fun at the
distingnished Senator from Oregon because he the word “ re-
frain” in connection with the conduct of Governor Watson, and
spends considerable time in seriously contending before this body
that the word *‘ refrain,” as used in this connection, absolutely
settles this whole question; that it is an admission on the part of
our distingnished chairman which sweeps away every vestige of
hope that now lingers in the mind of Mr. DuPont. Now, I donot
think the Senator from Oregon has used such abad word after all.
The word *‘ refrain,” among other things, means ‘“‘to keep from
action or interference,” That istosay that Governor Watson had
noright tointerfere with the action of thelegislature while exercis-
ing the office of governor. I can not imagine a better word that
the Senator from Oregon could have used in this connection.

I am surprised that the distinguished Senator from Indiana
shonld use such an argument for the tHu ose of influencing votes
on a grave question in the Senate of e%nited States. The Sen-
ator from Oregon has stated the position of the committee so
plainly that ¢“he who runs may read,” and any attempt to befog
the question will not avail Senators who happen to be at a loss for
a satisfactory argument to sustain their views.

It is also contended that all who voted for United States Sena-
tor in joint assembly at Dover on the 9th day of May. 1895, had
been adjudged by their respective houses entitled to their seats
therein and that the judgment of the two houses of the legislature
is conclusive on the Senate of the United States. This is an un-
warranted conclusion, and one that is not sustained by the facts.
There is no record which tends to establish the fact that after
Governor Watson gualified as governor he was adjudged to be

L entitled to a seat in the Senate. I fail to find in any of the records

in this case a single sentence which would indicate any action on
the part of the senate of Delaware adjudging the fact to be that
Governor Watson was entitled fo a seat in that body.

The joint assembly did mot have the right to pass upon the title
of Governor Wafson to a seat in the senate. Thesenate alone had
the right to say who were entitled to membership in their body,
and therefore the fact that he was permitted to participate in the
proceedings of the joint assembly proves nothing, because the first
essential element of a judgment 1s that the body rendering judg-
ment should have jurisdiction of the subject-matter of the action.
That is familiar law and can not be successfully controverted.

The senate of Delaware has neither actually nor constructively
adjudged that Governor Watson had the power to exercise the
office of senator since the date of his qualification as governor of
that State. That the United States Senate has the power under
the Constitution to judge of the qualification of its own members,
as well as the manner of their election,no one will controvert.
Therefore it is highly important that we shounld pass upon the
question as to whether Mr. Du Pont was duly elected to a seat in
this body, and in determining this question tﬁa inquiry naturally
arises as to whether or not the legislature which elected him was
constituted in accor with the provision of the constitution
of the State of Delaware, If it should appear to us that the leg-
islature of Delaware had exceeded the limits preseribed by the
constitution of that State, I had assumed that no one would se-
riously contend that we should be bound by its action.

That the legislature of that State had the power to judge of the
election and qualifications of its members can not be denied, but
it is equally true that in doing so due regard should be had for
the 1{);‘t.wi:siimm of the constitution of that State. The legislature
of that State had full power to act so long as no principle of the
constitution of the State was violated; but the moment the legis-
lature exceeded the anthority %:antad by the constitution in ad-
mitting the vote of an intruder to be counted, who was not in law
a member of that body, then an issue was raised as to whether or
not they were acting within the limit of their constitutional
power and authority, and once such issue is raised there can be
no doubt about the jurisdiction of this body to investigate their
action in that particular.

The power thus conferred upon the senate of Delaware by the
constitution of that State, like that conferred upon the Senate of
the United States by the Federal Constitution, is the power to
admit or reject the claimant who is or is not entitled to a seat,
which is, under the State constitution, subject to occupation by
somebody. Itisnot the power to admit a claimant to a seat which
is subject to occupation by nobody. Upon the a&portionment of
that State in accordance with the provisions of the constitution,
the senate is composed of 9 senators. This being the case, sup-
pose that instead of the record disclosing the fact that 9 Sena-
tors were present and participating in the joint assembly it shonld
gggear that 12 senators participated in the proceedings of that

¥, will anyone contend that in that event this body would be
vrecluded from investigating the matter and deciding in accord-
ance with the provisions of the constitution of that State, that
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only 9 were the properly constifuted number of that body and
entitled to vote for a United States Senator? Suppose that instead
of Governor Watson appearing on the 9th day o v in the joint
assembly that the secretary of state had appeared and partictifmted
in the proceedings of the joint assembly and cast a vote for United
States Senator, are we to adopt the theory that in such a contin-
gency this body wonld be bound by the action of the joint assembly
of Delaware in permitting him to vote?

I was startled yesterday to hear the distinguished Senator from
Indiana lay down the proposition, if it should aﬂpear to this body
that Governor Watson had died, and that another individual, an
interloper, should have appeared there, assuming to be Governor
Watson, and they had admitted an interloper, who had never been
elected, who had no right there, who was an intruder, that that
'ud{ment of the legislature would be conclusive upon this body.

submit that that one statement within itself shows the absurdity
of the proposition attempted to be maintained by the distin-
guished Senators on the other side of this case.

If we are to be governed by such a rule as this, then the mem-
bers of this body are powerless to pass upon the qualifications of
its members. Suppose there had been two houses; suppose there
had been two senates of the State of Delawareand two joint assem-
blies; if the proposition advocated by the distingunished Senator
from Indiana is correct, then we would ba powerless to investigate
as to which house was the proper assembly to be represented here,
and as to which house represented a republican form of govern-
ment in the State of Delaware.

The case which we have before us is in all respects as strong as
the cases I have supposed by way of illustration. The moment
that Senator Watson qualified as governor of the State of Dela-
ware the office of senator which he had theretofore held became
vacant and no one could legally exercise the functions of the office
which he had vacated until there had been an election held and
the vacancy filled in accordance with the provisions of the consti-
tution of the State of Delaware. Such being the case, we are
forced to the inevitable conclusion that the legally constituted
number of senators of the State of Delaware on the 9th day of May
in consequence of this vacancy was only 8, and therefore the
joint assembly was composed of 29 members instead of 30 had there

n no such vacancy.

The action of Governor Watson on the 9th day of May when he

retended to participate as a member in the proceedings of the
joint assembly of Delaware was simply that of an intruder, with-
out the slightest semblance of authority for his conduct, and there-
fore his vote was a nullity. He was clothed with no more au-
thority or power to act as senator on that occasion than that of
any private citizen of the State of Delaware. We certainly have
the right to say that a private citizen would have had no authority
to act on that occasion.

In the light of the facts in this case, construed according to the
constitution of the State of Delaware, we must conclude that Gov-
ernor Watson had no right to participate in the proceedings of the
joint assembly on the 9th daﬁ;)f Malgr, and that being so, it is the
duty of this body to sajy that Mr. Du Pont, having received 15 votes
in said joint assembly, which number being a majority of the
votes cast by that body as le%ﬂly constituted, is therefore entitled
to a seat in this Chamber. The record discloses the fact that Gov-
ernor Watson deliberately entered the joint assembly on the day
heretofore mentioned for the purpose of preventing an expression
of the will of a majority of the duly accredited representatives of
the State of Delaware in choosing a member of this Senate. It
would be establishing a dangerous precedent to countenance such
conduct on the of those who are called upon to exercise the
functions of office of the chief executive of a State. His conduct
on that occasion can not be justified either from a moral or political
standpoint. It was the act of one who sought by improper device
to thwart the will of the majority as clam-vlsﬂe%e&eg;t the ballot
box, and affordsagood illustration of the evils which our forefathers
had in view when they framed the constitutions of our various
States in such a manner as to forever keep Beg;a:ate and distinct
the lte.gialative, executive, and judicial branc of our Govern-
men

Under a representative form of government like ours, when
each branch acts solely within its own sphere there can no harm
be done to any citizen within our borders; but the moment you
attempt to blend the functions of two or more of these branchesa
Pa]:pahle violation of the rights of the individual is sure to follow.

tis g'ettin¥ to be no unusual occurrence to have deadlocks in our
State legislatures lasting, in many instances, during the entire
session, to the exclusion of the consideration of all matters of
public interest, and finally resulting in the election of noone. In
some cases, owing to the fact that neither ¥y has a decisive
majority, this condition of affairs is unavoidable, but even then
in a free government like ours it is a matter which is to be de-
plored; but in cases like the one under consideration it is the duty
of this body to exercise its discretion under the Constitution of the
United States, so that the will of the majority of the people of

Delaware, as indicated at the ballot box, shall be carried into
effect by adjudging that Henry A. Du Pont is entitled to a seat
in this Chamber, -

ART COMMISSION.

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask unanimous consent for the con-
sideration of the bill (8. 1922) creating an art commission of the
United States, and for other purposes.

Mr. CHILTON, I think t is a matter of too much impor-
tance to come up at this hour of the day. There has been quite
a good deal of discussion about it.

e PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrows in the chair).
The Senator from Texas objects.

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I shonld like to say to the Senator from
Texas that I have had this bill up before the Senate several times.
It has been very thoroughly considered by the Senate and by in-
dividual members of the Senate. I am obliged to leave the city
next week, to be away for some time, and I am very anxious to
have the bill passed.

I do not believe it will lead to any discussion whatever, and I
hope the Senator from Texas will withdraw his objection. It
would be a great accommodation to me personally. Iknow if the
Senator understood the difficulties that are met with by members
of the Committee on the Library he would not object for one sin-
gle moment to the passage of the bill. It meets with the unani-
mous indorsement of every member of that committee, and they
are anxious to have it passed. .

Mr. CHILTON. I believe I will withdraw the objection, al-
thoungh I do so with reluctance, I confess.

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am very much obliged to the Senator
from Texas. ]

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The objection is withdrawn.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill. -

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator who has
the bill in charge why artists and sculptors are excluded from the
commission?

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It has been thought best not to have
artists and sculptors on the commission becanse of the fact, as we
all know, that artists and sculptors run in schools, and each school,
of course, would be prejudiced in favor of such works of art as
come from its particular school. The suggestion, therefore, is
open to that objection.

Mr. HOAR. Some years ago I drew with great care a bill
havin‘f the same object in view as the pending bill has, and it
passed the Senate after a good deal of discussion. So far from
excluding artists, either painters or sculptors, it expressly pro-
vided that on the commission, which was to consist of 15 persons,
who were to serve gratuitously except having their expenses paid,
there should be a certain number of sculptors, a certain number
of painters, a certain number of architects, and certain other per-
sons from other callings in life.

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I will say to the Senator from Massa~
chusetts, if he will permit me, that the bill does not appertain to
architecture at all. It has been deemed best to leave that branch

out.

Mr. HOAR. I understand; but that does not affect the point
I am going on to make:

I suppose it to be true (I do not speak with any claim of having
personal knowledge on the subject, though I had the honor of cor-
responding with some very eminent persons in art at that time)
that the greatsuperiority of France in modern times in its modern
monuments, public works of art and architecture both, public
statues, memorial statues, and so on, grows out of the fact that
they called into the seryice of the Government in making the selec-
tion of those works eminent artists. They always find that artists
who, as they say, have won their spurs are impartial and admir-
able judges, and that they have at heart the best interests of art
and of the country; and the criticism which the Senator from
North Dakota suggested does not apply.

Now, once or twice within my knowledge there have been called
in as advisers in such matters St. Gaudensand Mr. Richard Hunt,
who recently died, both eminent artists of the city of New York.
Their advice has been of the greatest value. I should be v
seriously inclined to move an amendment striking ont those wor
and leaving the appointments to the discretion of the appointing

power.

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator from Massachusetts
permit me for just a moment? If the Senator will read section 2
of the bill he will find that it does not pertain in the least to statu-
ary to be located in the various J)arts of Washington, It is con-
fined exclusively to statnary and works of art which are to be
placed in the Capitol building and the new Library building. It
does not relate in the least to statues to be located about the city.
That is to be done by another process altogether.

Mr. HOAR. I move to strike out the words ‘‘ other than artists
or sculptors.” I think there are artists and sculptors in this
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country whose judgment would be exceedingly valuable in this
7

maiter.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will bs stated.

The SECRETARY. Insection 1, line 5, after the word ** persons,”
it is proposed to strike out * other than artists or sculptors; so
as to read

on of the United States, to consist of five who
ShEiEe e e o perses

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Under the circumstances I accept the
amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. HOAR. Then,in line 7, I move to strike out ** and emi-
nently distingunished in literature and the fine arts.” There ma
be the best man in the country for this purpose who is not emi-
nently dmhngmshed in literature. I think the fact that a person
may be regarded b; g the Senate, or by the House, or by the Presi-
dent as a person of high qualifications is sufficient, and I hope
the provision as to d.!stmctwn in literature will not be adhered to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. In section 1,line 7, it is proposed to strike out

“and eminently distin ed in literature and the fine arts.”
Mr. HANSBROUG awept the amendment.
The amendment wa.s

Mr. HANSBROUGH. In wct‘mn 2, line 2, I move to strike out
the word *‘semiannually” and insert “annua]ly ?. so that the
commission shall convene annually.

The SECRETARY. In section 2, line 2, it is proposed to strike out
¢ gemiannually ” and insert ** annually ”; so as to -

'I'hnt it shall be the duty of said commission to convene annually in the city

of Washington.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
m%t:ﬁmm‘%m%beengrwedf third reading, read th

was o or & Tea e
third time, and passed.

LAND FOR EDUCATIONAL PURPOSES IN ALABAMA.

Mr. MORGAN. Iaskunanimous consentto call up and to have
a.'blllthatwﬂl not give rise to a moment of debate. Itis
the bill (8.2461) to grant lands to the State of Alabama for the
use of the Industrial School for Girls of Alabama and of the
Tuskegee Normal and Industrial Institute.
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, to consider the bill.
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

ARKANSAS NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY.

Mr. BATE. Mr. President——

Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator from Tennessee desire to have
an executive session this afternoon? I am very anxious to havea
P?lmmed which otihe Senator from Arkansas . BERRY] desires

be di 5

Mr. BATE. We have a small number of Senators present
now——

Mr. PLATT. It will take perhaps five minutes; only the time
necessary to read the bill.

Mr. B! Y. Ihope theSenator from Tennessee will allow the
Senator from Connecticut to call ap the bill.

Mr. BATE. That ends it.

Mr. PLATT. T askunanimous consent to call up the bill (H. R.
5564) authorizing the Arkansas Northwestern Rallway Company
to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory,
ancl for other purposes.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

MMW from the Committee on Indian Affairs
with amendments. The first amendment was, in section 1, after
the words ** Indian Territory,” to insert *“ by way of the town of
W dotte, where said railroad company shall erect and m.amtam
t within one-half mile of the business center of said town *
soaahomaka the section read:

Arkansas N on created
un?; and by virtue of the m::he Btate Wmum the same is
hea-eby. auth and invested d ered with the right of loca

cting, e%ui , using, and maintaining a
railwa and telagm;g pﬁphone hb:fs th:rm:g the Indian Territory np%n

& point to oom‘pany at or near
ﬂmt,own of Bouthweat Ci cDonﬁd, State of Missouri,

ty, in t.he eou.nty nt M
west ticable route

company ma; interests to cons
of way and depot grounds h.arein provided for.

The amendment was agreed to.

along and upon right

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 20, after the word

‘ taken,” to insert:

And before said emnmny shall enter the territory of any tribe of Indians
within the Qua Amlcﬁ‘or the purpose of oomtru its line of rail-
road and belegmp it the written consent of the gamra! council of
such tribe thereto, which shall be filad with the Secretary of the Interior.

The amendment was agreed fo.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ments were concurred in.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to
be read a third time. y :

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

EQUITY COURT ROOMS.

McMILLAN. I ask unanimons consent to call up the bill

SS 2307) to provide increased accommodations for the second

ivision of the equity court of the District of Columbia, and for
other purposes.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropriate
§2,700 to alter certain rooms in the second and in the third stories
of the District of Columbia court-house bm]dmg which rooms are
now occupied by the second division of the equity court and by
the surveyor of the District of Columbia, the money to be ex-
&ndedl under the direction of the Architect of the United States

itol.
e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

ST. LOUIS, OKLAHOMA AND SOUTHERN RAILWAY.
Mr. PEFFER. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill
; . R. 67) authorizing the St. Louis, Oklahoma and Sont.hern
Gompa.ny to construct and operate a railwa, L{through the
It iz a bﬂl that

erntorﬂ::ﬂ Oklahoma Terri , and for of
been reported from Committee on Indmn
Affairs without amendment.

Mr. WILSON

dm% that, I move that the Senate adjourn.
Mr. PEFFER. Let ispose of this bill. It will take but a
moment. There is no objection to it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Washington
moves that the Senate do now adjourn.

Mr. WOLCOTT. I hope before the motion is put 1 may express
the hope that the Senator from Washington ess there is great
hurry, will give way. There are one or two bills here that I know
there will be no objection to.

Mr. WILSON. I will state,if I may be permitted to do so, that
I have waited all the afternoon and also for a number of days past
for an executive session relative to certainappointments. It seems
to be impossible to have them acted nupon. Idonot wish, however,
to inconvenience any Senator, and I withdraw the motion to

ﬂir WOLCOTT. I am much obliged to the Senator from

W ihe BRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to adjourn is with-
drawn. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill indi-
cated b;y the Senator from Kansas?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered

to a third readihg, read the third time, and passed.

LANDS AT COLORADO SPRINGS, COLO.

Mr. TELLER. I ask leave to call up the bill SS 1317) to grant
certain lands to the city of Colorado Springs, Co.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, 'which had been reported
from the Committee on Public Lands with amendments.

The fm;t amendment was, in section 1, after the word “ Colo-
rado,” in line 3, to insert:

Upon the payment of §1.25 per acre by said city to the United Shtea—

So as to read:
be, ami the same are hereby, granted and conveyed to the city of Colora.do
| SRR ok ey S e St o b 1 B et
Iands to iba use snd behoof forever, for purposes of water storage and supply
of its waterworks.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was to strike out section 2, in the follow-
ing words:

8e0. 2. That if the city of Colorado Springs shall at an; thns after the con-
struction of reservoirs on the lands descri in section 1o
%sma or cease to use the same for water Stﬁrtzsﬂé

revert to the Government of the Unt The survey of
tha lands so grmteﬁ shall be made under the direction and approval of the

The amandment was agreed to.
The bill was reporbed to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ments were concurred in.
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Theﬁiﬂwasorderedtobaengmesadfor a third reading, read
the third time, and passed. ®
STEAM REVENUE CUTTER.

Mr. CAFFERY. I ask unanimonus consent to call up the bill
(S. 1460) for the construction of a steam revenue cutter for service
in the Gulf of Mexico and tributary waters.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It anthorizes the Secretary
of the Jlg‘ea.ﬂ'm'y to have constructed a steam revenus cutter of the
first class for service in the Gulf of Mexico and tributary waters,
the cost of the construction not to exceed $150,000.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to beengrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

EXECUTOR OF C. M, SHAFFER.

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the Senate to take up for considera-
Ei:cn the bill (S. 460) for the relief of the executor of C. M. Shaffer,

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. ” 4

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with
amendments. . .

The first amendment was, in line 7, before the word *‘ hundred,”
to strike out ** five” and insert ** four ”; so as to read:

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is he . authorized and
directed :0 eﬂ;@ r{h‘; axgcuwr of C. M.mslm%elg. dremhy TII.: o? Berk:lg
County, W. Va., out of anzﬂ:imnertn the Treasury not otherwise app -
ated, sum of £1,400, in payment for rent and occupation of ware-
house, in the town of Martinsburg, in said county and Si , 48 & commissary
storehouse during the war of the rebellion.

The amendment was agreed to. .

The next amendment was, in line 10, after the word ** rebellion,”
at the end of the bill, to add the following proviso:

Mﬁ] That he is satisfled, after examining the claim, that said warehouse
was act ocenpied by the United States for the rpose alleged; and the
chimshan{mauowad at the rate of §50 a mouth, for such time as it was so
occupied and not pa.id}or.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ments were concurred in. :

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

ASSISTANT ENGINEERS IN THE NAVY.

Mr, HILL. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera-
tion of the joint resolution (H. Res. 105) for the relief of ex-Naval
Cadets John P. J. Ryan, J. R. Morris, and Chester Wells.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It authorizes
the President of the United States to nominate and, by and with
the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint John P. J. Ryan,
John R. Morris, and Chester Wells to be assistant engineers in
the Navy. But they shall pass an examination in steam engineer-
ii:iewhidl shall be satisfactory to the Secretary of the Navy, and

rank and receive pay only from the date of their appoint-
ments, and shall rank with each other in the order of merit as
shown by the examination provided for.

Mr. PLATT. Was the joint resolution reported by a com-

mittee?
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that it
was reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs.
NM:. E[LL. And it is recommended by the Secretary of the
avy.
Mr. PLATT. All right.
The joint resolution was rted to the Senate without amend-
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. MARTIN. I ask unanimous consent——

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to make a request. Will the Sen-
ator from Virginia yield one moment?

Mr. MARTIN. &rtaml y.

Mr. GALLINGER. I understand that the Senator from Mis-
souri g{: COCKRELL] is to address the Senate to-morrow on an
important subject. Irise to ask unanimous consent that at the
conclusion of his speech we shall go to the Calendar for the con-
sideration of pension bills favorably reported by the Committee
on_ Pensions.

Mr, HILL. I understood the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER-
MaN] wanted to go on with the Cuban resolutions to-morrow, did
he not? He is not here. That is the only difficulty.

Mr. HOAR. I am quite sure the Senator from Ohio under-
stands that the Senator from Missouri is to speak to-morrow, be-
cause——
ofngéced o a.flgi'a gs o

ure e
been concluded.

Mr. PLATT. AndI wish to call attention to the fact that the
Senator from Tennessee has been for two or three days trying to

; but the guestion is as to the order
of the Semator from Missouri has

get anofemutive session on some matters that ought fo be dis-

Mr. BATE. I shall desire an executive session to-morrow some
time, before it gets too late.

Mr. GAL GER. Of course an executive session wonld be in
order, or any other im t business. I will not urge my re-
quest, but I shounld like consent. Of course the matier would be
left in the control of the Senate.

Mr. BATE. If is with a degree of delicacy, however, that I
would call for an executive session when some one was just going
to speak—with a fine audience, and all that. One dislikes to do it.
I would not do it to-day for that reason. Of course I could call
for ax}:f executive session at any time, but I do not want to commit
myself.

Mr. GRAY. In reference to the matter of disposing of the
Cuban resolutions, I understood it to be the wish of the chairman
ot the Committee on Foreign Relations, and it is the wish of mem-
bers of that committee, so far as I have spoken to them, that to-
morrow the resolutions might be taken up at some early and
convenient hour, and if possible disposed of.

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocErELL] is
going to make a speech to-morrow.

Mr. GRAY. I understand.

Mr. PLATT. And it will not be a short speech. It will take
quite a while.

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There is an understanding as to
that, but after the Senator from Missouri gets through for the rest
of the morning hour or later—

Mr, PLATT. Ido not believe the Cuban resolutions can be dis-
posed of to-morrow,if an opportunity is given to those who desire
to make some remarks.

Mr. GRAY. The sooner we get at them the sooner they will be

i of, whether on to-morrew or some other day. I ho
the Senate will consent to devote whatever time it can after t
Senator from Missouri has closed his remarks to-morrow to the
consideration of the Cuban resolutions.

Mr. BATE. I will not agree to it until after an executive ses-
sion has been had.

Mr. FRYE. The chairman of the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions told me that immediately on the conclusion of the speech of
the Senator from Missouri he should bring forward the Cuban
resolutions, and that he was so determined to press those resolu-
tions that if any objection were made he should move to proceed
to their consideration.

Mr. GALLINGER. I withdraw the request. That settles it.

FRANCES R. JACK AND OTHERS.

Mr. MARTIN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con-
sideration of the bill (H.R.578) for the relief of Frances R. Jack,
Elizabeth J. Jack, and Matilda W. Jack.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to Fran-
ces R. Jack, Elizabeth J. Jack, and Matilda W. Jack §259.22 on
account of rent of building in the city of Roanoke, Va., for use as
post-office.

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

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE.

Mr. NELSON. T ask leave to call up for consideration the bill
(H. R. 6250) to aunthorize the construction of a bridge across the
Mississippi River, in the county of Aitkin, State of Minnesota.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committtee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

The bill wasreported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. .

IRON AND COAL MINES ON FOREST RESERVATIONS.

Mr. BERRY. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S.
1632) to permit owners of claims to iron and mines on for-
est reservations of the United States to perfect their title thereto,
and to procure a patent therefor, and for other purposes.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in &mmatbee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on Public Lands with amendments.

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 3, before the word
¢t goal,” tostrike out ** and ”; in line 4, before the word ** mining,”
to insert ** and other ”’; in line 8, after the word ** to,” to strike out
“‘pay the price for the lands embraced in said claims now fixed
by law to ” and insert * perfect title thereto under the mining laws
of ; in line 10, after the words ** United States,” to strike out
““and to receive a patent therefor from the United States”; in
line 11, after the word *‘of,” to strike ont ‘‘said” and insert
‘““‘such ”; in line 12, after the word * claims,” to strike out *‘ when
s0 paid for, their associates, successors, and assigns™; in line 14,
after the word * for,” to strike out ** a railroad ” and insert * rail-
roads or tramways”; in line 15, after the word ‘*constrnet,” to
strike out *‘to be operated by steam or electricity” and insert
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“and operate ”; and in line 18, after the word *‘ on,” to strike out
“ gaid” and insert *“ such ”'; so as to make the section read:

That all garsans who have heretofore located irom, coal, and other mining
claims on the lands of the United Btates, which, subsequently to said loeation,
have been incorporated into forest reservations by proclamation of the Presi-
dent of the United States or otherwise, are hem_lggdgmntod the right to per-
fect title thereto under the mining laws of the United States. And the owners
of su ing claims are hereby granted a right of way not to exceed 100
feet wide, with necessary depot mnds, for rai s or tramways which
they may construct and operate through said reservation to the boundaries
thereof, and are hereby granted the right to erect poles on such right of wa
and necessary electrical appliances for the tra on of electricity to an
from said mines.

The amendment was agreed to. :

_The next amendment was to add to section 1 the following pro-
viso:

ovided, That th hts and privil hereb ted shall not ly to
T Chleraiots AUGOR! Patk e the Tarest Tesceystins Atoshed tEorats
nor to any other national park set apart by special act of Congress defining
the boun es thereof.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 5, after the word
‘“same,” to insert ‘‘under such rules and regulations as he may
prescribe to preserve the timber growth and prevent forest fires”;
so0 as to make the section read:

That said parties heretofore mentioned in section 1 are required, before
building the railway the right of way for which is herein granted, to file a
survey of the route and a map thereof with the Secretary of the Interior,
who then and there approve the same, under such rules and regulations
as he may prescribe to preserve the timber growth and prevent forest fires.

The amendment was agreed to. - -

The next amendment was to strike out section 3, in the follow-
ing words:

Seo. 8. That this act shall take effect from and after its passage.

The amendment was agreed to, ’

Mr. PLATT. I do not know that I canght the meanmi of the
bill as it was read; but if I did, it obliges the Secretary of the Inte-
rior to approve any projected railroad the map of which may be
filed in his office. I do not think that onght to be done.

Mr. BERRY. I think the Senator is mistaken.

Mr. PLATT. Let thesection to which I refer be read—the sec-
ond section. . 3 5

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator will permit me, I will state what
the provision is. However, I shall wait until the Senator exam-
ines the bill. : .

Mr, PLATT. This is the langnage to which I object:

That said parties heretofore mentioned in section 1 are required, before
building the railway the right of way for which is herein granted, to filea
survey of the route and a map thereof with the Secretary of the 1ntarior.
who slm.ll then and there approve the same.

That language makes it mandatory on the Secretary of the Inte-
rior to approve. . %

Mr. CALL. Let that provision be stricken out.

Mr. HOAR. The provision ought to read ** the right shall take
effect on the approval,” ete. )

Mr. PLATT. As the bill now reads it leaves no discretion with
the Secre of the Interior. :

Mr. BERRY. That is not the purpose of the bill. If the Sen-
ator will suggest a change the committee will adopt it with great
pleasure.

Mr. HOAR. The same objection occurred to me when the bill
was read. It occurs to me that it ought to read: **And the rights
herein granted shall accrue when the same shall be approved by
the Secretary of the Interior,” or some phrase of that kind.

Mr. BERRY. The committee had no purposein the matter ex-
cept to grant the right of way on forest reservations, where mining
claims been filed before the reservation was made, and the

parties had the right, under the law permitting them to run rail-
roads there, to take out the minerals. The object was to reguire
them to secure the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, so
that may not destroy the forest reservations. If thelanguage
of the bill does not do that, any amendment to accomplish that
D will satisfy the committee. If was very carefully consid-
eﬂ by the Senator from Montana E&[r CARTER], who was for-
merly Commissioner of the General Land Office, and he thought
the purpose was accomplished by the ]m;iuage used in the bill.
The entire committee agreed to the bill; there is no objection to
it, and the representatives of the Western section of the country
were in favor of it.

Mr. PLATT. Imove toamend section 2 by striking out all
down to and including the word *‘same,” in line 5, and inserting
in lieu thereof what I send to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by
the Senator from Connecticut will be stated.

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all of section 2
down to and including the word ‘‘ same,” in line 5, and to insert:

Before any such railway shall be constructed, a survey and map of the loca-
tion of the same shall be approved by the Secretary ofe.{he Inter&n-.

The amendment was agreed to.
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ments were in, .

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading', read
the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. BERRY, the title was amended so as to read:

A bill to permit owners of mi.ninﬁl claims on forest reservations of the

United States to perfect their title thereto, and to procure a patent there-
for, and for other purposes,

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF CHAUNCEY M. LOCKWOOD.

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask unanimous consent of the
Senate for the present consideration of the bill (8.713) for the
relief of the legal representatives of Chauncey M. Lockwood.

There being no objection, the Senate,as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to authorize
the legal representatives of Chauncey M. Lockwood to commence
suit in the Court of Claims of the United States for extra mail
service on route No. 16637, extending from Salt Lake City, Utah,
to The Dalles, Oreg.; and gives the Court of Claims jurisdiction
to adjudicate the same upon the basis of justice and equity,and
to render a final judgment for the value of such extra mail service;
and from any judgment that may be rendered in the cause either
party thereto may a?peal to the Supreme Court of the United
States; and the bar of the statute of limitations ghall not avail in
such cases.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

EDWARD H. MURRELL,

Mr. PASCO. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid-
eration of the bill (8. 1590) for the relief of Edward H. Murrell,

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to Ed-
ward H. Murrell $1,409.34, that amount having been collected by
the Treasury agents of the United States from property in New
Orleans, La., belonging to him, and by them turned over to the
Treasury Department.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

DISTRIBUTION OF COURT REPORTS.

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid-
eration of the bill (S. 2262) to provide for the further distribution
of the reports of the Supreme Court and of the circuit courts of
appeals.

'Eh.e bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary
with amendments. ;

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 20, before the word
“ reprint,” to strike out ‘“an exact ” and insert ““a”; so as to read:

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and
directed to distribute to each of the following-named officers of the United
States, additional to those ed in section 683 of the Revised Statun
namely, Assistant Secretary of the several Executive Departments
the Government requiring them for official nse; each Assistant Attorney-
General; the Solicitor of the Department of State; the law clerk and exam-

iner of titles, Department of Justice; the Comptroller of the Currency; the
Solicitor of Internal Revenue; the Judge-Advocate-General, Navy De
ment; the Commissioner of Labor; vil Service Commission; the Inter-

(=3
state Commerce Commission; the elerk of the Sn;greme Court of the United
States; the marshal of the Supreme Court of the United States; the attorney
for the District of Columbia, one copy of each volume of the Official Reports
of the Supreme Court of the United States, including those alreu.d{c pub-
lished and those hereafter to be published, or a reprint of the same, ete,
The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, in section 2, line 3, after the word

““holden,” to insert ‘‘including the Indian Territory™; so as to

That the SBecretary of the Interior shall likewise distribute to each of the
places where circuit and district courts of the United States are now holden,
including the Indian Territory, to which they have not already been sn lieti
under the provisions of the act of Congress approved February 12, 183, one
complete set of the Official Reports of the Sugﬁ;im Court, lncludkng those
already published, and those hereafter to be pu ed, or an exact reprint of
the same, or such volumes as with those already furnished will make one
complete set, ete.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 3, after the words
** United States,” to insert ‘‘shall be plainly marked on the cover
‘The property of the United States’”; so as to make the section
read:

SEC. 6. That the volumes distributed nunder the g;?\-isluns of this act shall
remain the property of the United States, ghall plainly marked on the
cover * The property of the United States,” and shall be transmitted by the
Jjusti jm‘iiges, clerks, and other officers receiving the same to their suc-
cessors olfica.

The amendment was to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ments were concurred in, .

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

PAYMENT OF PENSIONS,

Mr. BAKER. Iam requested by the Committee on Pensions
to ask for the immediate consideration of House bill No. 2021, in
relation to the manner of paying pensions. :

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
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‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 2021) to repeal sec-
tion 6 of an act entitled ‘“An act to define the duties of pension
agents, to prescribe the manner of paying pensions, and for other
P s,” approved July 8,1870, and now being section 4784, Re-
vised Statutes of the United States.

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the clause that is proposed to be
repealed by the bill?

B R. Under the present system there has grown up a
custom among the old pensioners of going tothe pension agencies,
sometimes from 150 to 200 miles distant from their homes, and re-
ceiving their money at the pension agency. When they get there
theyare sometimesimposed upon by sharpersand their money taken
from them. Some 18 of the pension agencies have re%aested that
the law be amended so that the checks can be forwarded directly
to the pensioners, which will enable them to disburse their money
at home, instead of their being put to the inconvenience and
hardship in many cases of going to these distant points. This
bill is simply intended to do away with that provision of the
statute.

Mr. GALLINGER. It is proper to say, in this connection, that
a very small portion of the pensioners are paid in this way. I
think only some 20,000, Perhaps I have made the number too

small,

Mr, COCKERELL. Iknow itis not a large number.

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

ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS TO PENSIONERS.

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the bill (S.2405) empowering
fourth-class postmasters to administer oaths to pensioners, which
is now upon the Calendar, may be indefinitely postponed, as a bill
on that subject has become a law.

The motion was agreed tfo.

HENRY J. HEWITT.

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent for the considera-
tion at this time of the bill for the relief of Henry J. Hewitt.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 94) for the relief of Henry
J. Hewitt. It directs the Secretary of War to cause to be investi-
gated by the Quartermaster’s Department of the United States
Army tge claim of Henry J. Hewitt, of the State of Missouri, for
corn, oats, hay, horses, and wagons taken from him for the use of
the Army in northern Missouri in the years 1862, 1863, 1864, and
1865, an({ for the nse and occupation of his hotel, storehouse, and
barns by the military authorities of the United States, at Macon

ity, Lf‘zrwon County, Mo., and at Lancaster, Schuyler County,
Mo., during the years 1862, 1863, 1864, and 1865, such investiga-
tion to extend to the status of the claimant, whether loyal or not,
the value of the forage and other property taken, the actual rental
value of the hotel, storehouse, and barns for the time they were
occupied and used by the United States authorities, the purposes
for which the hotel, storehouse, and barns were used, and by whose
authorityanddirection, and whether the forage, horses, and wagons
so taken were a part of the outfit employed by him as a contractor
or subcontractor in carrying the United States mails to northern
Missouri and southern Towa during the years named; and when
such investigation shall be completed the Secre of War shall
report the result thereof, with his recommendation thereon, to
Congress for its action in the premises.

Mr. PLATT. My attention was diverted for a moment during
the reading of the bill. May I inquire of the Senator from Mis-
souri what the provision is for determining whether or not there
is anything due to this man?

Mr. CO(?KRELL. The Secretary of War is to cause an inves-
E‘)gggon by the Quartermaster’s Department and report the result

ngress.

Mr. PLATT. That is satisfactory.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

THOMAS POLLOCK.

Mr, SHOUP. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid-
eration of Senate bill No. 2176.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2176) granting a pension
to Thomas Pollock.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with
an amendment, in line 7, after the words ‘“ rate of,” to strike
out * twenty-five” and insert ‘‘ twenty ”; so as to make the bill

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,
suthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Pollock, late artisan,
ordnance department, Benicia Arsenal, Cal., at the rate of §20 per month.

Mr. PLATT. Was that person an enlisted man?

XXVIIT—172

Mr. SHOUP. The report will show the fact to be that he was
an enlisted man. :

Mr. PLATT, Ishould like to hear the report read.

The Secretary read from the report submitted by Mr. SHOUP
February 25, 1896, as follows: :

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2176) grant-
ing a pension to Thomas Pollock, have examined the same and report:

It appears from the records of the War Department that the claimant
enlist,ege:n the 11th day of March, 1852, at Watervliet nal, and was
assigned to the ordnance department, Watervliet Arsenal, United States
Army, and was dischar for d.iEnl)i&ta' incurred in the line of duty—incura~
ble varicocele—at Bernicia Arsenal, ., April 8, 1853,

Mr. PLATT. That is sufficient.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agzeeeing to
the amendment reported by the committee which has been read.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ment was concurred in. i

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed. ;

Mr. HILL. I move that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 30 minutes
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, March 18,
1896, at 12 o’clock meridian.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
THURSDAY, March 12, 1896.

The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev.
HexrY M. COUDEN.

The Journal of the proceedingsof yesterday was read, corrected,
and approved.

GRAND ARMY POST, SEDAN, KANS.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the amendment of the
Senate to the bill (H. R. 8265) donating one condemned cannon
and four pyramidsof condemned cannon balls to Stone River Post,
No. 74, Grand Army of the Republic, Sedan, Kans.

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the Senate is simply to
change the title by adding the words ‘“ and for other purposes.”

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I move to concur in the
Senate amendment.

The motion was agreed to.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

The SPEAKER. At the request of the Committee on Military
ﬁﬁairs, the Chair desires to submit a change of reference to the

ouse.

The letter from the Secretary of War relating to the purchase
of land adjacent to the military reservation at Key West, Fla.,
should go to the Committee on Appropriations instead of the
Committee on Military Affairs. In the absence of objection, the
change of reference will be made. :

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

LIGHT-HOUSE AND FOG SIGNAL, BIG OYSTER BED. SHOAL, NEW
JERSEY.

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con«
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 55) for the
establishment of a light-house and fog-signal station at or near
Big Oyster Bed Shoal, New Jersey.

e bill was read, as follows:
Be it enacted, efc., That a light-house and fo%ignnl station be established

at or near Big Oyster Bed 8hoal, mouth of the Maurice River, Delaware Bay,
New Jersey: Provided, That the same shall not cost more than $25,000.

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Thereisanamendment, Mr. Speaker,
I desire to submit to this bill.

Mr, DINGLEY. Is unanimous consent asked?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman proposes to submit an amend-
ment, coupled with the %cposiﬁon or unanimous consent.

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I move to amend the bill in line 6 by
striking out ‘‘twenty-five thonsand” and inserting *‘four thou-
sand five hundred,” which is the amount of the estimate of the
DePartmmt.

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey toconsider the bill at this time with the
amendment proposed?

There was no objection.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be en sed and read a
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third
time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, a motion to reconsider
the last vote was laid on the table.
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THE FEDERAL GIHBUB-

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
F-eﬁent oonmdmhonof Senate joé:l:lt resolution 47, relating to the

TheBPEAKER Theresolution will be read, subject to the right
of objection.

The joint resolution was read, as follows:

Whereas representatives of various Governments which make decennial

mmerations of the hmm&kingeﬂmtommmﬂorm in the
o to be used in future ce ; and i

ereasalsoitis %ﬁo veearly consideration to some eomprehen-
give plan for the establ tof permment. census service:

Resolved, ete., That the Commissioner of Labor, now in charga uf t!m Elav-
enth Census, is hereby authorized and directed to and confer thh
the census officers of other Governments for the purpose of securing uni
formity in the inquiries rela a?sgom letobnusadtnmtmuensnm
and that said Commissioner to report to Congress for
its emdmﬁon.ummuwmﬁmhh,aphnfwapmm census service.

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration
of the resolution?

Mr. CRISP. Has this been reported by any committee?

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands, by the Committee on
Labor.

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered.

Mr. DING E:Y. tlic:ma :chon istaken u é;rh;t Mr. T
if I understand correctly, it proposes simply, a correspond-
ence with other countries with reference to uniform data or
methods of taking the census, so far as gopulahon and occupation
are concerned; and then proposes that the Commissioner of Labor
ghall submit to C for a permanent bureau. As I

understand it, there naE not commi Congress to the plan
proposed, but onlytoobtam ta on which to submit a plan for

action.

Mr. GARDNER. That is all it contemplates.

Mr. DINGLEY. I have no objection to that.

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and being
read the third tlme 11: wa ﬂ:m

On motion of Mr. NER, a motion to reconsider the last
vote was laid on the tabla

HALVOR K. OMLIE.

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. § . I ask unani-
monus consent for the present consideration of the bill (8. 818) for
the relief of Halvor K. Omlie, of Homen, N. Dak.

The bill was read, as follows:

.B‘e 1! emcud ete., That Halvor K. Omlie, who, on H.nyl& 15898, made final
lllzv‘reem;:ﬂ:lt':a:l claim for the no west quarter of

section 8, town
m ort g;lm:lwl meridian, in the Statc
mﬁ % ota. 'be. and hmmhy. a period of one year from the
mgvo! omaket.hanmarypnynmntfarsnd

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. What 1s the rt upon this bill?
Mr. DOCKERY. Let me ask if this 1-Qg(c’mm1131)011:edbya

committee?

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Yes; unanimously reported
by the Committee on the Public Lands,

Mr. LACEY. Inresponse tothe:)?entlemanfmm(}eorgm, Imay
say that this is the second request of the kind made in behalf of this
man, whose sickness has prevented him from completing his pre-
emption entry. If is an extreme case, in which relief was granted
in last Congress, but he some further time to enable
him to pay for the land on which hishome issituated. Itisa very
clear case and a very meritorious one.

There no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered
ing; and being read the third time, it was passed.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks
that the Senate had with amendment the bﬂi
(H R. 5382) to authorize the Kansas City, Fort Scott and Mem-
y to extend its line of railroad into the In-
g:lanTerntory and for other purposes; in which the concurrence
of the House was requested.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill
(S. 666) to amend section 4829 of the United States Revised Stat-
utes, concerning surgeons, assistant surgeons, and other medical
ational Home for Disabled Volnnteer Soldiers; in
which the concurrence of the House was 1-eqt

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without
amendment joint resolution (H. Res. 133) directing the Secre
%ﬂ War to submit estimates for necessary repairs at Clevelan:

‘bor.
The message also announced that the Senate had passed without
amendment the following resolution:

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concwrring), That there
> bound in{o :l:;s comvgmen‘t.( volume, at the Gaverzzment Print-

The message also announced thnttheSenatehadagmaﬂtoﬂn
amendments of the House of Representatives to the concurrent
resolution of the Semate ‘ providing for the printing of 15,000
cogh ies of the bulletin on apiculture.”

e message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the
amendment of the House of tatives to the title of joint
resolution (8. R. 72) ““ directing the Public Printer to supply the
Senate and House libraries each with 20 additional copies of the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD,"”

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MONONGAHELA RIVER.

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4781) to amend an act en-
titled ¢ An act to anthorize the Union Railroad Company to eon-
struet and maintain a bridge across the Mcnongaﬁzli River,”
apF roved February 18, 1803.

bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, efc., That an act entitled “An act to anthorize the Union
Railroad Compan} to construct and maintain a bridge across the Mumgn-
hela River,” approved Februu 18, 1883, be, and themmem hara ame
g0 as to extend the time for tiommmenoemantot the brid,
nnmndmmymrandthetmtorimcom;&s thmyamfmm
after February 18,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

There was no objection. ; :

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

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

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—COLEMAN V8. .BUUK, SECOND DIS~
TRICT, LOUISIANA.

Mr. MILLER of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I desire to pre-
sent a report of the Committee on Elections No. 2 in the con-
tested-election case of Coleman vs. Buck, from the Second district
of the State of Louisiana.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr.
MriLLER] submits a report in a contested-election case. Does the

gentleman desire immediate action?

Hr MILLER of West Vi

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report.

Mr. JOEN'SON of Indiana, Mr, Speaker, I i1magine it will not
P S S e

0 irginia. is unanimous.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The is unanimouns. I im-
agine it will not be n to read the entire

The SPEAKER. The resolutions will be reported to the House.

The Clerk read as follows:

R‘e.solmd. T’hatH.Dndley Coleman was not elected a Representative in the
ourth Congress from the Second district of the State of

That Charies F. Buck was elected a tative in the -
fourth from the Second district of the State of Louisiana, and
entitled to seat in the House.

Mr. MILLER of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I move the
tion of the reaoluhons.
e resolutions were ﬁ to.
On motion of Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, a motion to reconsider
the last vote was laid on the table.

LOAN OF ORDNANCE TO HIGH BCHOOLS.

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker——

. Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker, I have a joint resolution which
will, I think, only take a moment.

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. DANTELS]
is entitled to the floor, if he insists upon it.

Mi MERCER. Iaskthegantleman to yield to me for a mo-
ment.

Mr. DANIELS. Very well.

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Nebraska [Mr. MERCER
desires nnanimous consent for the present consideration of a join
resolution which will be reported by the Clerk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved by the Senate and House o Rq‘m.'mtaﬂuu of the United Stales of
America in s assembled, That the Secretary of War is anthorized to
issme, at and tions to be preseribed by ln:|:|11

under proper re
g s anaay sm%behng tothe Gogammant.a:}d which
can be spared for ik such as may a: uired for mili-

e e o i

tar{énstmctiunandpmb the stud
officer anuiad by the tary of War for the purpose
of giving military instruction, and the Secre of War shall require a bond
in the value of the yrort.hemaandmf e-keeping

thereof and for the return of the same when requ

The SPEAKER. Is thereobjectiontothe preaent consideration
of the resolution?

Mr. DOCEERY. I should be m3{1&1 to have the report read, and
before the report is read I will the gentleman from Nebraska
whether this is a new
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Mr. McMILLIN, Let ushave the report accompanying the bill

read.
Mr. MERCER. I will ask that the report be read.
The report (by Mr. CurTtis of New York) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolu-
tion (H. Res.6) aut.horlxmﬁn Secretary of War to loan ordnance and ord-
nance stores for military instruction in high schools, beg leave to submit the
following report and recommend that the resolution do pass: X

This resolution authorizes the Becretary of War to issue, at his discretion
and under proper regulations to be preseribed by him, out of ordnance and

stores that can be such as may a to be dm}fgg
]

mili instruction and ce_in high schools where an officer

by the tary of War?mhe rpose of military instruction, the Becre-
tu-i't;o require a bond in double value for care, safe-keeping, and return
of property when required.

£
This provision seems necessary for r instruction in such schools by
the oﬁger so detailed and appears to & carefully guarded.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe present consideration
of the bill?

Mr. DOCKERY, Ihope the gentleman will explain the matter
to the House. ) .

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to reserve the t of order. This
seems to be starting out in a policy that will make a great deal of
difficulty and expense. There are tens of thousands of high schools
in this country. 2

Mr. MARS The tleman will recollect that this is con-
fined to high schools where an officer of the Army is detailed.

Mr. DINGLEY. Iknow, but there will be applications——

Mr. MARSH. And there are not 10,000 of them by a good

deal.
Mr. DINGLEY. Iknow that. ALh
Mr. MARSH. They are limited fo 100 public schools and col-
1 So the 10,000 do not cut much I
aﬁ DINGLEY. I understand that all wellenough, but aEEh-
cations will come from all of the schools, and we neither have
ordnance nor supplies nor teachers for more than a very few
schools, It seems to me when we start out in this m:llmy of doing
this for the public schools of the country we shall land in a great
deal of expense before we get through.
Mr. MERCER. I will sayinr Iytotha%anﬂamnq——-
Mr. Speaker, I simply object until I can see

The SPEAKER. Objection is made.
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE, ALDRICH VS. ROBBINS—FOURTH DIS-
TRICT, ALABAMA.

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. , I call up for consideration the
confested-election case of William F. Aldrich against Gaston A.
Robbins. It has been agreed by the members of the committee
that the time for discussion shall be controlled by the gentleman
from Arkansas [Mr. DINSMORE] on the part of the minority and
m; on the partof the majority.

t is also agreed by the members of the committee that three
hours and a half on each side shall be devoted to the discussion of
the points presented in this contested-election case, and, as I have
already observed, the time is to be apportioned by the gentleman
from Arkansas [Mr. DINSMORE] on part of the contestee and
by myself on the part of the contestant.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the arrangement sug-
gested by the gentleman from New York?

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The tleman from Arkansas
has been called out and is not here, and I did not hear the state-
ment of the chairman of the committee.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York says that the
understanding is that each side is to occupy three and a half
hours, the time to be disposed of by the chairman of the commit-
tee and the gentleman from Arkansas - ORE].

Mr. D S. I will say to the gentleman that I saw Mr.
DinsmMoRE this morning, and that it is satisfactory to him.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none. The Clerk will report resolutions.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That Gaston A. Robhins was not elected as a member of the Fifty-
fourth Congress from the Fourth district of Alabama, and is not entitled fo

a seat therein.
Resolved, That William F. was elected a member of the Fifty-

. Aldrich
fourth Congress from the Fourth district of Alabama, and is entitled to a seat
reln.

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman to yield to
me for a moment. I desire to introduce a bill to authorize the
appointment of a register of copyrights, and to define his duties,
and to ask that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations.

The SPEAKER. The bill would be referred under the rules.

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent that it be referred
to the Committee on Appropriations, as under the rules it would
go to another committee.

The SPEAKER. Thatwould not give the committee any juris-

Mr. DOCEERY. I withdraw the request.

Mr. DANIELS. I yield an hour to the gentleman from Massa~
chusetts . MoopY |, my colleagne on the committee.

Mr. MOODY. Mr.

Mr. DANIELS. Is t that the gentleman come over here,
nearer to the center of t

Hall, so that we may be better able to
hear him.

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, let me reply to the suggestion of
the chairman of the committee that there is some remonstrance
in this part of the Hall to my moving to the place he ts. I
will say to him that in case he fails to hear me, if he will make a
further suggestion for removal, I shall feel obliged to yield to him,
in deference to the right of the greater portion of this assembly.

It is my purpose, . Speaker, to devote that portion of the
time which 1is allotted to me to a plain statement of the outline of
this case, leaving to my colleagues upon the committee the more
important duty of arguing it in detail. This contest arises in the
Fourth Congressional district of Alabama. In that district, in
the election of 1894, Mr. Gaston A. Robbins received the nomina-
tion and support of the Democratic party,and Mr. William F.
Aldrich received the nomination of the Republican and the
indorsement and support of the Populite party and that wing of
the Democratic y in Alabama that is called by the name of
Jeffersonian Democrats. On the face of the returns Mr. Robbins
received a majority of 3,786. That majority was attacked before
the committee on the ground that it was fraudulent; and the
committee have presented the contest to this House in three re-
ports, two reports from the Republican members of the committee
and one report from the Democratic members of the committee, |

The Democratic members of the committee that the re-
turned plurality of 3,736 votes should be reduced, on the ground
of fraud in the conduct of the election, to 559. The Republican
members of the committee go further, and re; ne wing of
them—that not only the majority awarded to Mr. Robbins should
be reduced, but that it should be extinguished altogether, and
that the true jority was 601 for Mr. Aldrich, the mblican.
Another wing of the Republican majority thinks that the plurality
of Mr. Aldrich should be increased, and that the true plurality
is 1,131 votes. It will be observed, Mr. Speaker, that there is no
contest between the Republican members of this committee on
the result. Every Republican on the committee agrees that there
was sufficient fraud in the election to vitiate the returns and to seat
the Republican contestant.

.Now, Mr. § it becomes an imliortant. thing for us to con-
sider the nature of the district in which this contest arises. The
Fourth Alabama district is com; of six counties. Five of
them are known as white counties—that is, counties where the
white population and the white voters largely predominate—and
one of them is known as a black county, a county in which the
colored voters and the colored population largely predominate. In
the counties in which the white voters predominate, on the face
of the returns the Republican candidate, Mr. Aldrich, received a
mejority of 1,654 votes. He therefore reached the black county
with that majority in his favor, but by the returned vote in the
county of Dallas, which is the black county, not only that plural-
ity was met and extinguished, but a plurality was counted for the
sitting member. The county of D. showed upon the face of
th%lliemrns 5,462 votes to the Democrat and 72 votes to the Re-
publican.

Now, it is important to consider what sort of a county it was in
(vir:;:ach there st};wul;;ih be B?e magﬁﬁty of 5,390 vobg against the candzs

representing the Republican party, the Populist party, an

the J: e?érsonian f)emocra.ﬁc y. Inthe first pﬁme, it?:: county
in which the population—I eliminate now odd numbers—was 49,-
000. There are 8,000 white Egpulation in the county and 41,000
colored population. Itmay besaid, Mr. Speaker, once for all, that
members of this House may have it as a fact to carry with them
all through the case, that in the Fourth Congressional district of
Alabama, in the county of Dallas, at least, of the Fourth Congres-
sional district of Alabama, the colored voters are Republican almost
to a man; not only that, but that in that county the colored voters
outnumber the white5to1. Butwe havean estimate of the voters
in that county upon which youn may safely rely. At an ountside
estimate there are 7,500 colored voters and 2,500 white voters.

Those 7,500 voters were all, or substantially all, Republicans.
The 2,500 voters were not all, or substantially all, Democratic
voters in the 1894. There were Populists and there was
a faction of the Democratic known as the Jeffersonian
Democrats, whose differences with the Organized Democratic
party of Alabama were that the one believed in an honest ballot
and the other believed in the fraudulent methods that have pre-
vailed there now for almost a generation. Now, let us see in out-
line—for I only in oufline—what brought about this mar-
velous result in the black Republican county of Dallas. Since
1880—and I need only appeal to the memory of members who have
served in this House for years and who have witnessed the con-
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tests that time and time again have come up from the black belt
of Alabama—since 1880 there has not been an honest election in
the county of Dallas; there has not been a time when the Repub-
lican voters did not go to the polls and either have their votes
thrown out and disregarded by fraudulent technicalities or have
them counted Democratic. In the year 1804 they despaired of
having Republican voters go to the Flrmil.lols box and put in their
votes and have them counted otherwise than as Democratic.

How much they despaired, Mr. Speaker, this House can best
know and appreciate when I tell them that the Republican party
in that county disfranchised themselves, choosing rather to lose
their votes than to have them counted for the Democratic candi-
date. The Republican party aunthority in Alabama issned an
order or a request tothe Republican voters in the county of Dallas
not to register in the spring and not to vote in the fall. The evi-
dence in this record proves, and proves conclusively, that to a
very great extent the Republicans of Dallas County complied with
that request made by their leaders. I may say here, because it is
a point of importance, that that request or direction did not apply
to the Populists and did not %{ to the Jeffersonian Democrats.
But even the Republieans of ama did not know the depth of
infamy to which their opponents would descend in order to destroy
honest elections in that county, for it soon became obvious that
even the deliberate self-disfranchisement of the Republican voters
would not keep the Democratic managers from counting their
votes for the Democratic candidate. ”

The chief of the conspiracy that was entered into to defraud the
voters of Dallas Counfy of their rights was the judge of probate
of that county. Under the laws of Alabama no man (with some
triﬂir:lfexcepﬁons) can vote in the fall election unless he -has reg-
istered in the spring preceding the election. On the first Mon-
day of May it is the duty of the registrars in the various coun-
ties and precinets to open the registration. 1t is continued for

. At the end of thirty days the registration list upon
which the vote is to be taken in the fall election is made up and
is placed in the hands of the probate judge. He holds the regis-
tration list of the county. Itisapublic document. Every citizen
has the right, under a rule of law that will not be challenged, to
inspect that document and to have a copy of it.

embers will see how important that right was in this case.
The Republicans had not registered, acting under the direction of
their State central committee. It was important for them to

know, therefore, whether there was a fraudulent registration list-|

made up in time for the election. It was important for them to
know, after the election was held, whether there was an honest
registration and a fraudulent poll list. That registration list—I
may as well trace it now to the end, because its history will be of
consequence by and by—that reIgistration list was placed in the
hands of the judge of probate. It is his duty to E{,-'ivo a copy of it
to the inspectors at each precinct, and after the election is over it
is their duty to return it to him by a circunitous route, and he keeps
it, under a statutory provision that it ** shall be open to the inspec-
tion of any elector in the county.” That registry list of thespring
of 1804 has never been seen by mortal eye to this day. I am told—
this is outside the record, I know—I am told that even the grand
jury of Dallas County have not been able to get the record of reg-
gﬂh‘ﬂﬁﬂn that was made in the Bprin%i ;

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Will the gentleman point out in
the record where it is stated that the grand jury have been unable
to get a copy? I have not seen the statement,

. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the gentleman from
Georgia, I will say that I have alreagy stated to the House that
that fact is not set forth in the record.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I beg the gentleman’s pardon.
I did not hear him,

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Aldrich, the contestant, lmowin% the im-
portance of having the registration list as a foundation for subse-
quent prooeedinis, wrote to the judge of probate on the 25th day
of September, which was before the election, aayinhﬁ to him, “I
desire to obtain from your office a certified copy of the registry of
voters of Dallas County by beats "—the word ** beat” being used
as an equivalent for “precinct.” He received no re;ily. Upon
October 3, still before the election, the chairman of the Repub-
lican county committee wrote to the judge of probate and asked
for the mg::ﬂtry list or a copy thereof. He received no reply.
Again, on Octdber 11, he wrote for the same purpose and received
no reply. After the election was over, when the evidence was
being taken by the commissioner, he required of this judge of
probate certified copies of the registration lists in certain im-

tant beats, and he received a reply from the counsel of the sit-
ing member that it would be produced ** as soon as it is possible
for the same to be done.” But it never has been produced, and
no mortal man has yet seen that regi list which contained the
list of men who alone were entitled to vote in that county at the
election. Whether it is destroyed, whether it is honest or dis-
honest, no man except the judge of probate knows. N
But that is not all. The law of Alabama provides that there

shall be three inspectors at each election and that each party
shall have at least one of those iusgectors. The inspectors are
appointed by three persons, one of whom is this judge of probate
to whom I have already referred several times. Two clerks are
elected, and they are elected by the inspectors. The only right
of representation which a candidate has at the ballot box under
the law of Alabama is his statutory right to be represented in
the person of one of the inspectors. Knowing that the Deinocrats
were withholding the registration list, which was the foundation
of the right to vote, Mr, Aldrich, with the chairman of the Re-
publican committee and the chairman of the Populist committee,
applied to the judﬁ of probate for what was his right under the
law—the right to be represented at the polls by an inspector. He
presented to the judge of probate a list of several names for each
precinet. It was proved that those were the names of men of
reputable and npright character, men of intelligence—all of them
white men. In those precincts where the vote was meant to be
fraudnlent, nota single one of those whose appointment had been
rer}uested of him by the Republican candidate and the chairman
of his commitiee was appointed.

In that part of the county where the vote wasfrandulent, the
jndge of probate and his associates did not even appoint a single
Republican, with three exceptions; and those exceptions show
better than the rule the purpose of the man who was making the
appointments. He appointed in one beat a man by the name of
Bowie, an ignorant negro, who could not read or write. And
who were the other two inspectors? One was the man who had
been his master in the days of slavery, and the other was the
man for whom he then worked and upon whose place he then
lived. Thus the Republican representative was anilliterate, igno-
rant inspector under the power of his old master and his present
employer.

In the city of Selma there was appointed as inspector a misera-
ble, rascally, purchasable negro, apparently as big a villain as
there is out of jail in Alabama; he was appointed to represent the
Republican party at that precinct. In a third precinct a man
crept in by accident as one of the inspectors, it not being known
what his political belief was. Thus we have the entire election
machinery of a part of Dallas County in the hands of the Demo-
cratic managers, without any confrol, without any check npon
them by the registration list, without any check npon them by
representation at the polls.

ow, what did the Republicans, who had disfranchised them-
selves for the sake of an honest victory—who knew that the
could win even without the votes in the black county, if the bﬂf-’
lots were counted honestly—what did they do? They appointed
at each precinct one or two persons who should during the day
watch the poll and report how many men could possibly have
voted. In the county of Dallas there were 28 beats, and what I
am about to state shows better than anything else in the case to
what extent the fraud which had been made possible by the judge
of probate existed in reality. In 13 of the 28 beats there was
frand; in the remainder there was an honest election. Where
there was an honest election the Republican inspectors were at
the polls. Where there was a dishonest election there was no
Republican inspector at the polls. Where there was an honest
election and a Republican inspector—through that part of the
county which contains 40 per cent of its population—there were
polled, according to the returns, 293 votes. In the rest of the
county, where there was no Republican inspector at the polls and
which contained 60 per cent of the population of the county, there
were polled 5,241 votes, according to the returns.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to go over, in outline, these pre-
cinets—18 in number—which have been found to be fraudu-
lent. Let me, however, first recite—and when I have done this I
might as well stop and leave the decision of this case with the
House—let me first recite the facts upon which every member of
this committee, whether Republican or Democrat, agrees. Here
are 10 precinets, in the fraudulent part of Dallas County, where
the Republican party had neither registration lists nor a repre-
sentation at the polls. In the precinct of Summerfield, upon the
returns, the vote stood 160 for Robbinsand 2 for Aldrich. Every
member of the committee, Republican and Democratic alike, says
that of those 162 votes, 181, or more than 81 per cent, were fraud-
ulent. In the precinct of Martins there were returned 503 for
Robbins, none for Aldrich. Every member of the committee
agrees that 443 of those 503 votes, more than 87 per cent, were
fraudulent. In Lexington precinct the return was 250 for Rob-
bins and 1 for Aldrich. Every member of the committee agrees
that 214, or 85 per cent, of those votes were fraudulent. In River
beat the return was 276 for Robbins, none for Aldrich; and every
member of the committee agrees that 267 of those votes, more than
96 per cent, were fraudulent. In Union beat the return was 293
votes for Robbins, none for Aldrich; and the nine members of the
committee, Democrats and Republicans alike, agree that 287 of
those votes, more than 98 per cent, more than 9 out of every 10,
were fraudulently put into the ballot box by the Democratic im=
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ctors, whose conduct was not checked by the representation at
ttﬁlgs which Mr, Aldrich had the right to have under the law
O a1ma.

At Elm Bluff beat there were returned 123 votes for Robbins
and 12 for Aldrich; and of this vote every member of the commit-
tee aﬂies that 128, or 95 per cent, were fraudulent. At Carlow-
ville beat the return was 127 votes for Robbins, none for Aldrich;
and every member of the committee ees that at least 74 per
cent of those votes are fraudulent. At Boykins beat all the mem-
bers of the committee agree 50 per centof the votes returned were
fraudulent. At Mitchells the return was 389 votes, all for Rob
bins; and we all agree that 373 of those votes (95 per cent) were
fraudulent. In the city of Selma the return was 2,014 for Rob-
bins, 5 for Aldrich; and every member of the committee agrees
that 1,247 of those votes, or more than 60 per cent, were frandu-

nt.
That, Mr. SEaaker, is what we all agree to. The Democratic
members of the committee, however, stop there. They can not
go any further without going over the brink and seating the Re-
publican candidate.

But the Republicans fo to certain other precincts—Woodlawn
precinct, Orville and Oldtown precincts—and find precisely the
same frauds we found committed in the other precincts, and so
they must seat the Republican contestant by the majority I have
already named.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I propose, without going over these beats in
detail, to take up three, and only three, of them for the purpose
of illustrating the evidence upon which the committee acted and
the method ?r%:ich they adopted in treating that evidence. Take,
for instance, Woodlawn precinet No. 2. That is a precinct on
which the Republican members of the committee and our friends
on the other side differ. They say the returns ought to stand as
they appear in the report of the election officers. e think other-
wise, and I take it—because it maﬁbe fairly presumed to be among
the weakest cases in favor of the Republican contestant—I take it
as an illustration of the rest. At Woodlawn precinct the testi-
mony shows the number of votes cast to have been 14. The poll
list, however, shows 130 votes for Robbins and 9 for Aldrich.

The testimony shows that there were 45 white men all told, of
all shades of politics, in this precinct, and that every negro in it
was a Republican. There were two men who were employed, or
employed themselves rather, to go to the polls at this precinet and
see how many men went there and how many voted. There
was some attack npon them; but I can not say that it was suc-
cessful. Omne was a school-teacher who had been in the Confed-
erate service, had been in a ** Yankee” prison, as he termed it, and
never in any other, and the other was a farmer. They were Popu-
lists and went to watch the vote. They picked out from the poll
list the 14 men who went to the precinct on that day and gave
the names of them. They say that not another man could possi-
bly have voted, for no other person alive and in bodily form went
to the polls from the opening to the close; and, as I said, they give
the name of every man who went there on that occasion. Further
than that one of the witnesses, R. B. Cater, was one of the men
who voted last, and his number was 14 on the poll list, thus con-
firming, by the act of the Democratic inspectors themselves, his
own testimony. But the only thing to go on against these men is
the testimony of a man, one St. John Lewis Tavel, who was one
of the precinct officers at the election; a Democrat, hesays. Idesire
to call the attention of the House to the testimony, or part of the

testimony, that he gave.
What did you say was the vote at this

Mr. CLARK of Iowa.
precinet?

Mr. MOODY, The vote returned was 130 for Robbins, 9 for
Aldrich. The testimony to which I have just been referring
shows that only 14 voted, and no one knows how they voted.

This man Tavel, to whom I have been referring, was a Demo-
craticinspector, and the Democratic minority of the committeerely
largely on his. testimony to meet the positive statements of the
two men whose testimony I have ontlined. Let us see now what
kind of a man he was and how far his testimony is of any value.
In the first place, he was for two or three years before this election
a Populite and had been in the councils of the Populist party, and
told them that the Democratic inspectors in this very beat wounld
count a majority against them whether they voted or whether
they did not vote. e was again converted, however, to Democ-
racy, and became an inspector of elections at this election. How
did he answer the first question submitted to him, which was:

Did more than 14 men vote at this election?

He says:

I refuse to answer that question. I recognize that I am under cath now.

The counsel next asked him, after taking up the poll list: ** Can
Eg: pick out of the list any other names than the 14 who have

n named as voting™?

Now, there was a test. They were men who knew he lived in

that beat, and he hadlived thereall hislife, and he was an inspector

of the elections. If he swore falsely and named specific names
there wasa strong chanceof indictmentfor perjury. Heresponds:

I can not.
g: Will you try?
No.

And it is on this testimony that the Democratic members of this
committee would overturn the finding of the Republican majority.
I leave it with you gentlemen here to determine, without another
word. [Applause.

Itake up next the River beat, because it is one of the worst. I
want to give you samples of all these beats. In this beat the vote
was 276 to nothing—in favor of the Democrat, of course. There
were 15 or 20 white people at the outside in that beat.

Almost every man there was a negro, and every negro or almost
every negro was a Republican. The evidence is clear. The poll
list is taken up, and 19 names are selected in the first place who
specifically swear that they did not vote; or some of them swore
to that, Not all of them could swear; because of that 19, 5 were
fictitious men who had no existence in the world, 7 were dead;
1 of them had been dead twelve years, and 1 of them was lynched
about a year ago, almost within sight of the precinct where these
Democrats voted him the year after. [Laughter.]

Now, it was in this precinct that they felt safe to trust the Re-
publican negro inspector, because on the one side of him was his
%Dung master in the days of slavery, and upon the other side was

is master in the days of his freedom. They felt safe to trust him
therefore, but the old man was honest. e was illiterate. He
could not meet the frandulent conduct of his associates, but he
was honest when the time came to take his ocath and give his testi-
mony.

He tells us in respect to this beat, where 276 votes were returned,
that there was only 1 colored voter, and he was the man; that only
7 or 8 men came in that day, and there were only 7 or 8 ballots
in the hox at the close of the voting, but that during the day
one of the inspectors, his present master, read over to the other
inspector, his old master, between 200 and 300 names for some
purpose, he did not know what, and that they were copied down
on a piece of paper.

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is not one particle of contradiction to
that testimony. There is not a particle of contradiction to an
testimony in this case, because, conscious of the frand of whic
he was reaping the benefit, the sitting member did not see fit to
inform this House through its committee of any facts bearing upon
the validity of his election. :

Let me take one more precinct, and I am done with the pre-
cincts. I have a few words more to say upon another subject.
Let me come to the City precinct. I take that because it is the
most important in the amount. As yon will remember, there were
2,014 votes returned for Robbins and 5 for Aldrich.

Let us see what sort of a city Selma was. By the census of
1890 it contained 7,622 population. The testimony of the presi-
dent of the State senate of Alabama, a Democrat, whose testi-
mony is found in the record, shows that 55 per cent of the popula-
tion of Selma are colored.

Yet out of a little over 3,500 white population they were able
to get 2,019 votes, and they must have voted, and i a]gggars they
did vote, the cradle and the grave in order to arrive at that result.

In 1893 the total registration in Selma was 623. The registra-
tion for this year was fraudulently withheld by the false probate
judge, whodisgraces any seat of justice, wherever he may occupy it.

‘We take the poll list, as itiscalled. Let meexplain to yon what
the poll list is. The law of Alabama provides specifically that
when a voter comes to the polls his name shall be called out, the
name written down on what is called a poll list, and a number
attached to it, so that an honest poll list would conform to the
actual order of the voters who appear to vote.

Now, the first thing that we have to say about that poll list is
that it is an afterthought. A man voted at 4 o’clock, according
to the testimony; his number is 1502. Amnother one voted at 1.30;
his number is 1445. Another voted at 4.40, just before the polls
closed; his number is 221, Nobody voted afterwards. Another
man voted ten minutes before him, or between 4 and 4.80, and his
pu{:n})er is 1674, Amnother voted at 3, and his number on the list
is 151.

These were, with one exception, Democrats, who did not know
the meaning and purpose of the testimony they were giving. The
moment they began to find out the purpose of it, there was not
a Democrat in Selma who could tell whether he voted at 8 o’clock
in the morning or 5 o’clock in the evening. [Laughter.] But
they had told enough to show that the poll list which appears in
this record was fraudulently made up as an afterthought; and
that is the first step we take here, in addition to all the probabili-
ties in the case.

But now we go further. There was one ballot box, an Austra-
lian ballot box. The polls opened at 8 o'clock and closed at 5. In
order to have voted the 2,021 votes, they would have had to put 4



2742 '

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

MARrcH 12,

votes a minute into that ballot box, which everybody within the
hearing of my voice knows to be an impossibility.

But we further. We have the testimony of the watchers
there. e have two men, one the clerk in the probate office, and
another agparantl responsible man, for all that I could see.
They stood there by the court-house, and they watched its en-
trances all day long, from sunrise to sunset. One of them said
there were 715 men who entered the court-house, and the other
gaid there were 723.

They could not see the 1)01]1‘1:611;1 place; they could only see the
inclosure of the court-house. ey knew these men went in, but
Wh?;; tEél.ey got mglde o_ftthe court-house thet;e_ tw?iz the office “l:f the

court and register corresponding to it; there was the tax
Egl.}ector‘s office, the sheriff's office. There was the city court of
Selma, where peog;e nafturally would be %oing in from time to
time; and although seven hundred and odd men went into that
inclosure that day, no man can tell whether they voted, whether
they went for the purpose of voting, or whether they did some-
ing else, and went in for the purpose of doiﬁ something else.
Now, then, let us go still further than that. Itake up thispoll lisf
[exhibiting]. There are the names. We can not get from the
Edgeof probate the r?ster list upon which this vote wasfounded.

o man can get it. o man can get it, because if it is honest it
would reveal the whole truth. is was put in the hands of a
former member of Congress for this district, a man who knows
almost every man, woman, and child in the city of Selma. He
takes it up, and he can recognize ouf of these 2,000 names not over
696 as being genuine living persons. The contestant calls the
register of vital statistics, a man who has held that office for a
number of years, and the health officer of the county, a man who
would know the &lﬂﬁon and know the names. He testifies:
I have examin t list carefully.” Evidently he had exam-
ined it before, and what does he say? He says—I do not quote
exactly: “The first 221 names on the list are names of genuine
persons. The next 1,012 in a body are the names of persons who
either never had any existence or have long ago passed out into
the graveyardsof Selma. The next 481 names appear to be names

nine ; the next 279 are fictitious, and the last 5 are
genuine.” Outof this poll list 1,309 names are proved by evidence
which is not contradicted in the slightest degree to be the names
of dead or fictitions or absent persons.

Now, then, let us see at what point we have arrived. 'We know
that about 700. people went info the court-house inclosure. We
know there were about 700 people who had an honest right to
vote that day. 'We do not know whether the 700 who went into
the court-house inclosure were the 700 who had an honest right to
vote. We do notknow that they did vote, or if they did for whom
i‘.l:le)lrzl voted. We have not anything except the lying statement
of these inspectors which shows that any man who had an honest
right to vote had actually availed himself of it, I may pause a
moment there to state that here is the point of difference between
the two wings of the Republicans upon the committee. The chair-
man of the committee, for whom we all justly feel the greatest
deference, feels that honesty and justice require that every one of
these T00 honest names upon the list should be deemed to have
voted and his vote counted for the Democratic candidate.

Mr. CLARK of ITowa. And thereis noproof that they did vote.

Mr. MOODY. There is no proof that any single man cast a
vote. Of course, the probability is that they did; but there is no
proof of it. The other members of the committee feel that we
ought not to do this. The returns are so tainted with fraud that
they have lost all credit. Inthat every member of the committee,
Republican and Democrat, agrees. Wefeel itisour duttito entirely
disregard the return. 'We agree with the decision of the supreme
court of Illinois that it is proof merely that there was an election
at that poll, and proof of no other fact whatever, and we count for
?ithﬂl: candidate only such votes as are proved to have been cast

or him.

Again, we believe it would be a dangerous precedentin deciding
controversies of this kind. We find that fraud in election is an
old uleer in this county; it is too old, it is too malignant, to war-
rant any generous 8 ry. We have got to cut it out if healthy
flesh comes with it. we do disfranchise now and then an hon-
est elector, it is really for his own benefit and the benefitof his own

State and county. [Applause.
2 " ﬁgbbins]with rticipation in these fraunds.

I do not
The evidence shows the contrary. But he has reaped the fruits
of others’ misconduct. It is only another application of the prin-
ciple which we find so frequently in the inistration of thelaw,
that when one of two innocent persons must suffer he must suf-
fer by whose conduct the wrong was possible. The intelli-
t men of the city of Selma and of the county of Dallas are not
ocent men before God. This is not a conspiracy such as that
which we heard of here the other day in the State of Missouri, a
conspiracy of the ward heelers and pl:tg uglies, who have no
countenance from any respectable man of any ; this is a
conspiracy of the most intelligent part of the population in the

county of Dallas, led by the judge of probate. They have the
remedy in their own hands. can have honest elections there
if they see fit, and I thank God that it has come to my ears since
the conclusion of this case that 500 Democrats in the cit{ of Selma
have formed a club to promote honest elections. [Applause.] I
say to this House that it is our duty to help those honeat%emocrahs
to secure the object which they seek, and, when the vote comes
upon this case, to send down the message to the people of the
county of Dallas and to the city of Selma that no man come
here and sit to represent them in this or any other Congress whose
garments are so reeking with frand that he defiles the very atmos-
phere which we breathe. [Loud apglause on the Republican side. ]

Mr. DANIELS, Mr. Speaker, I had intended to yield half an
hour at this time to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.
LixxEY], but he is not present, and therefore I suppose it will be
necessary for some gentleman on the other side to proceed now.

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the gentleman
whether he expects any gentleman to address the House on that
side at this time?

Mr. DANIELS. Ican not say. AsI have just stated, I had

that the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. LINNEY]
wouldoccupy half an hour after the eman from Massachusetts,
but he is not present and, as he has absent so long this morn-
ing, I think it probable that he is detained from the House by ill-
ness or other dma.bilitgd.

Mr. DINSMORE. r. Speaker, inasmuch as there are to be
four speakers on that side and only two on this, I think it very
desirable, if it can be effected, that we should hear further from
the other side at this time. Still, I do not want to be captious
about it, and if no one u that side is prepared to address the

House, I suppose we have to go on.

Mr. DAN . . Mr. Speaker, I should be glad to oblige the
other side, and if the gentleman from North Carolina were present
he would undoubtedly proceed at this time, but I can not account

for his absence, and it seems now to be doubtful whether he will
be here this morning.

Mr. DINSMORE. Then, Mr. 8 er, we will proceed, and I
will yield such time as he desires to the gentleman from Georgia

[Mr. BARTLETT].

. of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, before I proceed, I
desire to have read the resolutions proposed by the minority of the
committee, which I shall advocate as a substitute for the resolu-
tions propoaed;)g the majority.

The Clerk read the resolutions, as follows:

Resolved, That William F. Aldrich was not elected a member of the House
of Representatives from the Fourth district of Alabama for the Fifty-fourth
Congress, and is not entitled to the seat.

Resolved by the House of R itatives, That Gaston A. Robbins was duly
elected a member of the Fifty-fourth Congress from the Fourth district of

bama, and is entitled to t therein.

e va g e HUGH A. DINSMORE.
CHARLES L. BARTLE'
SMITH 8. TURNER.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, and gentlemen of
the House: Cwsar divided Gaul into three parts. Our Ceesar here
divided the Committee on Elections of the House into three parts,
and, keeping up this rule of three, it seems that the Elections Com-
mittee was compelled to divide itself up info three parts, for we
have three reportsin this contested-electioncase. Althongh there
are six members of the majority—although, from the argument of
my friend from Massachusetts, Mr. Moopy, this case on the part
of the contestee so reeks with fraud that the gentleman can not
but feel contaminated by association with the gentleman who now
occupies the seat or by breathing the same atmosphere in this
House—in spite of these facts, the Republican majority upon the
committee could not come to any conclusion about this case sxcest
that they wanted Robbina’s seat. They remind me of the little
t we all heard in our childhood:

I do not love thee, Doctor Fell,
The reason why I can not tell;

Bat this alone | know full well,
I do not love thee, Doctor Fell.

So, Mr. Speaker, we come to the consideration of this case to
determine who was elected; not whom this House shall elect, but
whom the honest voters and electors of the Fourth Congressional
district of Alabama cast their ballots for; not whom we shall cast
our votes for to-day. We had hoped, those of us who heard the
argument in the House when this division of the Elections Com-
mittee into three was made, that a new light had dawned
upon this body. e were induced to hope and believe from the
speeches of some of the distingunished gentlemen on the other side,
who argued in support of the resolution to abandon the old line
of procedure in contested-election cases, that when certain ques-
tions were to be decided, questions of law as well as questions of
fact, we were not henceforth to be gnided solalﬁ by that  will-o™-

rhyme

the-wisp” p ip, which had oftentimes and must lead
into doubt and diffic and wrong.
‘We all remember the lan of the distinguished gentle-

man from Vermont [Mr. PowERs|, which I have before me, in
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which he assured this House, because he said he knew it to be true,
and had no hesitation in assuring the House that the sole purpose
in trying these cases would be to try them as judges and to deter-
mine the issues, not as partisans, but as judicial officers, upon the
law and facts as they appear. Even the distingnished gentleman
from Indiana [Mr. JouNsoxN], who is the chairman of one of these
Elections Committees, assured us that such would be the method,
that we might rest assured that these cases, when they came to be
considered by the committee and to be determined by the House,
would be determined, not by charges of fraud simply, not by
charges of wrong, not by allegations, not by political necessity,
because no such political necessity existed for the majority here,
not by carrying out the doctrine of retaliation, but in that calm,
judicial, nnprejudiced manner in which judges clothed in the
ermine of the law determine questions of law and of facts,and he
rejoiced that the opportunity now offered itself when this Cg;frm
might and would establish a new precedent which will justly be
followed by all future Congresses. Jap

To such calm, judicial consideration and determination of con-
testedlas-elecnon‘ cases in this House were we invited on December
17 last.

Remembering these matters, I am reminded to-day of a rule that
a distingnished chancellor of England, Lord Hale, laid down for
his own guidance, and I commend it to this House, He said that—

In determini uestions judicially before him, he carefully Isid aside his
OowWn passions a.‘:xﬁ'ﬁld not give way to them however much provoked.

He said, further, that—

] & himself to be withany jw atall until the
= e e R g e e b

Anudi alteram was the rule he always adopted.

Yet to-day, when this House is sitting in judicial judgment to
render a solemn decision upon the right of a member to occupy his
seat upon this floor, when the House is exercising the highest con-
stitutional duty that it can ever be called upon to perform, the
learned gentleman from usetts [Mr. MoopY], my col-
1 e on the committee, attem;gts to hurry and force it by an ap-

to passion and Xlrejudioe. shall not follow him in that line
of discussion. If Idid so, Imightrefer to other States and cities—
not Southern States, but Northern Republican States, where they
roll up Republican majorities mountain high, like Pelion on Ossa—
where frauds are committed, and where not simbﬂgr dead and
absenf people are voted and counted me Republican election
officers, but where cats and dogs have voted and the regis-
tration, enrollment, and poll lists have been padded with thou-
sands of frandulent names. I will not indulge in any such line
of remark now or call specific attention fo them. If is not my

ose to do so, unless disputed.

. Speaker, ever since elections were had there have been ir-
regularities and even frauds; and in all sections the effort in recent
years has been to cure the inefficiency of election laws, and to
insure honest elections, and in this sentiment I heartily concur.
‘We are told that this is the same old district which, from Congress
to Congress, malkes its ap ce before this House. How does
that affect the question whether Mr. Robbins or Mr. Aldrich was
elected? How does that determine the question whether, as shown
by this record, there were cast a sufficient number of honest votes
for Gaston A. Robbins to elect him, or a sufficient number to elect
William F. Aldrich?

I stand here, representing, as I believe, the sentiment of the
minority of this committee, to make the statement, in which they
will bear me out,that so far as we were concerned we met the
majority of the committee more than half way in arriving at the
truth and in purging all the frand. We endeavored to do our
duty and to find the truth from the facts and the law as estab-
lished by the authorities and the precedents of this House in purg-
ing the polls of every fraudulent ballot that may have been cast,
and I think we have done so. The gentlemen of the majority went
with usa of the way, but when the light broke on them,
which, if they had followed it, would leave a ocrat in his seat,
they dodged like a Texas mule at its own shadow.

1 do not propose, and in this I voice again the view of the mi-
norify, to sanction or countenance a single fraudulent ballot that
may be shown to have been cast, or to'count a single ballot that
was not cast; but we do insist that when we have cast aside every
fraundulent vote, as we have done, the honest electors who did cast
their votes shall have them counted for the man of their choice,
and that this House shall not seat a man who was not elected.

The tleman who has just spoken has told you of his anxiety
about the people of Dallas County. He has told you that to seat
this contestant is to declare to the of that county and of
the Fourth district of Alabama that honest elections are hereafter
to be held; and in pursuing this line he does what he did in one or
two other parts of his ent—he outside of the record.
This able lawyer, this gentleman ski in the ent of cases,
familiar with the rules of evidence and with therules of the House,
%haﬁngrg?hissidenhrgemajoﬂtydthisbody,monmide

© Teco;

Not satisfied with pouring into the ears of the House the tales
of wrong and frand which he says characterized that election,
not satisfied with holdiniu before this House in holy horror these
returns, not satisfied with demanding that this Hounse purge itself
of the breath of fraud by turning out the sitting member, know-
ing the judicial manner in which we should proceed in a case of
this kind, the judicial gentleman from Massachusetts, in present-
ing a judicial question,appeals to the tribunal thatis to determine
the question by brmgm% here matters unaunthorized by the record
and not sanctioned, as I apprehend, by any sound practice. He
‘goes out of the record to tell this House that 500 Democrats out of

in the city of Selma have met together and determined on fair
elections. !

Where does he get that information? What business has it here
at such a time as this? I do not know how it came to his ears.
I suppose that upon the return of the contestant from that very
successful journey that he made to the Fourth district of Ala-
bama, to secure Izrveaidanﬁal delegates for a certain Republican
Presidential aspirant, in which he failed, and after the very sunc-
cessful journey that he took in order to secure a renomination for
himself for Congress from the Republicans of this district—which
he did not obtain—I presume this contestant has brought here that
information. It seems that this contestant has been repudiated
by his own party in his own district, and the only solace he has
in his defeat at their hands is that he has accomplished something
for the Democrats in Selma. Truly, *a prophet is not without
honor, save in his own country.”

Sir, if the le of Alabama, if the Republicans of Alabama,
if the dissatisfied Democrats of Alabama, if the negroes of Ala-
bama, if any party in Alabama are so wrought up and ighted
because the sun of pure elections is bursting through the clonds
that heretofore have been so dark and lowering, and if we are now
to have fair elections because Mr. Aldrich is to be seated here,
then, in the name of heaven, what has come over that same gal-
lant constituency of Populists and of negro Republicans and of
white Republicans that they kicked him out of their convention
and did not renominate him, the champion of honest elections in
the Fourth Alabama district?

Ah, sir, I find I have gone out of the record; it might not have

proper for me to do so, but I have done so in reply to a state-
ment made outside of the record. Sir, when the ublican
destroying angel passed over this House and determined what
Democratic contestee should besacrificed and what one should be
spared, it failed toleave any sign upon the lintels of the doorposts
of my friend who sits behind me, the contestee in this case; but
from the start he, I fear, has been marked for slaughter.

Sir, fraudulent registration lists, the voting of dead or absent
people, and other proceedings of that kind are not confined to or
peculiar to the Fourth district of Alabama. We have had such
things in blican States and cities North. I make this state-
ment (and I have the proof of it at hand) not for the purpose of
snggesting that it should be considered in connection with this
case, nor to excuse or palliate in the least snch methods, for I
abhor and detest them, but for the purpose of showing how abso-
lutely out of place such suggestions are when we are striving to
find the truth in a judicial way.

Now, Mr. S er, coming down to this case, and discnssing it
somewhat in detail in the time I have and in the line of discussion
I have marked out for myself, I desire to say that seven members
of the committee agreed that no countyoutside of Dallas has been
successfully attacked in this contest. The chairman of the com-
mittee, for whom personally I have the very greatest respect and
esteem, whose opinions, com.inixa; they do from a man who has
occupied the tﬁ:‘iﬁoms that he occupied, are obli to carry
not only to side, but to m and those on this side who
agree with me, great weight, and the gentleman from Illinois [ﬁ!.r
CookE], my personal friend (I am glad to say), agrees with him
and differs with the other seven members of the committee in this
respect, and have thrown out 165 votes in two other counties.

e majority of the committee, seven out of nine, have found
that in no precinct except in Dallas are the votes to be changed
from the way they are returned. But these four gentlemen of the
committee have, in a county where there were 3,000 white Demo-
cratic votes cast, only allowed 30 votes out of the contested pre-
cincts; yet they have, after searching the record, most diligently
looking through it and scanning it in the closest possible manner,
determined that there was only one county in the district, the
county of Dallas, that could be successfully assailed in behalf of
the contestant in this case; therefore I apprehend the House, how-
ever it may vote on this question, will determine that the contest
shounld be confined to as County.

Now, it may be asked, what difference is there in the various
reports submitted by the committee? Judge DANIELS makes a
report in which he gives 1,270 votes out of the total votes cast
for the contestant in Dallas County. Judge DAnIELS makes
a report in which he deducts 165 votes in the counties of Calhoun
and Shelby. These 165 deducted from the votes in Shelby and
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Calhoun counties seven members of the committee say ought
not to be deducted.

The proof is that in each precinet of that county was a Repub-
lican inspector, some of them prominent Republicans, men of
character and standing. At one of these precincts attacked was
one Mr, Noble, a member of that family of Northern men who
have gone to Anniston with capital from the East and made it a

t city; men from the North who carried money there, who put
it into manufacturing and mining industries in the county, who
carried with them as well their Republicanism—and this man
Noble, a gentleman, a man of character, a man of means, and a
man of standing in that community, was an inspector at one of
the precincts where the minority faction of the ma,jorit:ty propose
to throw out 85 ballots. There was a Republican at the other

recincts, and the election in that precinct is not attacked for

aud, the ballots have not been 1? uced or called, and yet npon
the loose statement of voters that they intended to vote or that
they had voted for Aldrich, the loose statements of ignorant men
who can not read, can not write, who could not even mark their
ballots, some of whom swear so fast that they swear * out of
sight,” forswear themselves; for they swear that 30 or 40 ballots
were marked in the shops where they worked, when, as a matter
of fact, the law requires that the tickets shall not be given out at
all until the voter is at the polling booth, and the ballot is marked
in the polling place; and it is upon such evidence that it is pro-
posed to reject ballots and count them for contestant.

Further, Mr. Speaker, the chairman of the Republican campaiin
committee in this district, W. J. Stevens, also a member of the
Republican executive committee of that State, of whom doubtless
some of you have heard, and from whom was printed in yester-
day’s Post a letter in reference to a statement made by contestant,
testified in his behalf; and yet if all of the evidence is taken to-

ther and combined there is not enough in the record as to Cal-

oun and Shelby counties to permit the four members of the
committee who belong to the majority to attempt to throw out
any votes in those counties. They donot even hesitate, doubt, or
waver as to the matter; yet two members of the committee refuse
to permit even Calhoun and Shelby to stand. But Dallas County
is the real place in dispute; and when we get there both wings
of the majority unite, practically, and the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts holds it up to the execration and damnation of the
Honse, But still they can not a, as to what to do with Dallas
County, except that both discard a sufficient number of votes to
unseat the contestee.

There is no difference as to the result, but the fact remains, and
it is an important fact here, that six members of that committee
agree, after the most arduous and tedious investigation, we are
told, to oust the contestee, yet they can not agree upon the methods
by which it should be done. They may arrive at the same con-
clusions, but in doing so one branch discards rules of law that the
other observes. The difference, permit me to say in the language
of our distinguished chairman, between the two reports is that
the report signed by the four members chisels Robbins out of more
votes than the report signed by the chairman of the committee; the
distingunished chairman and his one colleague chisel him out of
less votes than the four. But the final result is that he is chiseled
out of enough to unseat him. [Laughter.

Now, to proceed, we will consider the evidence as to the votes in
the various precincts about which there is a difference between
the majority and the minority, and when considered in detail,
and when we apgly the rules of law to this evidence, it will be
impossible to judicially or justly reach the conclusion that the
contestee Robbins was not legally and honestly elected.

Mr. Speaker, I can not, of course, undertake to go through the
record or do more than call attention to the facts presented by it.
I desire to answer some suggestions made by the gentleman from
Massachusetts who o gg the discussion of this case. He has
taken up the matter of the failure to procure the registration lists
and based serious charges of fraud. You must remember that
this case was tried exclusively on the evidence of the contestant;
that not a witness has been offered by the contestee, for a reason I
apprehend to be a sufficient reason, that he did not believe the

. evidence was sufficient, and because of a matter that I shall here-
after call four attention to, a matter of law, that he did not be-
lieve any legal evidence had been offered or taken in the case by
the contestant, .

Now, I ask the gentleman where it is in the record that there is
any evidence that these registry lists have been demanded of the
ju of probate except a letter-book copy of a letter; not an
original letter, not authentic evidence, but a mere tissue paper
copy taken from a letter-book—a letter-press copy—offered on
page 162 by the contestant, which bears upon the question. The
contestant, while he was on the stand, stated that this copy letter
was in the letter-book of one J. D. Hardy, the chairman of the
Republican Congressional committee in the contest of 1894; that
this was all the correspondence he knew of on the subject, though
this evidence, the registration lists, was in the court-house, within a

few steps from where the commissioner was sitting and taking evi-
dence, with the probate judge, the custodian of the lists, there all
the time, day in and day out, the commissioner bein of
all the powers of the law and having it at his back g) compel the
production of the original registrylist; althongh he had the power
and authority to use the mandate of the law and to call on the
United States marshal to enforce it; although he could have
commanded all the powers of the Government to bring before
him the original record, they satisfy themselves with a press copy
of a letter, and we do not know where it comes from, for Hardy
was not, for some good reason, offered as a witness, and we are
left uninformed whether this letter was ever mailed, received, or
answered. Was ever a serious charge made upon so insufficient
testimony? Contestant did not want them. e found out he did
not want them, I apprehend. I judge so. They were left out
doubtless for a purpose, for if these registration lists are in the
custody of the probate court, and this contestant desired them, or
the committee desires to have them beforeit, it being documentary
evidence, they could send and have them produced.

Such is the law, and it has been often so held by this House, and
if necessary to ascertain the truth the committee should have pro-
curedit. These gentlemen, who are seeking the truth and finding
false registration lists, who want to find out who is elected, should
want to find nothing but the truth. Thepower of this House was
at their beck and call to send for that registration list. The
House has done it in other instances. The House has sent for
witnesses in other cases. The House has even sent its committee
to the contested district to procure testimony in order to properly
decidea case. 'We want the truth, whether it unseats a Democrat
or seats a Republican. We want the truth judicially ascertained
and judicially adjudicated. Yet withthispower at tﬁeir call, they
wrapped themselves in stolid indifference to the truth, which can
be easily found, and they content themselves with the recommen-
dation that the Democrat give place to the Republican.

Take the testimony of Mr. Aldrich upon that point, which is to
be found on page 194. Here is the letter. Here is the evidence,
He is asked:

Eo % xgt?vki %f any other correspondence on the subject?

w.
2_. Do you know whether the letter was answered or not?
I do not know.

Thatletter is written by J. D. Hardy, chairman, October 11,1894,
J. D. Hardy, the chairman of this execuntive district committee
was not put on the stand, and it was well he was not; for the record
discloses that he had the purse of that district, contributed by Mr.
Aldrich and his associates, not only to use for legitimate campaign
purposes, but to buy, to purchase signatures of election officers to
returns. AndI apyrehand that if the records of the court in the
community where J. D, Hardy lives were examined, we might find
that a grand jm'f had already indicted him, and that he is soon to
be put upon trial for the attempted bribery of men who were to
hold this election,

Yet a respectable citizen, a judge of probate, a man who is
sworn by the witnesses for the contestant to be above reproach,
whom white Republicans like Judge Craig and Dr. McKinnon
say is a man above reproach—that man is said to be unworthy of
respect, entitled to no consideration, but a disgrace to the oéce
that he holds, because of the testimony of the letter book of J. D.
Hardy, the corrupt agent of the contestant, the man commis-
sioned to go forth in this district and purchase votes and purchase
election officers; this reputable officer is to be denounced as unfit
to occupy this office of probate judge upon the testimony of a
corrupt purchasing agent of the contestant.

That is the record. Let the gentlemen on the other side escape
it if they can. Before a man whom his people have honored as
they have this Alabama judge of probate, who is known by his
neighbors to be a Christian man, a man of age both in years and
in service, is thus denounced, the gentleman should bring some-
body else here to question his integrity besides these corrupt pur-
chasing agents of the contestant, as shown by the record.

Why, to give you an instance, W. J. Stephens testifies that
Hardy, this leader of the Republicans in that district, was anthor-
ized to offer and did offer to J. H. Crocheron, the Republican
inspector at Selma, $50 not to sign the election returns, and Croch-
eron swears to it himself. Stephens also swears that 75 per cent
of the negroes of that Fourth district are purchasable, and that
he belongs to the 75 per cent. Yet this is the character of wit-
nesses, Stephens and others of like character, that we have heard
to discredit the character of honorable men. I am not speaking
about some of the witnesses in thisrecord, but the record discloses
that these are the witnesses, these purchasable witnesses, these
witnesses who tell you that they came to testify becaunse they have
been told they will be paid; ﬂ}]'eae, gentlemen of the House, are
the witnesses upon whose testimony a member of this House is to
lose his seat—not only that, but is to be used to destroy the good
name of the people of the Fourth districtof Alabama. When the
gentleman brings his witnesses up before this House to attack
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decent gople in that community, let him label them and let the
House know who and what they are. Let us know who theﬁ are,

Ah,if I could transport the members on that side of the House
to that Congressional district in Alabama,if I could show them
this election as it was held, and could show them these witnesses
as they testified, I have no doubt what they wounld do with the
evidence. These witnesses are ignorant, all of them unlettered,
except those who are sharp enough to be rascals, as the record
discloses. If the House could see those witnesses, it would not
accept their testimony.

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is true that the minority of this committee
do agree with the majority that certain precincts ought not to be
counted. Itistrue we agree that the return of the city beat onght
not to be counted as returned. It is true we agree that Summer-
field and Martins and Mitchells and Carlowville and Union
and those mentioned in our report should not be counted, for
the reason that there were men—in one case an election officer,
and no evidence is offered by the contestee torebut it—there were
men there who testified that O;H s0 many votes were cast; but
these gentlemen, whom I will faction of the majority No. 1,
say that these returns ought not to be counted at all, in spite
of the evidence that nobody but Democrats voted or were asked or
expected to vote, and in spite of the fact that the evidence in the
record shows conclusively how many votes were cast at each pre-
cinet attacked, the exact number cast at each precinct being ad-
mitted and stated by contestant in his notice of contest.

Now, I do not make that statement recklessly. I donot make
it without regard to the record, but the gentlemen who com:;
the majority—the four members of the majority—had to discard
all the votes in these precincts, to shut their eyes to all the evi-
dence on that subject, and refuse to believe the witnesses of the
contestant, for there are no other, and finally refused to believe
the contestanthimself. The contestant in this record states it and
signs his name to it, in which he declares that at each and every
one of these precincts which these gentlemen have thrown out so
many votes were cast, giving the exact number at each. Not
simply that people went to the polls; not people surrounding the
polls, but that so many went and cast their votes. You will find
upon the report of the minority, pages 3, 4, and 5, that statement
set out in full, taken from the notice of the contest. Take, for
instance, one of these precincts that were thrown out, called Mar-
tin, where they discarded all the votes, and the contestant in his
notice of contest admits that there were 60 votes cast in that pre-
cinct.

The gentleman from New York [Mr. DANIELS], the honorable
chairman of this committee, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
CookE] thought proper, under the evidence in the case and the
admission of this contestant, to count these 60 votes that he had
admitted had been cast, and count them for the contestee; but
if that rule is followed out,and the other rule adopted by the four

entlemen is followed out, and Liberty Hill is counted, and Cal-
Eotm and Shelby precincts are counted, why then these gentlemen
find themselves narrowing down to a narrow majority of only 170
for Aldrich, and they know full well that when this House comes
to consider the evidence as to Orrville and Liberty Hill that it
should not and Ot‘lﬁht not to discard them, and this would lead to
the inevitable result to keep the contestee in his seat.

‘We have set out the evidence in thisrecord as to these precincts.
I apgeal to the gentleman on that side; I appeal to the distin-
guished gentleman from Vermont [Mr. POwWERs], who so elo-
quently, so plausibly, and so convincingly ap to this House
to submit to this fair division of the committee that we might
have a judicial judgment on our reports. Iappeal to him to turn
to the record in the case before he turns this man out. I ask him
to read the report as to Orrville, Liberty Hill, Oldtown, and Wood-
lawn, containing the evidence from the record; and if he werea
judge and I appeared before him, or any other member of this
House who is a lawyer, upon this case in a court instead of in the
Halls of Congress, there would be no doubt about a decision asto
those precincts. Let the House, if léiustice is what it is after, if
this partisan rule is not to govern, if this new sun in the heavens
of election contest is to shine in on us and guide us in our way to
the truth, let them read this report.

I challenge any man on that side of the House who desires to do
justice and who desires to find a true verdict in this case to read
the evidence with reference to Woodlawn, to Orrville, and Liberty
Hill. I will stake this case of the contestee upon their determina-
tion, and if judicially determined it must follow that the minority
have made a correct determination as to them. To give them to
the contestee means his retention. You have to throw them out
in order to defeat him.

Now, will you gentlemen who have thrown off partisanship,
ou gentlemen who come proclaiming your majority already too
arge, you gentlemen who on the 17th of December invoked us to

follow this new rule that justice might speedily be done, you gen-
tlemen who do not desire or intend to oust any man simply be-
cause he is a Democrat, read that evidence as set out in the report?

Ichallenge you to read. When you haveread it, if you can satisfy
your conscience that this contestee is not entitled to have them
counted for him, unseat him, turn him out, but when it is done then
indeed will the seat of every man in a close district hang by a slen-
der thread; then, indeed, might we as well destroy the precedents
that have accumulated in this House and in courts upon
this subject of contested-election cases; then, indeed, might we
as well shut our eyes and follow only again that uncertain, mis-
guiding, and deceptive rule of psrtiaanahi&which you said you
50;:{ t to depart from at the 'begmnmg of this session.

r. Speaker, I have no time to read these authorities; I have
them at hand. We have taken the troubleto cite them in the mi-
nority riﬁort. They have been copied verbatim from the deci-
sions of the court and from the decisions of this House and from
learned writers upon the suléj:ct. Let us take a cursory glance
at the testimony as to Woodlawn precinct, No. 3. W wn
gives 130 votes for Robbins, and I think 9 for Aldrich. Markyonu,
gentlemen, the only witnesses offered in this record, I again beg
you to bear in mind, are the witnesses offered by the contestant,
subpienaed by him, and for whose credibility under the law he
vouches.

Yet weare told that this witness, the inspector, Tavel, contest-
ant’s witness, is not worthy of belief, and that he is impeached by
other witnesses offered by contestant.

Here, then, the majority must disregard the primary rules of
the law of evidence; the hornbook rules of law as applied to every
case in court must be set aside in order to disregard this evidence,
Did any lawyer ever hear in the court-house of a man when he

roduced a witness to prove a fact impeaching that witness un-
ess he had been entrapped? Is there a lawyer on this floor who
has a right to wear worthily the title of attorney or solicitor or
counsel, is there a man here who is entitled to a license to prac-
tice law, much less a judge, who can dispute a proposition that
is as old as any rule of evidence ever was? Yet, gentlemen, that
is what you must do in order to destroy the testimony of St. John
Lewis Tavel, the inspector whom Mr, Aldrich put upon the stand
to discredit the return at Woodlawn.

The contestant does not say that he was entrapped, he does not
say that he was deceived, but he comes with the next vitness and
endeavors to impeach that man, and the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. MoopY], who has argued thiscase on the part of the
majority, discards Woodlawn because he does not believe the evi-
dence of the contestant’s own witness. That is a fine position to
Eut this House in. You are asked, gentlemen, to unseat a man

ecause you do not believe the testimony which his opponent of-
fers to prove that he should be unseated. That is some of the
new light on the rules of law that comes out of this new judicial
way of trying contested-election cases. That is one of the fruits
of the new departure. Lord Bacon said, speaking of the law,
‘ Do not remove the old landmarks.”

I tell you, my friends on the other side, you gentlemen who s
about iiudicial decisions, you have here one of the first principles
of the law of evidence disregarded and set at naught and over-
ridden by the majority of this committee in order to unseat Rob-
bins. It reminds me of a story in a book written by a gentleman
of my own State, where Uncle Remus tells a little boy about the
rabbit climbing a tree. The little boy, with his mouth open’'and
his eyes staring, asks Uncle Remus, ‘‘ How is it possible for a rab-
bit to climb a free?” *“W'y,”said Uncle Remus, ** he jes ’bleeged
to clim’ a free.” So these gentlemen were just obliged to set at
naught this rule of the law of evidence in order to unseat Robbins!
[Laughter.]

They have done it so far as they can do it, but the question is,
whether this House is ready to unseat him and to overturn that
old rule of law. Yon have the power to do it, gentlemen. You
can do it because there is no power to call your action in question;
but when you do it, remember that it is useless to again assure us
of your purpose to judicially determine election cases. That wit-
ness appears to be a decent man by the evidence. He once be-
longed to the Populists, but he quit them. He came back and
voted the Democratic ticket at this election, for the first time in
four years, I believe. He was thought to be a Populist when he
was appointed; he was thought to be a Populist when he was tiut
on the stand; but the truth did not suit our friends on the other
side; so this old man, 64 years of age, is to be discredited and
denounced because he does not come up to the requirements of
the contestant’s lawyer and swear up to the mark.

J. C. Compton, president of the senate of Alabama, was a wit-
ness for the contestant in this case, and each one of these inspect-
ors, including St. J. Lewis Tavel, was sworn at these precincts
and declared by Mr. Compton to be of the highest character and
worthy of credit. Not only were they sustained by Compton, bub
by a number of others, among whom were Jud aig, a Repub-
lican and former member of this House. Yet the gentleman
from Massachusetts denounces that man as unworthy of credit,
althongh every table witness, Democrat and Republican
swears that he is a worthy gentleman and entitled to credit. And
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he is impeached by whom? Oh, he is contradicted and im?chad
by a man who is shown to be a constitutional, , Keeley-
cured drunkard, a man who himself declares that he did not have
anything to do, a man who had run away from home and left his
m‘.{e zmg his children to work the farm and had hung around
cross-roads stores and the country grogshops.

This man’s testimony, the testimony of a strolling vagabond, an
admitted idler, a dmnim‘d, rambling from place to place, not yet
over the effeets of the Keelagecm—the testimony of that man is
to be taken to break down the testimony of the respectable gen-
tleman who had been appointed i r at Woodlawn. b
they say R. B. Cater is to be believ Who is R. B. Cater? A
man who, the records show, is so unworthy asa citizen that hisown
wife and hisown children willnof live with him. He is a brother-
in-law of St. John Lewis Tavel and they had had a family row,
and the statement of this nnwo man is to be taken to dis-
credit a gentleman whois shown by the best testimony in the case
to be worthy of credit. St. John Lewis Tavel swears that every
vote put into that box at Woodlawn was put in and counted by
him and the others as it went in, and he says further that if Cater
and Seay, towhom I have called attention,swear that only 14 votes
were cast there, ‘‘they lie.”

That, gentlemen of the House, isthe evidence asto Woodlawn,
the precinct that you are asked tothrow out. Now, with the com-
mittee divided, withonebranch of it saying that we oughtto count
14 votes at Woodlawn and the other that we ought not to count
any, I ask the members on that side of the House if it is notright
to go by the testimony as it stands in the record; and if I have
misstated or changed a word or a line of it I appeal to gentlemen
on the other side to correct me.

And I pause for that purpose.
The truth is as I have stated it to

n. Then,are youto acceptas

true the evidence in this case of sworn inspector, of the man
of credit and reliability, that 130 votes were cast for Robbins, or
are you to discard it? g

Now let us consider the Orrvill . Ithought at one time

e
we had all upon that. Of 370 votes the chairman of the
committee throws out all but 14,

Now, gentlemen, I submit the evidence with reference fo Orr-
ville precinet. It will be found on pages 48 and 49 and on pages
53, 54, and 55. There are only two witnesses. I will give a copy
of this record to any gentleman who desires it, and while we are
in search of justice and right in this case, I ask thaf this evidence
be closely examined. It is very short,

Gentlemen of this House, I assert without fear of successful
refutation thatno court worthy of that apglcl’ation, from a justice
of the peace up to the highest tribunal wn in this country,
would throw out a precinct on evidence like that; it would either
refuse to count the votes that the contestant admitted were cast
or throw out the whole precinct. The plurality of the majority
of the committee I believe refuses to count any votes for the sit-
ting member. The gentleman from New York [Mr. DANIEEI:."Sﬁ
counts 14, There are but two witnesses, and their evidence wi
be found on pages 48 and 49.

Both of these witnesses were farmers. One of them says that
he went to the voting place at 10 or 11 or 12 o'clock—probably
between 10 and 2. He went to the precinct, and being in a hurry
remained only about half an hour, and then having voted he
went away. All the farmers in that precinct vote usually after
12 o’clock. This man testifies that he voted between 11 and 2, as
he thought, though he did not undertake to be exact. Asall law-
yers know who have tried cases in court, there isnothing on earth
80 unreliable and uncertain as testimony in regard to the time
when a particular thing happened, when the witness has nothing
to call his attention to time. This witness says he went there
and stayed about half an hour, and he left, he thinks, about 2
o’clock; it might have been 3; he is not certain.

The SP: pro tempore (Mr. GrouT). The gentleman’s

Mr. DINSMORE. I do not understand that the gentleman's
time is limited.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. There are only two speeches to
be made on this side.

The SPEAKE BﬁRm tempore. Then the Chair was misinformed.
ﬁl&r. DINSMORE. Ihope that my colleague on the committee

P

roceed.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Now, the other man (as I have
said, both of these men were farmers) testifies that he went to the
precinct between 2 and 3 o’clock, The first man was No. 7on the
poll list; the other, I think, was No. 264. Those are the only two
witnesses gresent at the E:}l}.s whose evidence is brought here to

i it those returns. not mistake what I say. Those are
the only two witnesses who went to the polls who are offered in
this case to testify with reference to anything which occurred at
the polls. They went there and spent a few minutes. They went
there about the time when it is usual to stop business for that pur-
pose—about 12 o’clock. That is the usual time in a country pre-
cinct for the farmers and their hands to vote,

These witnesses testify that there was a large erowd of negroes
around the polls. The voters in that precinct stop work about 12
o'clock and vote after that time, Thenegroes generally vote with
their employers—the white farmers—and these white men in that
precinet are all Democrats. The testimony is that there were a
number of negroes around the polls who appeared to be voting. who
were there for that purpose. th these witnesses testify to that.
This is the evidence upon which both wings of the majority of the
committee act, and which they declare issufficient to gliucredit the
returns; one branch of the majority counts 14 votes of the 370
for Mr. Robbins, and the other counts nothing. That is a judicial
decisiollz which this side of the House is treated to in a judicial
matter

That is not all. On pages 53 and 54 is the testimony of J. Gil-
bert Johnson, a hired spy of the contestant, an informer. This
House yesterday dealt mﬂeverely with hired spies even in Gov-
ernment service; and y in the trial of this case 370 honest
votes in Orrville township in the Fourth district of Alabama are
to be destroyed and discarded at the instance and npon the pur-
chased evidence of a hired and discredited spy. What does this
witness say? He says he was not there that day, that he was 8
miles away. He does not know a man who vote(g at Orrville pre-
cinct. He did not see a man who voted there. He does not know
how many voted. But he takes up a poll list and he says (mark
his testimony, 1g;,-'ept:ha»_ruel1) as to 25 mt’,%h:;.l there are 1:6:1; gff
similar names living in Lexington precinc es away.
these men is dead. He say there were men of similar names who
used to live in Lexington precinct. -

Mr. PITNEY. Let me ask the gentleman if there is evidence
that men of that name lived in the inct in question?

ltl'.r.t BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not know whether there is
or not.

Mr. PITNEY. If was very easy evidence to get, if the fact

were s0.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I will find it for you; but you
must remember that the contestant has the burden of the case.
He is attacking the polls, and it is his duty when these men lived
within 6 or 7 miles of the voting place, and where the evidence
was taken, to get them and secure their testimony.
= Mr. ?I’{ETE ) B‘li‘ﬁ ;}: t}?}, claﬁz?ﬁd that there were noﬁ;;uch men

ving in the precinc g eir names appear on the polling
list in question. If such were the case, it would be easy Eo pro-
duce the men if they existed or to produce testimony to substan-
tiate the fact, if it were a fact.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Permit me to read the rule of
law applicable to the case.

Mr. PITNEY. I want the facts, not the law.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Let me show you the rule of
law bearing on the subject; and there is not a court, there is not
a tribunal in this land that ever tried an election case that ever
justly threw out a precinet because on the poll list were the names
of voters similar to others who live in an adjoining county or
precinct. Here it is:

Witnesses are often called to tes:
the poll list as having voted are noiirgn?w:tu %m&mﬁmﬁ ?:gﬁ'ﬁ%; g?
prﬁ;:gﬂts. as the case may

kind of evidence, while admissible for what it is worth, is manifestly
of little value, and must depend upon circumstances. j

Again:
Bomething further must be shown, direet or substantial. than that the

names of persons similar to those names that appear on the poll list did not
reside in the precinct or did not vote. e

Now, listen to this:

No name should be stricken from the poll list as unknown from the testi-
mony of one witness only that no such person is known in the county or pre-
cinet; and when a man of like name is known as residing in another precinet
or county, soma ?lm{ direct or substantial other than presence of such
a name on the poll book will be required.

In other words, a name will not be stricken from the poll book
simply because a man of the same name resides in another pre-
cinct. I refer the gentleman in this case to these citations tagen
from MeCr on Elections, and to the case of Letcher against
Moore, page 745 of Clark and Hall's cases. That is the rule of law.
The majority not only strike these names from the poll list, but
discard the entire EOH of the precinet.

Mr. PITNEY. DBut the gentleman did not answer the question
I asked him.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Will the gentleman repeat his
question?

Mr. PITNEY.
are on this

Mr. BAR
that kind.

Mr. PITNEY. Now, there is evidence that such men lived in
another precinct; and the presumption is that they did not livein
the pwct in question. Is that the point? Is that what is

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I donotknow whatwas claimed.
The committee did not so say. They simply say, because the

Ix; there evidence that the eight men whose names
11 list do not live or did not live in that precinet?
T of Georgia. Not one syllable of evidence of
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names of the witnesses appear on the list, and a man swears that
other names, similar names, were in other precincts in the dis-
trict, therefore they will discredit the whole return; while the
other branch of the committee counts 14 votes. I donotknow the
reason. I have not been able to nnderstand the reason, and no-
body else has been able to do so clearly, and I apprehend no valid
reason can be given for it.

Mr. I;INSM RE. Will my colleagne permit a single inter-
ruption’

. BARTLETT of Georgia. Cecrtmnlg

Mr. DINSMORE. If, assuggested by the gentleman from New
Jersey, that was true that there was a num of names on the
poll list, and evidence was offered to show that there were no such
persons represented by either of the names in that beat, and that
there was evidence of persons of that name living ontside of the
beat: if the evidence went further and showed conclusively that
there were eight ns on the list who did not vote, doesn’t the
gentleman from New Jersey recogﬁze it to be the duty of the House
now, if possible, to eliminate the fraudulent votes, and count those
that are shown not to be fraudulent? That is the recognized
principle of law, and is it not the dufy of the House now, as it
was the dn;cﬁ of the committee, to make the necessary corrections?

Mr. PT Y. Well, that might depend to some extent on the

uestion presented, the exact question before the committee, and
upon the extent of the alleged frand.

Mr. DINSMORE. I speak with reference to the abstract propo-
sition in ﬁ%“d to which the gentleman made his inquiry.
inM:fle EY. I made the inquiry with the view of ascertain-

e fact.

r. BARTLETT of Geor%;im Any question that I can answer
the gentleman I am very glad to answer, because if the House
conld get the exact facts before them in regard to the precincts in
question as they existed they would not d‘;:;rmt this judicial—no,
not judicial, but legislative—ontrage to destroy that precinct asit
was returned and do an act of justice to a member of this body.

Now, they pick up the list and they hand it to J. Gilbert John-
son, and he goes over it. He swears he is not familiar with the
names in Orrville g_‘recinct, and yet he nndertakes to say that these
26 names on that list at Orrville that he says live in Lexn}ﬁton,
did not live at Orrville, simply because of the fact that he did no
know them. Now, I submit, under the rule of this House—which
has been unvarying since the case of Letcher vs. Moore, and
which is unvarying in the anthorities that have been cited upon
this subject—that there is no right to cast out that precinct.

The majority of the Committee on Elections were not fair when
they reported that there were ** 26 names of dead or absent people on
this list.” There is but one man who testified about it, and
that is J. Gilbert Johnson. He testified asto Charles West, whom
he says is dead, but he also testified there is another Charles West
now living in the same community. Yet, because one Charles
‘West had died two years before, the committee report that 26 dead
or absent voters appear on the poll list. I ask gentlemen upon
the opposite side where is there another suggestion in this record
that more than one man of the same name appeared upon that
poll list? ‘Where does it appear that there were two Charles Wests
on that list? Gentlemen, under the rulesthat have been laid down
it will not do to discard the return from this precinct.

Mr. PITNEY. Was there any attempt e by cross-examina-
tion to show that this witness was mistaken in the identity of the
persons and that there were such persons living in the precinct,
. on whose poll book they appeared? .

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I willshow you,sir. Of course,
in the heat of the argnment, I can not turn to it at once. There
was cross-examination about these men.

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Johnsonintended to testify that the men of
these names in question did not live in that precinct, I suppose?

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. No;he did not testify to that.
He testified that men of that name lived in Lexington precinct, 8
miles away. He says:

I am very well acquainted with Lexington beat, and only tolerably so with
Orrville beat.

1 say the evidence there does not show that he is acquainted
with the people in Orrville beat, although he says he was ac-
quainted with the people in Lexington beat.

Mr. PITNEY. Isuppose identity of name raises a presumption
of id.entzﬁof rson, at least until the presumption 1s overcome?
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. No; it doesnot dothat. The gen-

tleman is mistaken as to the rule. The rule of law is that it
not raise any presumption of identity. The case of Letfcher
against Moore, to which I called attention, decides the contrary;
and if you were ever down in that country and undertook to be
Eﬁd&d b{laimila.rity of names of negroes, you would soon learn
at identity of name is far from being identity of person. Why,
no less than 16 Andrew Jacksons have been convicted in the city
court of my city, and no less than 15 George Washingtons, and so
on down the list of illustrious names. :
Mr. PITNEY. Isthe name of Green Hitt a common name?

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Any sort of a name is a common
name down there with the negroes.

Mr. PITNEY. Is Bing Allen a common name?

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes; that is an ordinary name—
Bing Allen or Bing anything—it is but an abbreviation of * Bing-
ham,” I suppose. We have two men in our town called Dollar
Bill. They are known everywhere, by the police and everybody
else, as Dollar Bill; and one Dollar Bill hasbeen indicted and con-
victed no less than three times in the criminal court there as
Dollar Bill.

Mr. CONNOLLY, A bad Dollar Bill.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes, a bad Dollar Bill.

Mr. PITNEY. I think the gentleman will find some pretty
peculiar names in this record.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes, and you will find some ve
peculiar names in every negro community that yon go into. r{
ask the gentleman if he would destroy a whole precinct return,
because 25 men with peculiar names voted at it? Is that any evi-
dence that the election officers committed fraud?

Mr. PITNEY. I think there is evidence of the grossest fraud,
and evidence of a conspiracy to commit it.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Where is it in that precinet?
Point it ouf, and I will give you all the time you want to point it
out. I ask you orthe majority to point out the gross fraud in that
precinct, because that is the one I am discussing. E ine the
record, and then make up your mind from the evidence.

Mr, PITNEY. Excuse me. I donot say thatI have made up
mg&ﬂnd, understand. On the contrary, I have not.

. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman misnnderstood
me. I did not say that. I said you could not point it out in the
record; and if I said anything else, T withdraw it.

Mr. PITNEY. I shounld not be listening to the gentleman, if I
had made ug my mind in advance.

Mr. BAR TT of Georgia. I know that, and I assure you, if
{ou understood me to say that, I was not intending to say it; but

meant to say that the record in that particular district does not
show that there was any fraud or conspiracy there. i

Mr. PITNEY. You donot deny that there were gross frauds
in other districts?

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Ido not, and have not done it,
and if the tleman reads the report he will find that we do not
deny if, and I stated so. Wherever the fraud has been shown, in
every single precinct where it was shown, we have done what it
was our duty to do and what every other man should have done—
discarded the returns. It can not be shown that in this report of
the minority a single precinct has been counted as returned when
fraud was shown, nor that a fraudulent vote has been counted by
us for contestee.

It may be well fo call attention here to the rule of law that, no
matter how gross the fraud, if we can find from the evidence the
number of voters and how they voted and who they voted for,
we ought to count them. Now, I ask this House if it was not the
duty of this election committee when they said there were 26 dead
and absent votes cast at Orrville, as shown by Johnson, because it
was shown that there were men of similar names in another part
of the counaig’ or adjoining precinct, that they ought not to have
been satisfied to deduct that 26 from that poll?

Enough about that. Icomenow to Liberty Hill,and the record
as to that precinct is printed in full in the report. At Liberty
Hill there are only two witnesses, Kline and Rothschilds.

Mr. MOODY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a
question?

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Certainly,

Mr. MOODY. Will the gentleman state that the majority of
the Regubhcans do not reject the return in Liberty Hill?

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I have so stated.

Mr. MOODY. I beg pardon.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Four of the Republicans on the
committee agreed that this precinct ought to stayin. The gentle-
man from New Y&E]Plr. ANIELS ]| and the gentleman from Illi-
nois [Mr. Cookg] think it ought to go out, and deduct from Robbins
244 votes from that precinct. Now, let us see what the evidence
as to that precinctisin thisreport. This has been copied verbatim
from the report, and I will submit that to the House. Hereis the
testimony of Kline, a Republican, a-man who went down to Ala-
bama from Pennsylvania. He was not a manager here; hewas a
hundred yards away. He was the depot agent, and he could not
see what was going on at the polls, because there were cotton
houses between him and the election precinet, and he did not know
how many people voted there. There may have been 50, or 100, or
274; and that is all. :

Rothschilds, who lived in Selma, testifies that he is acquainted
with the 30 whites and the 300 negroes living in the beat. Healso
testifies that the E:gnblican party had not organized in that coun

or beat. They less organization now than when he liv
there—at Liberty Hill—some five before; and the evidence

in that record from black and white, especially from some of the
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executive committeemen, one executive committeeman, John H.
Crocheron, is that the negroes of Dallas County were offended
with Mr. Aldrich, because he had two headquarters down there,
one for the negroes and the other for the Populists and Republic-
ans. They did not like it. He was a man of means. e had
beer: put up as a candidate to carry that district, and instead of
foing down into that district and appealing to the voters to vote

or him in Dallas, they issued a circular requesting the colored
people and the Republicans not to vote. Even such stanch Re-
publicans as Craig did not vote. The idea was that the negroes
were not to vote, and nobody was to vote but Democrats.

That was the condition of affairs that we had, not only in Lib-
erty Hill, but in every precinct in that county. Gentlemen who
are familiar with the character of the colored voters know very
well that the man who turns his back on them will not receive
their votes and the man who seeks them will secure their votes.
Aldrich surrendered in Dallas County. He abandoned his organi-
zation. He did not endeavor to get asingle vote from the Repub-
lican side. He advised them to stay away and issued a circularin
which he said: *“ You don’t vote; the Republicans are going to
carry Congress and we are going to contest. Stay away anddon’t
vote.” These 11])eopla down there did not like it, according to the
testimony. They went out and voted for Robbins, the man who
was kind to their race. I

Carmichael, an intelligent colored school-teacher, says he and
others voted for Robbins, a number of them did, because Robbins
had been kind to his race. Here was a man, a candidate, their
neighbor, their friend, who had been kind to their race. He was
seeking their votes; he was appealing to them as his neighbors;
and was asking them to vote for him. Here was another who
simply held his head high, put the negro headquarters off in a
bac}; room and the mixed Republican and Populist headquarters
in a well-furnished apartment. They told the negroes they did
not need their votes. ~ That was the spectacle; that was the policy
adopted by this contestant and his friends in Dallas County.

ntlemen, any man can see at once that when the forces were
deserted by its leaders, when they were left to driff where they
pleased, ignorant and unlearned as most of them were, it was but
natural for them to support that candidate who was their neigh-
bor, whom they knew, and who had been the generous friend of
their race. And yet, the only reason that they throw out Liberty
Hill, so far as the minority of the majority are concerned, is be-
cause there were only 30 white votes there, the balance being

ne, -

f might go on through this list of precincts, but time will not per-
mit. You will find upon investigation of the report that wherever
it has been shown by witnesses who were present at a precinct
that more votes were returned than were ecast, the minority have
disregarded those returns and counted only the votes proven to
have been cast. Take Oldtown; the evidence is about the same—
but I will not rehearse that case, because it is set out in the re-
port, and I will leave it for my coll e on the committee. So
that you find on investigation that we do what the law says we
ghall do, namely, purge this ballot of every vote that ought to be
thrown out. The rule of law is laid down in the case of Wash-
burn against Voorhees, and elsewhere in the books, that no pains
are to be spared, no examinations are to be avoided, nothing is to
be neglected that will discover what the vote was, and we have
complied with that rule, and have counted for the contestee only
the number of votes that the contestant himself admits in his
notice of contest were cast at the several precincts.

Now, gentlemen, when you take that fact, in connection with
the theory of this case that the Republicans were not asked or
e ted to vote, and when yon take into account also the politi-
c:?zcom lexion of the people who did vote, you certainly ought to
give to thbins as many votes as the contestant himself ts
were cast at those precinets.

I come now, finally, to the Selma precinct; but before takin
that up I desire to say a few words in reﬁ}y to the argument o
the gentleman from Kiaasachusetts [Mr. Moopy] with reference
to the appointment of inspectors. On pages 229, 280, and 231 you
will find a list of the names of men whose appointment as inspect-
ors was requested and a list of those that were appointed. The
trouble about those that were not appointed, as requested, was
that the law of Alabama required that one of the inspectors at
each poll should be of the opposite political party to the dominant
party. Mr. Aldrich furnished a list of those that he desired ap-
pointed, but in that list he did not say whether they were Demo-
crats, Republicans, or Populists, and in a number of cases they
were appointed as requested; but in all those cases the same man
was appointed, either as a Populist or a Republican, as the list
shows. Mr, Aldrich himself testifies as to the men he requested
to have ap;‘go'mted that he did not know what their political faith
was, and therefore, if the list that he furnished the probate judge
did not comgly with the law, the judge was under no obligation
to appoint those men., Furthermore, there is no law which re-

candida
ass now to the Selma precinct for a few minntes,
. MOODY. May I ask the gentleman a question?

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Certainly.

Mr. MOODY. Is it not afact that the law of Alabama requires
that each contesting party shall be represented at the polls by at
least one inspector?

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes, sir; I have so stated.

Mr. MOODY. Isitnot a further fact that by the action of the

robate judge and his associates that right was not granted to the
ublican candidate?
_ Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I understand thatit was granted
in ever 86ecmct where there was a Republican or a Populist.

Mr. DY. I domnot understand it so, and if the gentleman
will point out any fact in the record which controls the evidence
to the contrary, I shall be obliged to him.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Take the city of Selma——

Mr. MOODY. Inmy remarks I made three exceptions, among
which was Selma.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Well, Ican not go through with
all these now. I only know this, that the record discloses, where
evidence was taken on the subject, and anﬁéquestion was asked
about it, that there was either a Populist or a Republican inspector.
That is the case, I think, wherever that point was inquired about.
The evidence on the part of the contestant is silent as to what
were the ]];oliticfs of the men that he asked to have appointed. He
says that he did not even know what their politics were himself,
and how could he expect the judge of probate to appoint men, un-
der the law, which required that they should be of certain polit-
ical parties, when he did not know their politics.

Mr. MOODY. I have examined the evidence with respect to
each of the precincts other than those I expressly excepted, and I
find that there is positive evidence that the inspectors in all those
precinects were of the Democratic %rty

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. at is troe; and you will find
also that in those precincts there was not a single solitary white
Republican. Mr. Aldrich was the Republican nominee, and the
proof is that there were so many white people, 30, 40, or 50, and
not a single white Republican among them.

Mr. MOODY. One more question: Does not the gentleman
remember that the Republican candidate found for each precinct
in Dallas County three men whom he suggested for appointment,
and that the judge did not appoint any of the three?

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes; but those men were not
Republicans. Mr. Aldrich himself, on ]ﬁaga 192 of the record,
swears that he did not know what was their politics. Now, the
law required the judge to appoint a Republican and a Democrat
at each precinct, but Mr. Aldrich himself did not know whether
these men were Republicans or not.

Mr. MOODY. They were supporters of Mr. Aldrich, and good
enough Republicans for him.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. But he does not swear himself
that they were Republicans, He was the Republican candidate,
and he had no right to say that the judﬁe should appoint a Dem-
ocrat or a Populist. Mr. Crocheron, who was appointed at one
precinct, was a delegate for Mr. Aldrich at the Calera convention,
which nominated Aldrich.

The probate judge at Selma appointed two Democrats, and he
also appointed James H. Crocheron, the Republican member of
the executive committee of Dallas County, who nominated Al-
drich and voted for him on the 6th day of November, 1894, He had
been chairman of the committee. That is the wrong the probate
judge did—he appointed Crocheron. And it turns out that they
denounce Crocheron because he would not agree, at the instiga-
tion of Bill Stevens and J. D. Hardy, to refuse to sign the returns
from Selma precinct.

Here is the evidence on page 182: Crocheron swears that he was
there ; he swears that as to those 2,002 votes he helped to count
every one of them and that they went into the box. What more
does he swear? He swears on page 185 that after he had refused
to sign the return, Mr. Bowman, the attorney for the contestant,
in the presence of H. G. Kornegae and George R. Mason and Bob
Mason, offered him $100 to swear that there were only 762 bal-
lots cast at Selma precinct. Bill Stevens swears that the party
was authorized to pay $50 to Crocheron to keep him from sign-
ing those returns. And now, because this matter is disclosed,
cause Crocheron did sign the returns, because he comes up and
says they were correct, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
Moobpy] mildly characterizes him as a commercial and purc
able personage. 'Well, if a man who did not take a bribe which
was offered him is a commercial character, what is the character
of those tlemen who offered the bribe to him? Is the bribe
taker or the bribe refuser any worse when it comes to credibility
than the bribe giver or the bribe offerer ?

Mr. MOODY., Willthe gentleman allow me one more question?

ghuireu the péobabe judge to appoint men who are nominated by
e 8.
I
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Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Certainly.

Mr. MOODY. I wish to ask the gentleman whether he believes
that Crocheron told the truth?

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. He is your witness, is he not?

Mr. MOODY. I ask the gentleman whether he believes that
Crocheron told the truth?

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. No; and I do not believe that a
great many more of these witnesses told the truth. [Laughter.]

Mr. MOODY. Take one at a time.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Now, I want to ask the gentle-
man whether he believes that Bill Stevens, the chairman of that
Republican executive committee, told the truth?

Mr. MOODY. Idonot; and for that reason I did not disturb
the }Jrecinct as to which Stevens testified. [Applause on the Re-
publican side.]

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes; but he testified about Selma
also. I guess the gentleman and I are about even on the ques-
tion of beliefs.

Gentlemen of this House, J. H. Crocheron is an educated, smart,
active member of the Republican ty, one of its accredited
agents in Alabama and one of its leagg:s. W.J. Stevens is chair-
man of one of its chief committees., He has been elected a dele-
gate to the St. Lonisconvention. And gentlemen on the other side
will not believe these accredited and intelligent officials of the
Republican party—men of high standing in that party—and yet
they strike down the returns made by honest men on the testi-
mony of ignorant negroes, led by Stevens and Crocheron.

But as to Selma precinet. Theproof is that there are from 1,250
to 1,400 white Democratic votesin Selma. _Judge Craig, the leader
of the Republican party there, saysso. It is in proot that 1,100
white men voted in a Democratic primary there in August, 1804,
It is proved by Judge Craig and all these other witnesses that
there was an active canvass there; that Mr. Robbins’s friends had
hacks and other conveyances carrying the voters to the polls. The
voting continued nine hours. And we allow Mr. Robbins 767
votes upon the evidence. So does the gentleman from New York,
Judge DANIELS. The gentlemen with whom the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. Moobpy] raises his hands against fraud, the
gentlemen who are in favor of fair elections and honest counts,
what do they do? With an admitted vogingbpopulation of 1,500
white citizens of Selma, all Democrats with but very rare excep-
tions, the gentleman from Massachusetts counts three votes for
Robbins. e have an admission on the part of the contestant
that 767 votes were cast at that precinct. ow, tlemen of the
House, are you prepared to treat in that way the ballots of the
citizens of that precinct? You have the power to do it; but the
dic({aatea of right and justice and judicial impartiality forbid you
to do it.

Before leaving Selma I wish to say, what I was about to say
when the gentleman from Massachusetts iuterruibfted me, that
when Crocheron swore that he was offered $§100 by Mr, Bowman,
a statement which will be found on page 185 of the record—he tes-
tifies that this offer was made in the presence of three men named
G. H. Kornegae, George R. Mason, and Bob Mason—Crocheron
swears that Bowman offered him $100 to swear that there were
only 742 votes cast—Mr. Bowman, the lawyer, gets up and says
that the fact as stated did not occur; that some conversation oc-
curred about paying a debt that Hardy owed Crocheron. But I
ask this House whether when Crocheron stated that George R.
Mason and Bob Mason and Kornegae were Afresent at the time
when this offer was made by Mr. Bowman, Aldrich’s attorney—
this offer of a bribe not only to certify falsely to returns or not to
certify at all, but to swear to what was not true—I ask this House
whether it was not the duty of Mr. Aldrich under such circum-
stances to show by those three other witnesses who are stated to
have been present that no such thing occurred? There are their
names—the two Masons and Kornegae are named on page 182,
We hear on this floor about a record being full of corruption,
about pollution. Gentlemen of the House, you will find upon
examination that this record, if the witnesses are to be believed,
teems and rots with corruption and attempted corruption in order
to induce witnesses to give false testimony in this case for the
contestant.

But, Mr. Speaker, to proceed to the discussion of the question I
left off a moment ago. All the evidence in the case taken in Dal-
las County was taken before a notary public who was appointed
for the county of Shelby. The witnesses weresworn by ,and
the evidence was taken in Dallas County,and the contestee makes
the objection that that is not evidence, because a notary public
under the laws of Alabama does not have any jurisdictional power
to swear a witness or take testimony ountside of the county for
which he was appointed. The minority of the committee have
reported that that point was well taken. The minority of the
committee think that the no of public, who under the laws of
Alabama is a local officer merely, whose jurisdiction to adminis-
ter oaths or take the testimony of a witness is circumscribed and
limited to the confines of the county to which he was appointed,

that the notary public, under such circumstances, has no right to
go ontside of the jurisdiction of his own county into a neighbor-
ing county and pretend to swear the people whom he undertakes
to swear any more than any private individual might have done.

Mr. NOR AY. Will the gentleman allow me an interrup-
tion just there?

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Certainly.

Mr. NORTHWAY. Was that objection taken at the timethat
these witnesses were being sworn?

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes, sir.

Mr. NORTHWAY. Doesthat appear in the record?

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Not only that, but the objection
was taken before the motary himself, and the motion was also
made before the Committee on Elections to suppress all of this
testimony so taken before the notary.

Mr. LACEY. I would like to the gentleman a question in
that same connection. I notfice in the report of the majority of
the committee a reference is made to a case reported in 2 Bart-
lett, where it was held that it was competent to take such testi-
mony, and that there was, therefore, a precedent established by
the House. I have not examined the case myself. Does it bear
out the committee in their citation—the reference made to the
case quoted in 2 Bartlett’s Report?

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes,sir; Ihave so stated, Ithink,
before. That was the case of Voorhees vs. Washburn.

Mr. LACEY. I only wanted your view as to whether it bore
out tl;e statement made by the majority of the committee in their
report.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes, sir. In the Voorhees and
Washburn contest, 2 Bartlett, 54, I think it is; I can give the
gentleman the citation exactly in a few momentsif he desires it—a
case arising in Illinois I believe—

Mr. RO&SE. Noj; it was an Indiana case, and came up to Con-
gress on a contest from the Terre Haunte district.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes; an Indiana case, and it was
held that a mayor of an Indiana town conld take depositions in
the contested-election case outside of the city. But there are cer-
tain considerations that we must take into view in connection
with this case. The Voorhees and Washburn contested-election
case arosecutof an election held in November, 1864. As all know,
there were peculiar conditions existing in this country at that
time. The condition of affairs existing at that time in this coun-
try was one of armed confiict. There was an excited country, a
country amid the clash of arms. We were in the midst of inter-
necine strife,

A Democrat in the House of Representatives was rare, and the
election in Indiana was held during the war, and the contest was
decided in 1865, I believe, at the end of the civil war. Men’s pas-
sions had not at that time cooled. The reverberation of the guns
at Appomattox had not died away, and the Republican party was
in control of the House of Representatives, not only as a victori-
ous party at the polls, but as a victorious party in the accomplish-
ment of its views with regard to putting an end to slavery and
in crushing the Confederacy. It was a bad time for the jndicial
determination of any question. Men, in order to carry out their
political views, were in no condition to decide judicial questions,
and I do not attach.blame to them for it, for we are all rimman at
last, whether we sit on thatside of the House or this; and when the
case of Washburn against Voorhees was decided the war and
civil strife had hardly been ended. We know that at that time
the ant%ﬂpmms against Mr. Voorhees were still in existence, and
even outlasted the war twenty years at least; and it is not strange,
then, that a Republican majority—there was a divison of opinion
on the committee in reference to the question—that a Republican
majority shonld determine, when necessary to seat Mr. Wash-
burn and unseat Mr. Voorhees, that a mayor had such power
under the statute, and that decision was rendered under the cir-
cumstances to which I have called attention.

Mr. NORTHWAY, If the gentleman will permit a further in-
quiry, is it not a fact that the statutes of the United States pro-
vide that any notary public living in the Congressional district
may take the testimony in a contested-election case?

r. BARTLETT of Georgia. I donot so understand the law.

Mr. NORTHWAY, If the gentleman will permit me, section
110 provides:

When any contestant or returned member is desirous of obtaining testi-
mony ting a contested election, he may apply for a subpeena to either
of the following oficers who may reside within the Congressional district in
which the election to be contested is held: First, any judge of any court of
the United States; second, any chancellor judge or justice of a court of rec-
ord of any State; third, any mayor, recorder, or intendant of any town or city;
fourth, any register in bankruptey or notary public.

Mr. BOATNER. That does not confer authority on a notary
public outside of the county where he assumes to act—

Mr. NORTHWAY. Butit saysin the Congressional district.

Mr. BOATNER. Becauseit has been held lg the courts that
Congress can not confer authority on a State officer which is not
conferred by the laws of the State. .
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Mr. NORTHWAY. Butif the Federal statutes provide that
m{h may take the testimony or administer the oath?

. BOATNER. Bat, if the gentleman will permit an inter-
ruption, suppose that the statutes provided that any no pub-
lic or clerk of a court could administer the oath and e the
testimony? The gentleman would not maintain that the clerk
of the court of County A could go and administer oaths and take
testimony within the jurisdiction of the clerk of the court of

County B.

Mr.tiI ORTHWAY. While it does not enlarge the right of the
individual as a notary public, it designates such individuals as
have the powers to adminisfer oaths.

Mr. BOATNER. But when the notary public passes beyond
the line of the county for which he is appointed he ceases to be a
notary 1amblic and is no longer a notary publie.

Mr. NORTHWAY. There can be no doubt about the statute.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Is the gentleman through?

Mr. NORTHWAY. Iam through.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Iam glad to answer the gentle-
man’s question. Mr. Speaker, upon this point there is very con-
siderable doubt. There was enough doubt about it to create a
division of opinion in the Washburn-Voorhees case at the time
and under the circumstances that I relate.

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman from Georgia allow me
a question there?

r. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes.

Mr. BOATNER. Does the gentleman from Georgia know of
any authority or any law under which witnesses could be convicted
of perjury for false swearing upon an affidavit taken before an
officer out of the jurisdiction or territory where he has jurisdic-
tion to administer an oath? :

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I was comj% to that. Mr.
Speaker, in 131 United States and in 107 United States will be
found two cases, and in 138 United States another case, which
will answer the question of the gentleman upon this point. It is
there decided that an affidavit made before a notary public who
had no authority to administer an oath at the fime and place
where he administered it conld not be used to convict of per;urg
the person who made the affidavit. The cases were identical, an
it is for that reason that no witness who was sworn here before
this notary public could be convicted, if he had sworn to a false-
hood, in any court, that we object to permitting a man who was
not an officer to administer the oath,

Mr. BRUMM. Nobody denies that proposition. The only

‘We say he had not, and I pro-

prgﬁ.oaition is, had he jurisdiction here?
; I say the law of Alabama under which these

BARTLETT of Georgi
pose to show it.
notaries public are appointed is that their jurisdiction to swear

i is confined to the county in which they are appointed,
and the supreme court of Alabama, in 102 Alabama Reports, has
so decided. The Supreme Court of the United States, in the cases
which I have cited, have also decided that.

Mr. BRUMM. BSuppose the statute had designated a private
person? Does the gentlemen still contend that that private per-
son would be limited by anything except the limits of the Con-
gressional district for which the national statute provided he
. BARTL gfmﬁoorgaﬁmma: T geotlimians hat

A e gentleman is supposing t
the Congress of the United States would do a thing so toohg;ah as
to appoint a man to swear the witnesses who had no authority to
%ﬁh:iniater :‘n o%thi)y The only wayin which gentlentlleh!.lo can npholt’lr.

pro on is by pu an extreme supposi us case.
do nottm Congress would ever say that a man who was not
clothed with any aunthority to administer oaths could administer
an oath. Sucha Toposit,ion would be ridiculous, and if it is not
unparliamentary I will say to my friend that his question is

a
Mr. LACEY. Right in that connection, this contestant havin,
followed the decisions of the court in which his case is to be tri
in his selection of an officer, the question is whether his evidence
should now be thrown out. That is the point I want to hear you
upon, in connection with this decision to which youn have referred.
. BARTLETT of Georgia. Why, sir, I do not know whether
they knew about that or not. I think they found out about it
after they came up here. Be that as it may, the point was made
to the first witness that was offered that this officer was a notary
public for Shelby County, and that he had no authority to take
evidence in DallasCounty. Thatobjection wasmade tothe swear-
ing of :.he varymﬁrst mﬁlm ItTlge 1uited States attgtut% does ﬂt;g;.
a nt any no public. simply gnizes the officer
tﬁggtate appoints as an officer to agminjster oaths. Suppose the
notary public did not have authority to administer oaths in Ala-
bama, could he administer an oath in a Congressional election

case? Why, certainly not.
But I can not detain the House, to refer members to these
decisions in 107, 131, and 188 United States

Supreme Court Re-
ports. They are cited in the report of the minority.

Now, Mr. Speaker, that being so, believing that this evidence,
was not worth the on which it was written, believing that
under the law of bama, as lawyers there understood it, and as
the contestee understood it, as the supreme court of that State had
declared it, that this evidence was just as if it had been taken
before a private person—no other evidence was offered except
the evidence of the contestant—we felt it to be our duty to dis-
card thatevidence. The contestee, believing and feeling convinced
that that evidence was not proper evidence, but simply the state-
ment of private before another private person, offered no
evidence, and doubtless followed the opinion of his counsel and
the decision of his supreme court in concluding that it was not
necessary to offer evidence when no legal evidence had been sub-
mitted by the contestant.

But we can not decide this case on the neglect of contestee to
take testimony. The case of Folletf vs. Delano, reported in 1 Bart-
lett, decides although the contestee maﬁby silence or acqui-
escence do that which may estop him, the House will not apply
the rule of estoppel when the interests of the people of the district
are involved. is House decided unanimously that back of the
contestee and back of the contestant are the rights of the people
of the district to have the question settled, not by the conduct
simply of the contestant or the contestee, but by the evidence, and
this House is trying the right of the people to have the right man
acnzd the man of tgen' selection represent them in the Halls of

ngress.
3 h'ldtel:f case just referred to the committee reported and the House
ecided:

No confession of the sitting member, however it
ally, can place the contestant in the seat, unless he
majority, nor deprive that majority of its

The House should require proof that the sitting member has not
and that the contestant has a majority of le votes before un-
seating the one or admitting the other, however the sitting mem-
be& msytlﬁ::e seen fit t?: go?gugt I:;s gwﬂ:}:tj;tﬁae in a contest.

ow, being so, it is the duty o ouse so to speak, if it
can do so, to undertake to arrive at the truth in this case and the
right of men to occupy seats upon this floor independentof the par-
ties to the contest. I ap to this House to take this rule
laid down, as I say, in the Follett and Delano case, and deter-
mine it in order that the people of the Fourth Congressional dis-
trict of Alabama may be entitled fo its Representative as they

voted.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I beg the on of the House for undertak-
ing as I have,in the earnest and imperfect way that I must neces-
sarily have done, to present this report of the minority., The mi-
nority have endeavored to find the truth. We have not counted
a vote that ought not to be counted. They have, however, set
their faces firmly against an effort to disfranchise the voters in
these precincts, and say that, as they have not been successfully
attacked, they ought to be counted. I appeal tothis House agzin,
and at last, before it shall determine to throw out the white Demo-
cratic vote of Dallas County, with its 8,000 white Democratic votes,
that they will weigh well this evidence before they give this seat
e Sovatar e bivs boet cikrged with: allsoktaice i

5 , we have been ¢ wi 80 wrongs in
Alabama. It is said that frauds and outrages have been com-
mitted. In some cases thatis true, but in my judgment that time
has exoest in sporadic cases. You find them in the North
and South. Old things have away, and whatever may have
been the wrongs that have n committed, if any were com-
mitted, in elections, my judgment is they are a thing of the past.
However perfectly you may make the law, however strongly yon
may denounce fraud, you will never be able, North or East,
‘West or South, to have absolute freedom from some wrong in
elections. The old order of things has away, and I never .
have nor do I expect to stand upon the floor of an({ legislative
body or upon the stump or anywhere else and uphold fraudulent
votes in an election, but with that conviction and a stern deter-
mination and unalterable purpose to find out the truth in this case
from the record I have pursued that course, and I stand here to
close this opening on the part of the minority, and tell youn that
this record discloses the fact that the man who is returned is en-
titled to the seat npon the votes that actnally were cast.

Further, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, if you are to adopt the
majority report and turn the contestee from the Halls of this
House, you will but add another vote to that already overwhelm-
ing majority, but you add to the partisan record another wrong
in turning out & man who was elected and in placing in his seat
a man who counld not show the honest votes that elected him.
[Loud applause on the Democratic side.] ;

Mr. D. L E iiﬁld forty minutes to the gentleman from
North Carolina [Mr. LINNEY]. .
Mr. LINNEY Mr. Speaker, it has been said that this Congress
is to be a do-nothing Congress. My humble judgment is, that if
this House shall investigate carefully and determine correctly and
accurately the numerous contested-election cases before it, it will -

t bind him person-
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have performed a duty to the counfry of greater importance than
the settlement of any question that has ever claimed the attention
of atdaliberative legislative body in this Republic for the last half
century.

Everything, Mr. Speaker, pales into ntter insignificance in com-
parison with the purity of the ballot box. There is, sir, a very
close resemblance between the highest crime known to criminal
law and this crime of placing impure hands upon the ballot box.

Justice Blackstone tells us, in treating of the crime of high trea-
son, that the distinction between petty treason and high treason is
this: ** When a wife, for instance, or any to certain domestic
relations, commits a crime inst her lord the husband, that is
petty treason, becauseit involvesfreachery; but,” saystheauthor,
‘“when disloyalty raises its crest and strikes at the law itself, or
at majesty itself, then it is designated high treason, by way of
distinction. Therefore,” says this author, * whoever compasses
the death of the king in possession of the throne is visited with
the death penalty, and the blood of the culprit is so tainted that
it loses its quality of inheritance.”

Why is it, Mr. Speaker? It is becansethe king, in possession of
the throne, was the sole representative of sovereignty, the sole rep-
resentative of power. Not =o in a Republic, Mr. 5 er. Here
we have no sole representative of power. The ot box is the
instrumentality through which the sovereign power is exercised.
‘When President Garfield fell at the hands of the assassin no blood
was tainted on the part of the culprit. The blood of Guiteaun did
not lose its inheritable quahgm y? Because even the Presi-
dent of the United States in Republic was not the sole repre-
sentative of power, and the culprit, the felon, was onl ty of
murder, and forfeited his life. Every assault upon the ballot box,
therefore, is closely akin to high treason. If is, in my humble
opinion, the red-eyed daughter of high treason, because it is an
assault upon the life of the Republic.

Mr. Speaker, this country has been warned by the best thought
in it on two different occasions against the disposition in certain
sections of the Republic, or the disposition generally, to lay cor-
rupt hands upon the ballot box, and these warnings, coming
from two great leaders of the two great parties of the country,
to wit, President Harrison on the one hand and Henry Watter-
son on the other, ought to teach this American Con that the
ballot box should be deemed as sacred as the Ark of the Covenant,
and that the hand that touches it profanely should wither and
perish as certainly as the hand of Uzza withered and fell by the
edict of the Almighty when it touched the ark when the oxen
stumbled. [Apglause.] President Harrison, in his message of
December 6, 1892, propounded the following interrogatory to the
American Congress:

the high plane of ot-
e T e CarE Taothre Lhas SHall whcuice tha: Fight o UL S quatt
fled by law to cast a free ballot and give to every such ballot an equal vote
in choosing our public officers and in directing the policy of the Government?

No less patriotic were the ntterances of Henry Watterson at
the World’s Fair at Chicago. Standing, ashe did, before the great-
est assemblage of people that ever gave an American orator audi-
ence, that representative of democratic thought in this country
raised him to the highest point of unse patriotism and
there proclaimed to the representatives of the various nationali-
ties of the world the only infirmity that threatened the peace, the
stability, and the integrity of the ublic. Said the great orator
on that memorable occasion:

Slavery has perished amid the war flames, and the mirage of the Confed-
has vanished, never again to return. But there is one crime, there is
one infirmity, in our system which threatens the peace and integrity of the

isa form of corruption touching the purit;

Mﬁ%ﬂt mimﬂmrﬁtﬁmw already premapg the dmgersline.p 2

%‘hjts ]}s given fromthme]:norjg h:;t;t hnt;mg the apeephtehie_tore me. 8

ut he expressed the hope with expanding intelligence an

guickened patriotism that peculiar and most dangerous form of
ﬁprmpt:‘fn would be p below the danger line and the Repub-

C save

Mr. Speaker, when these great leaders of the best thought of the
Republic, President Harrison being a splendid regesentaﬁve of
the Republican idea and Henry Watterson a splendid representa-
tive of the Democratic idea—I say when those two t repre-
sentative men thus promulgated this lofty sentiment of patriotism,
little did they think that right here in these United States, in the
State of Alabama, in ten ** beats,” there would be 8,177 fraudulent
votes cast in one election. t&AEJthaa;] This is a &:m of experi-
ence hitherto unknown in the history of the Republic. From the
time that the o ized American patriots at the close of the Revo-
lution ceased belching forth the missiles that destroyed the enemy
down to the present time our history has not presented anything
at all like it. 1 said, Mr. Speaker, that there were 3,177 fraudu-
lent votes cast in ten beats. Three thousand Krupp guns were
those, manned and turned against the nation’s life; three thou-
sand efforts to commit treason, or to commit a crime that is closely
akin foit. And the evidence in this case not only discloses that
fact, but the admissions of the minority of the committee disclose

1of the world, we have to admit, an

it and make it a fact established by the admission of every single
member of the committee, and, if not established in that way,
proven to a mathematical certainty by mere caleulation.

Now, let ussee if 1 can not show this. On page 7 of the report
of the minority I find this most remarkable statement:

We come now toconsider the vote in Dallas County. We are convineed that
inthe precincts of Summerfield, Martins, Lexingt River, Union, Elm Bluff,
Carlowville, Boykins, Mitchells, and Selma or Uity beat the official returns
are unreliable, and therefore agree with the majority of the committee that
the result in these beats must ba arrived at from the evidence.

Why arrived at from the evidence? Why these official returns
unreliable? Because they had been assailed by the proof offered
by the contestant in this case, unanswered by the contestee, npon
allegations straight, clear, and to the point, of fraundulent prac-
tices and frandulent methods in the election in those 10 beats, and
the minority of the committee, after careful investigation, making
their report, represented by the learned gentleman from Georgia
[Mr. BARTLETT| and the distinguished gentleman from Arkansas

Mr. Drxsxonﬂg:han whom there are not two greater or purer or

tter men in this House, were forced by the weight of the testi-

mony to pen this remarkable piece of evidence admitting fraud to
the extent of three thousand and some odd votes.

How do I reach that conclusion? By taking the number that
you found that he actually got—five hundred and some odd
votes—from the majority returned by the election officers, and it
leaves three thousand and some odd votes, thereby establishing to
a mathematical certainty that in 10 beats in Dallas County there
were frandulent votes to the number of over 3,000.

‘What, then, is the result? Here are three reports. No,1 says
that there are 3,000 frandulent votes; No. 2 says there are some-
thing over 2,000; No.3, 4,000. So the question to be determined
is merely the quantum of fraud. The three reports, taken in their
regular order, only establish the degrees of ud—fraud, more
fraud, most fraud.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Iknow that the gentleman from
North Carolina does not wish to misrepresent the views of the
minority of the committee; and he will allow me to deny that we
have contended or conceded that there were 4,000 fraundulent
votes.

Mr. LINNEY. Three thousand, I said.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 1 understood the gentleman to

aai[:,o{){).
. LINNEY. Oh, no; my friend did not hear me aright.

Mr. DINSMORE. Allow me to make this suggestion. I am
sure my friend from North Carolina does not want to misrepre-
sent the minority of the committee.

Mr. LINNEY. Certainly not, my friend.

Mr. DINSMORE. The report of the minority does not admit

that there were 3,000 frandulent votes. It admits that the returns -

from the precincts named must be thrown ouf because they were
unreliable; but if the gentleman wounld read further from our
report he would find we have stated that while we only claim seven
hundred and seventy-odd votes as cast for the contestee in the City
beat, there were many more votes cast for him, but we could not
ase in how many. We never made any admission anywhere as
to the number of fraudulent votes, and our report does not show
that any number of votes were admitted to have been frandulent.
‘Weadmit, however, that the returns were unreliable, and therefore
the contestee had to be deprived of a great number of votes that
were actually cast for him.

Mr. LINNEY. Ithankmy friend forthatstatement. Now,let
me see whether I can not refutethe gentleman by his own figures.
According to the reports of the election officers, the contestee was
elected by a majority of 8,736 votes. Isnotthatso? Now, accord-
ing to the report of the minority, signed by Huan A. DINSMORE,
CHARLES L. BARTLETT, and SMITH S. TURNER, the contestee is
elected by 559 majority. Now, subtracting 559 from 3,736—the
number reported by the election officers—and itleaves 8,177 fraudu-
lent votes—more than Isaid. [Laughter andapplause.] Iwasin
error, Mr. Speaker; buf the error was against myself, Ido not
say that you gentlemen of the minority come in and say, “We
admit that much fraud,” but you adopt certain figures. And, my
friends, figures never lie when in the hands of honest gentlemen
like those on this committee; and when the figures establish a
fact, it is established so that there can be no further controversy
about it. Asto moralreasoning, a different view prevails, becanse
in moral reasoning much depends upon the processes of the intel-
lect by which you reach a certain conclusion; but in the employ-
ment of figures you proceed upon mathematical premises, and
when you reach a conclusion it is absolutely certain.

So, sir, we have here this astonishing piece of testimony. I
would to God that I could take my hand and wipe it out, and that
it could never appear in American politics to g nused in foreign

nations, in civilized countries. in Christian lands against this
glorious system of ours—that here where the Bible is read, here
W];.hm the Christian religion is believed in, here where patriotism
is thought to grow deeper and sironger than in any other section

ﬁB:hat ndmjagan, too, comes
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from the greatest men of the North or the South—such men as
my friend from Arkansas [Mr, DiNsMORE] and my friend from
Georgia EMr. BARTLETT]—that there are over 3,000 fraudulent
votes in 10 beats in 1 county! [Applause.] Why, sir, the like
of that can not be found on earth or in the heavens or on the
north side of the east corner of hell. [Laughter.] I do not be-
lieve any such thing ever before happened or was known to Presi-
dent Harrison or Henry Watterson when they sounded the note
of warning to the American people. .

Yet it is argued here by my friend the gentleman from Georgia
thatwe areputin anawkward position—as awkward as the position
of the man who tried to prove that a rabbit climbed because he
must. He must prove if, says the gentleman. By similar reason-
ing the gentleman descends a muddy slope and drifts along with
8,000 fraudulent votes. There is no escape from the statement
that he has taken that position. I say this without meaning any
disrespect to anybody. !

There is one matter which, although not exactly in mIv line of
argument, I must refer to before it escapes my mind. 1 believe
upon reflection that the majority of this committee did not do ex-
actly right; they have not found enough frandulent votes. If we
had stuck rigidly to the law and to what I believe to be justicein
this matter we would have thrown out Pences township. Why,
gir, here is the oath which the officers in that township took. 1
want gentlemen to listen to it:

You do solemnly swear that you will hold this election according to law to
the best of your knowledge, so help us over the fence.
aughter.] )
hat is there; you can see it for yourself. I wish every mem-
ber of this House before he gives his vote on this question would
take a look at it. If he can not see it he ought to have a :
strong pair of glasses, because the most of men would be almost
unwilling to believe it. *“So help us over the fence! ” [Laughter
and apglaus‘lgﬂE What doesit mean? Will you gentlemen tell me?

Mr. BAR TT of Georgia. Will the gentleman allow a fur-
ther interruption?

Mr, LINNEY. Why, certainly.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Did not every member of the
committee, including yourself, say that these votes ought to be
counted, because the witnesses that you put upon the stand testi-
fied that the votes returned by them were actually cast and that
they were connted as cast?

.LINNEY. Why, certainly; I admit that we counted them.
I have just said so, and I have just said, too, that on reflection we
ought not to have done so. e gave you a great deal more than
you are entitled to.

Mr, BARTLETT of Georgia. Well, will the gentleman allow
another question?

Mr. Lﬁ'TNEY. Well, I did not interrupt you, I believe.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not wish, of course, to inter-
rupt the gentleman without his consent, but I will not do so again.

fir. LINNEY, I will hear the gentleman.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Does not the gentleman, who is
a lawyer, know that it is a rule of law that, whether the election
officers are sworn or not sworn, and it does not matter what sort
of oath is administered to them, if they honestly conduct the elec-
tion, the votes honestly cast can and ought to be counted?

Mr. LINNEY. Well, I see you do not know all the law.
[Laughter.] 3 ;

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Well, that may be, but I will
never learn an{rthjng from you, anyhow. [Laughter.

Mr. LINNEY. No, sir; I am satisfied that yon will not. You
will never learn from anybody. &Gren,t laughter and applause.]

I do not know whether the gentleman has overlooked that por-
tion of the report or not. I do not know whether he has looked
into the case very thoroughlyin one regard, but it is clearlyenun-
ciated in Twyne's case, which has no doubt been guoted before
you as a judge—the case is reported in Smith’s 'm{ Cases—a
case that has been followed and respected and uniformly held to
be law, and good law, by the leading judges of the land; a case
which dealt with a question of fraud, the very matter of thiscase.
It was held in that case that unusual covenants or statements
of the deed may become.a badge of fraud, as in Twyne's case,
where the deed recited that it was made for *‘ good consideration
and is without taint of fraud.” The courts held that that lan-

was such an unusunal declaration on the face of the paper
b that it was a badge of fraud and shifted the laboring oar on
the party holding the deed to show that it was not tainted with
fraud. Now, that very same principle applies to this case, and if
the judge had read that case 1 have no doubt he would just at that
point have suggested that Pence precinct ought to be thrown out.

Now, if the officer of election did not take the customary oath,
I do not claim that that vitiates the box. I do not say that it
does. But, Mr. 5 er, it does have something to do with the
maftter in handt'h e have all eoléxcluded that these t"hvctt:efs ahoulld
stand i e contestant. Now, recognizin e principle
established in Twyne's case, the recitals in the oa ares}i)adgeot

frand. What but frand was in the mind of these gentlemen
when they added the words *“ so help us over the fence” to that
oath? [Launghter.] Will some gentleman explain it on any other
theory? It can not be explained. It never will be exp{ained.
It stands as a mark of villainy on that ]ﬁper for all time to come,
But we respected as mean a paper as that, trying to su]irport the
view of the contestee in the case and trying to keep in harmony
with the distingnished gentleman from Georgia and his associates
who filed the minority report in the case. BStill, the majority of
the committee did not give to that particular fact the force to
which I believeit tobe entitled. Besides, there were other infirm-
ities in that precinct, if you will allow me.

But that is not all. hy, Mr. Speaker, if I were to wade
through this case in all of its filth, I would want a pair of rubber
boots to come up to my shoulders. [Laughter.] Let us see what
such an authority as Paine, in reference to elections, says—I read
section 499:

Honest voters may lose their votes thmul{;htha criminal misconduct of dis-
honest officers of election. While it is well settled that the mere neglect to
comply with directory rec%uirements of law, or the performance of duty ina
mistaken manner, without bad faith or injurious results, will not justify the
rejection of the entire poll, it is equally well settled that when the proceed-
ings are so tarnished with fraudulent. negligent, or improper conduc: on the
part of the officera that the result of the election is rendered unreliable, the
entire returns will be rejected, and the parties left to make such proof as
they may of the votes legally cast for them.

That is the A B C of the election law, recognized by every intel-
ligent man who has ever investigated an election case, a.n(i' yet in
every one of the 10 precincts in question—jyes, all of the Dallas pre-
cincts that were assailed for irregularities of a gross character,
such as voting dead negroes and dead white men, voting a hun-
dred or a thousand where only 40, 20, or 30 had voted or gone to
the polls, or something of that character—the contestee stood
there like an ass in a hailstorm and never opened his mouth
[laughter and applause]—never offered any evidence to protect
even the election officers from these charges of frand.

Yes, Mr. S er, these people of Alabama who had stood up
there through storm after storm, honestly believing that corrupt
hands had been placed upon the ballot box, the men who in many
instances have been ostracised because of their E.?litical opinion,
the men who, if any people in this country, are to be looked upon
as heroes, possessing the grit of which mart are made—I sa
that when these men rose up finally in their might and hurlag
thunderbolt after thunderbolt against these people, sledge-ham-
mer blow after sledge-hammer blow inst them, they stood
there in perfect silence and never opened their mouths, but they
come before this Hounse relying upon technical objections such as
no lawyer that had had a license for two days ought to think of
insisting npon. ELaughter.]

Why, my friend has raised the point in his report, and it is the
first objection made, that the notice of contest was defective, that
it was not stated with sufficient accuracy, with sufficient techni-
cal certainty. They wanted more certainty than isrequired in the
pleadings in any court. They wanted more certainty than has
ever been known in any tribunal that I ever heard of. They say
the notice will not do, when it is a straight-ont allegation of ras-
cality and fraud at that election, and when it gives notice of what
they were going to do. The second technical objection is that
the notary public before whom the testimony was taken had no
authority. Why, it must be clear, as my friend from Ohio [Mr.
NorTHWAY] put it, that when the Federal Government, when
the Congress of the United States, having charge of these Federal
elections, confers upon any person, no matter who, the right to
take depositions, that he exercises that right, not by virtue of a
Stt:ttet‘laa.w, but by virtue of the power given him by the Federal
statute.

Suppose, as my friend sug}z.lgasted. the statute had said that any
justice of the peace should have this power. Does anybody deny
it? Suppose it had said any minister of the gospel should have
this power. Does anybody deny it? In my gotate it is the law,
and 1 believe I can safely say it is the law in the State in question
here that in taking depositions all you have to dois to put in your
notice the name of the party before whom the deposition is to
be taken, and it does not matter who he is; if your State statute
authorizes it, he is properly authorized to take the depositions,
So here the Federal jurisdiction over Federal officers is absolute
and complete; and when they designate the person before whom
the deposition is to be taken, or the agency before whom the depo-
sition is to be taken, I do not care what it is,that agency exercises
the power conferred, not by reason of the existence of the State
statute, but by reason of the Federal statute creating the agency
and designating it. And yet my friend ridicules the idea and says
it will not stand the test of reason, as I understand it, or the ap-
plication to it of numerous decisions; but I believe I am safe in
saying that not one of the cases cited by the gentleman was a case
where the Federal® Government had exercised its power or con-
ferred any such aunthority.

. Now, gentlemen, a deal has been said here about the tes-
timony. Ihave not time to run over it all, but there are some
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things which I want to bring out. There are some things abont
this matter that a man will not believe unless he is forced to do
it. There is hardly a man in this House who would have be-
lieved, if it had not been sworn to, that any such oath as that was
ever admmlstered in any Christian country in holding an election,
and yet it is here.

Let me call your attention to another thm%v It has been alleged
that dead negroes voted in this election. ell, gentlemen, that
is hard for us to believe. W hen President Harrison propounded
that interrogatory to the Congress of the United States, and when

enry Watterson Eromnlgated the patriotic sentiment that he did
a.t Chicago, when he was addressing foreign representatives of the
world, many good men thought at that time that that was an
unnec sounding of the note of alarm.

Weshould have heard it just as we hear this, as we hear the ring-
ing of thefire bell at night. I refer tothmplacingmthe ballot box
of three thousand and more frandulent votes, and in addition to
that, in many instances, hglena-hke , Tobbing theg‘ra.ve, making the
tombs perform the dastardly office of an Epea.ranc;e at the W]ﬁoolls,
to be counted as one Democratic vote. aughter.] I not
try to read all this testimony, for it would take me too long, but
I will read some of it. I do not want to disturb the slumbers of
an body, but if my friend from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] can sleep

1 to-night after that, he is Eeoof agamst all sorts of devilment
i.u this world. [Laughter.] t me turn to page 17. I want to
show you just a little of thls Here is a witness by the name of
Mat Givhan. Listen to his test‘xmony

g‘ Do you know Allen Do Bose
I used toknow him. He used to live in Bummerfield precinct. He is

Q How long has he been dead?
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iy thtgumwiioving there by the f Silas Molett?
other man name of ole
Nt.th.&tIL: i

Molett mﬂ Allen Du Bose both colored men?

know BIll Martin?

: 1 know one Bill Martin.

live in Summerfleld?

e used to live in Summerfield.
11 Ha.rﬁn a colored man?

w long since he left there?

. One year ago.

Q. Is there any other Bill Martm living in that precinet, or living there on
th; ﬂt.llql dn.y of November last:

But the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] answers that
l‘%mymg there was a man named Dollar Bill in his town once,
t has that got to do with the matter?
2‘ Do ygit; know Frank Norwood?

g Is he a white or colored man?

2 Does he ]ivn in Summerfield precinct?
e there. He lives in Birmingham now.
g- How long ha.s 'he been in Birmingham?
has bezen there one year, sir.
W]mt does he do there, do you know?
He waits on Dr. Jackson.
3}: Is there a colored man or white man by the name of Frank Norwood now
l‘ge m Summerfield precinect, or was living there on the 6th day of Novem-
ry

A, No. gir; not that I know of.
2- oyou k:now William W, Callen?
E.Yeuv;. 3 I used to know him. He is dead.

How long has he been dead?
Beben or eight months.
They put it down ‘“seben,” just as the poor negro stated it.
2. ‘Was he a colored man?
g He &Ied before the last November election?
Q- Do you lmow any other man by the name of William W, Cs.l.len living in
our recinct now or at. the time of the last November electi

ot that I know of.
. Do yot_: know Robert Boyd?

Yes
. Does ]m live in Summerfield precinct?
No, sir; he used to live there.
Q Ig ‘!:lla nri:alored. or white man?
olored man
2 Es.s he living there on the 8th day of last November?
ol
Now, take age 65. Indulge me; this is right interesting read-
ing to me; I do not know how it is to you. [Great langhter.]

. Does J. H. Burns live in River beat?
No. sir; I do not know of any such man.

H &
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Does Joe Green live there?
" He used to live t.hera, but he is dead.
[Laughtar ]
2‘ Was ;1&& colored man?
i How long has he been dead?
About seven years.
[Laughter.]
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That is the young man; and his father, who is also named Joe Green, has
been dead about ten years. They were both colored men.
That is the case of ** Dollar Bill”; but he got both Greens in
this case. So he could not lose by it.
E Do you know Prince Hatcher?
Yes, sir; he is a colored man and lives about 1 mile from me.
2 Did he vote on the 6th day of November last?
I do not know positively, but I heard him say he did not register, and
that he did not intend to vote.
Dgl you know Robert Huckabee?

know
2_ What has become of him?
He is dead.
[Laughter.]
i How long has he been dead?
I think he died about the 1st of last September,
? Do you know Starke Hunter?
know him.
g How long ago?
It has been about twelve years ago, I think.
g Has he moved out of the country.
. He was moved to the cemetery?
[Great laughter.]
. How long is it since he took up his abode in that place?
I think it has been about twelve years.
g’;aughter 3
ell, now, he must have been a faithful Democrat, because he
stuck to the party not only as long as he lived, but voted for the
party twelve years after he died. [Great laughter ] I take it
that he is not a Jeffersonian Democrat, but an “ Organized Demo-
crat.” [Renewed langhter.]
. Do you knoggﬂaa Jackson?
. Well, what is the matter with him?
. He was moved to the cemetery four years ago.
[La.ughter.]
g Do youknow a man liv-l in River 11‘;5'1'6«:111:':!: by the name of %:éus Riggs?

I used t-o]mowsmmh g there by that name, but he is
[Laughter.]
He was a colored man and died last year, in January, I think, in the anrhr
part of the year.

2 Do you know James Wilkins, in that precinct?
Yes, sir; there used to live a man there by that name.
2 ‘What became of him?
. The last time that I saw him he was swinging to a limb of a tree.
[Great laughter.]
He was lynched. That was some time in 1803.

Yet we find him set down as an * Organized Democrat” at the
last election Etaughter ], and I haveno doubt he voted for my good
friend over there, Major Robbins. Now, I do not intend to say
anything against Mr., Robbins, because I do not make war on
men, but I war on vicious methods. It is the duty of Congress to
war upon vicious methods such as this and to wither the hand
that pulls down the ballot box, to wither it with death just as
Grod, in his wrath, withered the hand that touched the Ark of the
Covenant without authority. [Applause.]

g Did you look over that poll list to-night and examine it?
Thn.l..' 15 a certified poll list from River precinct, is it not?

. Yes,
Q. Stnte whether or not you noticed a gregl.t many names on there of eol-
id not vote at River precinct on the 6th day of

ored men whom you know
November, 1894,

A. Idid; many others besides those I have mentioned.

‘Well, good gracious, you see how I have spotted the book in
t[l:,]!;lmg to pick out those that are dead, and there are a great many
others

Now, Mr. Speaker, according to Mr. Paine, according to com-
mon reason, and according to the dictates of every enlightened
conscience in this body, when the returns are so tainted with
irregularities or with crimes that it is impossible to separate the
good from the vicious, what else is there left to do except, in the
lan, s.f'e of Mr. Paine, to disregard the election returns alto-
gether. They have been assailed successfully. Their integrity
has been assailed. Theﬂ have presented no evidence in this case
to overturn this, and then what is left? Why, nothing at all is
left except that you shall count the voters shown to have voted,
and how they voted, by competent evidence. But here in this
case, Mr. Speaker, there is no -evidence, only these election frauds,
It is ‘shown that it was done in the way I have suggested, render-
ing, in my opinion, utterly invalid the returns, assailing the integ-
rity of the returns, and destroying their force. Then, the contestee
in this case remained perfectly silent, and offered no evidence, but
relied on the presumption that errht arise, to wit, that these re-
turns make out a prima facie case, and that he would ask the
House, on the election returns, to determine this case, and not to
touch this work which they suppose they had made perfect. I
submit that, with all the evidence of fraud, it is impossible for
this H&uﬁe to respect these returns and determine this case safely
upon them

ow, let me call attention to another circumstance tending to
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show fraud at these beats in Dallas County, for, mark you, that
is the only place where the election is assailed. In all the other
counties, white counties, strange to say, the ublicans carried
the election by some 1,652 votes. Those 5 white counties, pos-
sessing a population of 111,000, gave Mr. Aldrich a majority of
1,662, but when you come to the negro county, where there are

40,000 people altogether, and only 2,500 white men, you find
that that county gives Robbins more votes than he got in all the
other 5 counties. [Laulfhter.]

Here the hammer fe %

. PEARSON, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the time of my colleague be extended.

Mr. DANIELS. e shall have no objection to having the 5en—
tleman’s time extended, Mr. Speaker, provided the extension does
not trench upon the time assigned to other gentlemen.

By unanimous consent, the time on each side was extended thirty
minutes.

Mr, LINNEY, Mr. Speaker, another circumstance that I want
to call attention to is this, but first I will read a brief extract
from a North Carolina decision. I love to read North Carolina
decisions, because every man has an idea, of course, that the State
from which he comes possesses peculiar merit, especially in the
legal department, and I think I can claim that for North Carolina,
becaunse it is the State of Settle and Pearson—Pearson, C. J.,
being to North Carolina what Jere Black was to the State in which
he lived, the dest State in the Union in m::g respects, espe-
cially in the department of legal learning. Ir now from this
decision in the case of Boyer vs. Teagne. (106 N. C. Reports.)

‘Where it does not a r from direct t&stimar;g{w what candidate a voter
voted, circumstantial evidence tending to estab the fact is admissible.

The fact that a certain person engaged in handing out tickets
candidate, and for no other person. and that he gave tickets to one W.and
“yoted him," is admissible in evidence and tends to show for whom W. voted.

It is ununecessary for me to read further. I refer to this decision
only to show that in contested election cases circumstantial evi-
dence is as much in order and has as much force and effect as in
any other kind of case.

].%ow,bearing that decision in mind, I want to direct your atten-
tion to a circumstance arising out of these re; out of the
evidence in this case, which tends, in my opinion, to strengthen
the contention of the majority report. Take the other townships
inthecounty wherethe Republicans had representatives—for, mark

ou, it is a peculiar device of 1nen who want to steal votes in the
uth,and in the North, too, I take it, either to give the party that
they want to cheat no representation, or to take care that the repre-
gentation they have be so infirm and of such insufficient in-
telligence as to be unable to perform the duties of the occasion.
Take these townships that are not contested—I will ask the gentle-
man from New York how many of them there are?

Mr. DANIELS. There are 28 in all.

Mr. DINSMORE. And 13 not contested.

Mr. LINNEY. Take those 13 townships not contested in Dal-
las County; they give the Democratic candidate 221 votes, about
16 votes to a precinct. Why so? Why, because the Republican
leaders requested the Republicans not to go to the polls. Now,
why did they tell them not to go to the polls? hat was the
reason? I have been a candidate for office several times in m
life, but, before God, I declare if there was anything that I al-
ways desired more than another, except the salvation of my own
:;m:liB it was that every man who was willing to vote for me should
go to the polls. [Laughter.] That, I think, has been the feeling
of every man who haa%}een a candidate; but here, for one time in
the history of the world—only one time, I believe—the represent-
ative of the Republican party in that district, or at all events a
man who had a right to be a candidate, Mr. Aldrich, went around
to his supporters and said to them, “Don’t go to the polls.” Why
did he do that? What motive inspired him? There must have
been a motive. Men do not act without a motive. You find
men who do act without a motive in the insane asylum or ready

to go there. t[lllaanghter.] . ) ; )

%'henever ere is intelligent action there is a motive behind
that intelligent action. These men viewed the entire situation
and thz{ decided upon this course. They alleged, and they still
allege, that for years this county, with a Republican majority of
five or six thousand, had been fraudulently made to return a
Democratic majority of four or five thousand. That was their
contention, and in order to establish it they told their su
to keep away from the polls. That command was obeyed with a
ananimi scarczlf seen in the history of political contests else-
where. e result was that where the Republicans had proper
representatives, in these townships not contested, the vote only
averaged about 16 to the precinct, because there were not many
Democrats in those tawnnlgips and the Republicans stayed away;
but when you come to these 10 beats that gave the frandulent
vote, what did they do? It is alleged by the contestant that they
gave his party no representatives at all at those beats.

Here is Mr. Wallace’s testimony, in which he swears that he

for a certain

furnished a list, but they were not appointed. Running over this
list appointed, I find a number of men who can not read—men
who have made their mark. Now, what is the difference between
an i of elections who can not read and a calf? I believe
I would rather risk an electicn upon the calf than upon such a
man. What wonld you think of appointing a blind and deaf man
to such a position? Why, sir, an inspector of elections who can
not read is as blind as a stump and as deaf as a stone so far as the
matters in hands are concerned. That is the character of the men
who were appointed in response to the just and honorable de-
mands of the contestant in this case. He asked for justice. He
made a patriotic ap to the law and under the law to the heart,
the brain, the conscience of those officers, who were bound to ob-
serve the law, but when he asked for bread they gave him a stone;
when he asked for fish, they thrust upon him a slimy serpent.
They gave him as inspectors these men who conld not read and
write. Some of these men swear that there were not as many

votes %van as the polls show. When asked, **Did you not sign
the IEO list?” one of these men would ¥, *“ Yes; I made my
mark to something; I don’t kmow what.” Do you not think, gen-

tlemen, that a calf could have done just as well as a man like
that? The only difference is that the calf has four legs and the
man two; one stands in the image of a brute, and the other in the

imﬁe of his God.

herever there was a fair showing, the result was according
to the claim of the contestant in this case; but wherever agencies
of the sort described were resorted to, the result was what? An
abnormal swelling of the votes—5,000 votes cast in those 10 or 11
contested beats, and 221 in the other noncontested beats where
the contestee had a fair showing.

Something has been said about the negro always voting for the
man who favors him. In this matter gentlemen on the other side
blow both hot and cold. They say that Aldrich is a millionaire.
I do not know that anybody has sworn to this; but it may be that
he is, for I take it that gentlemen who have made this remark
would not do so without knowing something about the facts.
But suppose he is a man of wealth. Why, sir, what is to become
of the boasted intelligence of the Democratic y? The truth
is, gentlemen, that for years the Republicans in the South were
under the ban of social ostracism; it was a hard matter to be a
Republican in the South; but now, thank God, the weight of
social position and excellence is on our side. [Langhter.]

So, sir, this idea that the Democracy of Alabama has been sub-
(lue(f, has been overreached, is something like the pretense thata
mouse has overreached a lion. The thing exists only in the ex-
cited imagination of the friends of the contestee. No, I will not
say the friends of the contestee; for I observe a remarkable con-
servatism on the part of the gentlemen on the other side in many
cases of this kind. Sir, T have seen political fights in North Car-
olina where the political lines were closely drawn. In one case
two days after an election a suit was brought nupon a matter grow-
ing out entirely of the heat of the election contest. The jury was
composed of six Democrats and six Republicans; they were out
four days and each man voted according to the political faith that

was in him; at the end of four days they stood six for the plain-
tiff and six for the defendant. at illustrates what has been
the character of contested-election cases.

But more recently in cases of this kind in this House, be it said
to the glory of this House and the members connected with it, I
have seen a more conservative disposition—a disposition to exam-
ine questions of this kind as any other judicial question would be
examined. For instance, my friends over there admit—a thing
the like of which has never been done before—that the vote in 10
beats of this district was frandulent; and they admit that a great
many-of these votes ought to be thrown out. The vice of their
argument is that after making this admission they assume that
where a number of votes were given without any information as
to whom they were cast for, these votes must be counted for their
side. That reasoning will not do. If the returns show that a
thousand votes were cast, but do not show for whom they were
cast, and there is fraud enough to destroy the returns, then the
whole thing is at an end. So says Mr. Paine in his work on elec-
tions, and so say all the authorities.

In accordance with these authorities the committee thought
that in a case of this kind the real state of the vote, so far as pos-
sible, must be ascertained by such parol evidence as might be ac-
cessible. Of course they need notf go so far as to hunt one grain
of wheat in a stack of straw (using the illustration of a t
author); but when the mass of the vote has heen fraudulently re-
turmed, parol evidence as fo the way particnlar votes were cast
may be admitted. The theory on which the majority of the com-
mittee acted was that wherever in these returns it appeared that
there had been fraudulent practices, such as the voting of dead
men or the voting of many%undreds of ballots when only 84 or
85 persons attended at the polls and voted, we should throw aside
the returns and only take account of such votes as were shownby
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the evidence in chief or broughtout on cross-examination—there
being none for the contestee—to have been actually cast, with the
information for whom those votes were cast,

1 maintain that it is a sound legal principle. It can not be con-
troverted, and never has been successfully denied. There is no
argument worth a cent against it. Then, if it be a sound legal
proposition, our conclusion was on that basis, that applying the
principle of law to the fact here, where a return was made of,
say, 2,000 votes, and the evidence shows no more than 200 or 500,
we set aside that refurn and then examine the testimony to de-
termine how many voted, for whom they voted, and how they
shounld be counted, and if we found 5 votes or 100 votes and
could not find for whom they voted, then we set them aside, and
if we found any number voting and for whom they voted we put
it down as a proper vote to be received and counted. That is a
regular legal proposition on which, at any rate, I, as a member of
the committee, acted; it is asound proposition, and can not be as-
sailed by any painstaking lawyer. It is on that principle exclun-
gively that I made up my count, and I have accepted it as a correct
one.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will take up but very little more time of
the House. I am grateful for the attention given me.

It has probably never happened before in the history of this
country tﬁat such glaring frands have been perpetrated as were
mmted at this election, and it is a high cor%?liment to the

ing statesmanship of Harrison and atterson that
they should have sounded the alarm several years ago on this
matter.

‘What is our duty as the representatives of the t American

e on this floor? It is to stand up for the purity of the ballot

X. [A];glause.} It is our duty to do all that we can to suppress
these peculiar forms of corruption, and the prostitution of the
ballot, which Henry Watterson said had reached the -water
mark years ago. We mustdoit. 'We have promised to do it; we
have pro to do it. Let us keep our word. We can not now
listen to the appeals of sym‘g_athy t come to us in behalf of a
contestee upon this floor. e have a higher duty to perform, and
one that we can not disregard. If we do, we put ourselves in the
same shape that was represented by Lord Macaulay in one of his
treatises some years ago where he spoke of one party in England
representing truth an Fatxioﬁsm and another party representing
fraud. In the course of time they changed faith and stood one of
them in the form of a god, a'pea.kmg like a man, and another like
a serpent, and that in the course of time the tail of the serpent
split in two and made two legs, while the legs of the man twisted
around and made a tail; that arms rose from the body of the ser-
¥ent, making the arms of a man, and the head of the man senf

orth the hissing tones of the serpent. At length the man glided
away a hissing viper, while the serpent stood up the stalwart rep-
resentative of fraud, having taken on the garb of a god.

‘We can not place ourselves in that position. 'We must do our
dnzrto our fellow-citizens and to the country, and stamp out,
under the inspiring words of Harrison and Watterson, the vﬁm iny
that has been perpetrated. We must wither the hands of the
2,000, 8,000, aye, near 5,000 men who in this election put their
impious hands on the Ark of the Covenant. We must destroy
them forever. We must sustain the foundation on which the Re-

ublic rests, and generations to come will rise up and call us
lessed. [Prolonged apglause.]

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, I yield now one hour to my col-
league from Indiana [;Mr. RovYsE]. ) ;

Mr, ROYSE. Mr. Speaker, I see that the hour is growing late,
and I much dish.g:' to be compelled to break my s h in
two, and s therefore, if the members of the Hounse will be some-
El_mt patient, endeavor to close what I have to say on this case

is n.

Allow me to say at the very beginning that this case can not be
settled by crimination or recrimination. After it is all throngh
with and the discussion ended, we must settle which one of these
two men waselected to the seat in this House. Itseems to me that
this case can be compressed info a very small compass, after all.

While it is stated in the report of the minority that there are
two legal questions presented for your consideration, but one of
them has been discussed. Yon will observe by their report that
they say the notice of contest is not sufficient, although in the de-
bate which has followed not a word has been said on that part of
the subject, and therefore I pass it.

The next question raised is simply one of law, a principle with
which you are all no doubt familiar, and it is not necessary that I
should dwell upon it at any great length.

1t is a question whether or not a notary public residing in one
county is anthorized to take depositions outside of the borders of
that county. It has already been stated here that the authority
which the notary has is given him solely and exclusively by the
United States statute. does not derive it from any State law.
It comes to him by virtue of the fact that the statutes of the
United States clothe him with the authority to take this testimony.

The statute provides that the contestant may apply to any one of
the officers designated in that statute. Among these is the notary
public; and all the statute requires is that that officer shall reside
within the Co ional district. It further provides that if
none of these officers designated are found to reside within the
Congressional district, the contestant ma.g apply then to two jus-
tices of the peace. Now, suppose it shonl hap%fn that there was
no notary public living in any of the counties but one, and that
the contestant was going into the other counties for the purpose
of taking his deposition, in which counties no notary %?blic Te-
gided. Eefom whom would he take that deposition? hy, {Bou
might say before a justice of the peace. But you can not say that,
for the statute says that if there is a notary public residing any-
where in the Congressional district the testimony must be taken
before him before you can resort to the two justices of the
Hence it is perfectly evident that what the statute means is simply
that the notary public should be one residing somewhere in the
Congressional éatn e

Buft we pass that now, and I leave it to be discussed by my
friend the chairman of the committee [Mr. DANIELS] when he
closes this debate.

The important inquiry here after all is whether the contestant
has received a majority of the votes in this Congressional district.
It has been shown to you that in five of these counties
he received a ma;o?gav of over 1,600. He comes down to Dallas
County with over 1,600 majority, and the f in the record shows
that Dallas County is the strongest
Congressional district. It appears in the evidence that Dallas
County at one time before this machinery got into operation gave
the Republican ticket usunally from five to six thousand majority;
but as soon as this machinery was in operation that majori
was swept aside, and one witness, who ap to be an ex -
ingly reputable citizen of Dallas County, who is president of the
senate and a Democrat, by the way, says that after that time
the Democrats usually rolled np a majority in that county of
from four to nine thousand. There are only about 10,000 votes in
the entire county. Itisadmitted upon all hands that there are not
more than 2,200 or 2,400 white men living within the borders of
that county; that the balance of the voters are negroes, every one
of whom is a stalwart Republican and is as true to his faith as
the compass is to the north star.

Now, when we come into Dallas County, and the reiurns are
made up, this 1,600 majority that the contestant has is swept
entirely away, and in its Elace is substitnted a majority of 3,7
for the Democratic candidate. And that is not all of it, This
great majority is piled up in abont one-half of that county. It
already appears that there are 28 precinets in that county of Dal-
las. e notice of contest attacks each one of those precinets; but
when the contestant took his evidence, it only applied to 15 of
them. As to these 15 inects, four of the majority of the com-
mittee have concluded to count 2, and two of the majority have
concluded to count only 1 as it was returned.

Now, in the 13 precincts npon which there was no evidence
offered Mr. Robbins received only 221 votes; and yet when the
returns come in from the county, he has in that county of Dallas
5,460 votes. All but 221 of them are received »in 15 precinets of
that county! That is the situation of things. And it furthermore
gg&)ears in evidence here—and that is a significant fact and one

t ought to be borne in mind—these frands upon the ballot box
had continued so long and to such an extent that the Republicans
had utterly despaired of having their votes counted in that county
as they were cast.

‘When they went to the polls and voted their votes were counted
for the Democratic ticket in each instance, and of this the evi-
dence and the record are full. There is not a single whisper any-
where in that evidence which denies it.

In the camp&;g of 1894 an instruction was issued to the Repub-
lican voters of that county to stay away from the polls; to refrain
from voting; for if they did vote their votes would be counted
for the other man. Now, I ask you, what condition of things
is that; and how does it reflect upon the men who have had con-
trol of the election machinery of that county to say that elections
have been conducted in such a manner that over four-fifths of the
county dare not to the ballot box and cast their votes? And

t we are app to upon this floor not to disfranchise some

onest voter down there in Dallas County; to be extremely cau-
:t.g'[ous lest we unseat the man whe now holds that place in this
ouse,

It seems that this sort of instruction coming to the negro voters
of that county was not very acceptable to our ocratic friends,
or at least to those that were managing the election. This man
Co&ﬂhon, of whom I have spoken, who is president of the senate
of bama, makes a statement here which reveals just the tend-
ency of these men and what they were anxious to do. Some
question was put to this man while ¥|a was npon the witness stand,
asking him if he had heard of the fact that the Republicans were
instructed to stay away from the election, and he said he had heard

ican county in the whole
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of it, but he did not believe they did stay away, but that they did
register. Here is what he says:

I have seen such a circular—

Meaning a circular instructing the Republicans to stay away
from the election.

A. I have seen such a circular as is asked about purporting to’ have been
issued by the Republican leaders, advising the negroes to refrain from regis-
tering for the August election of 1804. I have heard the effect of that circular

discussed among Democrats in Selma, and as to whether the negroes would
refrain from registering.

Why were they debating the effect of that circular anyhow?

‘While the registration was in progress I made inquiry of several well-
known Democrats in the country precincts of this county as to whether the
negroes were cbeying the orders of thut circular—

He was anxious to know something about it— -
and I was informed in answer to my questions on that subject that the ne-
groes were registering in the country precincts largely,

Q. Did you not state a moment ago that in hearing that matter discussed
here in Selma the consensus of opinion was that the negroes were not regis-
tering as well as the Democrats would like?

o D B T ot
inquiries of ffrars as to that fact. e "

This shows that there was an anxiety upon their part for fear the
negroes would not register and would not go to the polling place
on election day, because the opportunity for counting their votes
would be swept away from them. But when election day came,
some of the negroes did register and some of them did vote. But
whether they registered or voted or not, notwithstanding all that,
their votes were counted just the same, and in each instance were
counted for the Democratic candidate, ashad been done on former
occasions. Now, then, we may simpl to these precincts which
are in dispute; and remember one thing—that in these 13 pre-
cinets upon which no evidence has been brought and upon which
there is no controversy, where it seems there was an honest vote
and an honestcounting, Aldrich received, the contestant received,
42 votes, 16 per cent of the votes cast in these 13 precincts, If the
same proportion should have voted throughout the entire county,
accorgmg to the vote as returned by these election officers, Al-
drich would have had a vote of 363 in the county of Dallas; "but
when the retnrns came in he had a vote of 72 as counted by these
election officers, and only 72.

Now, then, I have stated to you that of these 15 precincts part
of us have agreed to count 2 of them, but the rest of us have

to count but 1. The minority agree with us as to all of
these with the exception of 2 others. They insist on counting
Orville beat and Oldtown beat.

Mr. DINSMORE. And Woodlawn,

Mr, ROYSE. Excuse me. Woodlawn, Orville, and Oldtown,
which is 8. It will only take me a moment to go through these
precincts. Now, they propose to count Woodlawn. Yetitisin
evidence here by two witnesses, uncontradicted except by one,
that they went to the polling place in the morning, before the
polls were opened; they stayed there until the polls were closed;
counted every single man that went into the polh;;ﬁ place, in-
cluding the election officers, and they only amounted to 14 men
all told. There are two witnesses, uncontradicted except by one,
and my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] this morning

ave you something of the character of that man, Mr, St. John

avell, and he read to you his own statement. When the ques-
tion was put to him if he would swear as to how many votes were
polled that day in that precinct, he says:

I will not swear, for I recognize I am under oath now.

‘What was he doing? Was he not under oath when he made
that return? Why, 1 suspect that he was not under oath, for he
says when that question is put to him:

2: ‘Were you sworn on the day of the election?

I do not know whether I was or not. I can not remember whether I
was or nok. ; ;

Perhaps there was administered to that man just the same sort
of an oath as was administered to the man in the Pences beat,
which was read by the gentleman from North Carolina &'M.r
Linney], that he did not regard it as an oath, and that he did not
regard that he was making this return under oath; but when he
came to be sworn before tﬁat officer, and lifted up his hand before
high Heaven and took an oath that he was to tell the truth and
the whole truth, and knew that perjury was staring him in the
face, that man said:

I recognize now that 1am under oath.

He does not stop there, but he says that he never signed his
name in the same way that it is signed fo these returns in all his
life. When Eresaed upon, and the question is asked if he did sign
the returns, he said he did not know certainly, but thinks he did,
but if he did he never signed it in that way in all his life. Now,
that is the kind of witness that they want to contradict these
other two witnesses with. I want to put the question right
squarely to you. Do you want to take word of that man as
against the other two? Certainly not.

some
made

Now we will come down to Orville precinct. Our friends in.
sist on counting the Orville precinct. There was one witness
that went there in the morning for the purpose of watching the
polls. He counted the number of voters that went into the poll-
ing place. He stayed there until 11 o'clock, and then the election
officers came out of their room in the voting place and drove that
man away with threats of bodily harm; and they drove him
away, too, because of the fact that he was watching there, and
they told him that they did not want him there watching their
proceedings at that election place.

That is one witness. Another witness testifies that he is well
acquainted with the voters of that precinct. He takes the poll
list, looks it over, and picks out the names of 26 men on that list
and says that neither one of them is a legal voter in that precinct.
But the case does not rest there. There are 5men whose names are
upon that poll list of whom it is said that neither one of them voted,
and it turns out that each one of those men has his registration
certificate, and those certificates are g;lt in evidence in this record.
The law of Alabama requires that before any man can receive a
ticket to be voted he must deliver up his registration certificate,
so that the fact that a man still has his registration certificate is
evidence that he has not voted. Now, these 5 men still have
their registration certificates, which agpaa.r in this record, show=
ing clearly that they never voted; and yet we are told that this
precinct ought to be counted as returned. Observe those 5 men
were counted as having voted in that precinet. It seems quite
clear that that precinet must go.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I suggest to the gentleman that
ghrélitlzlhe has just been saying applies to Woodlawn and not to

e.
Mr. ROYSE. Yes; it applies to Woodlawn.

Mr. COX, Theseb men who still had their certificates; for whom
were their votes counted?

Mr. ROYSE. Idonotknow. Ican nottell. Itis utterly im-
possible to tell how any man voted there except so far as the testi-
mony discloses it in a few instances. In three or four instances,
perhaps, in each precinct the record discloses that certain men
voted for Robbins, and in other instances it shows that certain
men voted for Aldrich. Whenever the fact appears in evidence,
the votes are counted just as they are shown to have been cast.

Mr. PAYNE, How many were counted for Aldrich in the
whole counléy?

Mr. ROYSE. Beventy-twovotesonly. Now, the next precinct
that I want to discuss is Oldtown. Our friends think that ought
to be counted. In thatprecinct Mr. Jones, who, by the way, voted
for Robbins, went to the place of holding the election early in the
morning, about 9 o’clock. He stays around there about an hour
and then he votes; then he stays around two or three hours longer,
some of the time not very close to the poll, sometimes 150 yards
away, but always in plain sight of it. He leaves there about 2
o’clock in the afternoon; and up to that time only 8 men had come
to the voting place and voted.

That is his testimony. Then there are 18 persons whose names
appear on the poll list as having voted who swear that they neither
registered nor voted at that election. I kmow it is true, as sug-
gested by my friend from Georgia, that that testimony is not
necessarily conclusive; that because a certain man’s name is on
the ;&oll list and he swears he did not register the evidence of
fraud is not conclusive, because there may Eom‘lbl be somebody
else bearing the same name in the county. admi{ that, but the
law in reference to identity of personsiswell settled. Identity of
name is prima facie evidence of identity of person. In all civil
cases where the question arises the identity of name makes a prima
facie case of identity of person. But in this case the witnesses
have sworn themselves to be men that have lived in the neighbor-
hood for years, and each one of them swears that he is well ac-
quainted throughout the whole precinct and that there is not an-
other man within the limits of the precinct bearing the same name,
Moreover, it was possible for our friends upon the other side to
have shown these statements to be false, for every single voter is
registered and they could have produced the registration list and
shown that these men werein fact registered who swore that they
were not registered. But not a single registration list appears in
evidence in thiscase. Theevidence discloses that application was
made for this list; it shows that the notary public who took the
deposition sent a written notice to the judge of probate demand-
ing the list, but that it was not given to him,

. DOCKERY. Did the contestant demand the registration

list?

Mr. ROYSE. Yes, sir; he demanded it by letter and offered to
pay for it, but he did not get it. I was about to refer to the tes-
timony of one man here who swears that he did not vote. In Ala-
bama they have an election in August. The State election is hel
then. One of these men who testifies that he did not vote at
in the November election was examined. From his testimony it
appears that he was an inspector of election at the August elec-
tion. He was appointed an inspector and he went and held thab
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gfaition. Some questions were asked him in reference to whathe
d at the August election. I read from his examination:

Q. You say that you were one of the inspectors out there in the last August
election?

Yes, sir.
% H‘:‘H. A. Hardy and Mr. Ed. Dudley were the other two?
Yes, sir; and Mr. Browning was also in there.
2: Did you sign the returns—make a mark to it?
Yes, sir; made a cross.
g: Did you count the votes out before yon signed those returns?
No, sir; they did not count them at all.
. What did yon make that crossfor?
I made it use they told me to make it,
2: ‘Who told you to make it?
Mr. Hendrix Hardy.
. How many people voted there that day? "
To my ju ent there were not more than 45 or 50—

That was at the August election. Yet our friends on the other
side want to count at that precinct 278 votes at the November
election—

Three of them were colored voters and the others were white.
i. Yon are a colored man, are you not? Did you vote there in August?
I am a colored man, and voted there in August.
s %ona]u;d not registered, had you?
o, sir.
2: How came you to vote?
Mr. Minter told me that I had registered.

That was the manner of conducting elections down there in the
State of Alabama and right there in the precinct that our iriends
want to keep in this count. :

Now, genﬁemen, there is but one other precinct to which I need
refer—the precinct of Selma. Upon the face of the returns there
is abundant evidence of fraud at thm:ecmct. The city of
Selma, as has been stated this morning, a population of about
7,500, according to the census of 1800. Calculating on that basis,
it conld not have had a greater population than abont 8,000 at the
November election in 1804; and with that é}:pu]sﬁon there would
be only about 1,600 votes in the city of Selma. Yet 2,021 votes
were returned as having been cast in that one precinct—more than
4 votes to the minute. Does any man believe it? Why, sir, it is
laid down as one of the principles by which we are to be guided in
investigations of cases like this that wherever the election officers
who have the authority to divide up precincts crowd too man
voters into one precinct, it is upon tha&caof it evidence of fraud.

And it is ufterly impossible to have an honest election in that
city of Selma. Formerly, as appears in the evidence, that city
was divided into a number of precincts. Those precincts have
been abolished, and that city now is all included in one precinet,
with 1,600 to 1,800 votes in the precinct. There is no process
known to the law by which each honest voter can cast his ballot
on election day in that one precinct.

Butit is not necessary that I should go through all this precinct,
for the evidence of fraud is so strong thatthe committee are unan-
imous in discarding the returns in this precinct. The only ques-
tion with us was as to the number of votes that we should count.
Four of us have concluded that we could count no votes except
what the witnesses had sworn to—3 for Mr. Robbins and 5 for
Mr. Aldrich. Our friends of the minority insist on counting 767
votes for Mr. Robbins. Yet they say they can not tell how many
votes were cast in that precinct, and it is utterliim ossible to tell
for whom they were cast. It is true that if it should appear that
nobody but Robbins men went to the polls on election day we
counld count a certain number of votes for him, for we could dis-
card the fraudulent votes and accept the balance as the vote for
Mr. Robbins. But it must be remembered that 16 per cent of the
vote cast in the precincts where there is no dispute were for Mr,
Aldrich. If we assume the same proportion of votes for Mr, Ald-
rich in this precinet, he would receive somewhere between 100 and
200 votes. Yet the minority of the committee propose to deprive
him of every single vote. ey do not propose to allow him in
this precinct the 16 per cent which he has in the other precincts
where there is no contest—where the election was honest.

1t is further impossible to count the vote here, because these in-
structions did not apply to a number of white voters. The evi-
dence is conclusive that a number of white voters had joined the
Populist party; some others of the white voters had united them-
selves with another faction known as the Jeffersonian Democrats.
These instructions did not apply to those men. Thﬁy registered,
and went to the polls and voted on election day. ow many of
them voted no one can tell, for the returns can not be relied upon,
and no witnesses have sworn that so many men voted for Robbins,
s0 many for Aldrich, and that so many votes were blank. There
was no basis in the world upon which we could count these votes
except by a sort of guesswork.

But one of these men who stood at the court-house and saw the
men enter there on that day saysthat perhaps there were 50 negroes
among thenumber that hesaw. Another man saysthat hecounted
11 negroes who went in there on that day. And the evidence
sghows that the negroes vote the Republican ticket. Oneman who
looked over that poll list said he could pick out on the list 50 names
of negro voters, and all of them Republicans. In that state of the

evidence I ask you how any man can count a single vote in thaf
precinct. The only course for us is to cast the vote aside. Itis
an unsafe principle to guess at votes.

Of course it is of the test importance that every man’s vote
honestly cast, should, if possible, be counted; that no man should
be disfranchised; yet one of the best methods of preserving the
purity of ballot and protecting voters from being disfranchised is
to have some well-settled, sensible rule by which the votes shall
be counted.

Suppose you undertake fo guess this vote. How do you know
but that you are disfranchising the 50 negro voters who voted that
day? Perhaps they voted for the Republican candidate, and then
you guess 50 Democratic voters, thus neutralizing their votes. Is
1t a safe rule to go by? Should you be so anxious to count votes
if the result of your count would disfranchise honest voters? The
only safe rule is to refuse to count any votes where the returns
are unreliable. Compel themen asking for the votes to make sat-
isfactory proof, proof that is reliable, as to what votes were cast
and by whom they were cast. The law is carefully guarded in
its provisions in reference to the counting of votes, and it is our
duty to be equally careful in the consideration of these questions
which arise in this body, because if we adopt the suggestions that
have been made here it may result in the disfranchisement of hon-
est voters. We have no right to do that. The important thin,
is to determine the matter right, and not go astray. We ﬁhouls
not be so anxious, therefore, to count votes, or stand in fear and
trembling because our action may result in the disfranchising of
men who voted for Mr. Robbins. How many men have heen%js-
franchised there who voted the Republican ticket during the last
generation? And these election frauds, Mr. Speaker, have been
carried on there for twenty years—unblushingly carried on. That
being the case, these are the last men in the world to ask that we
be somewhat cautious in the determination of this question.

Now, my friends, to make a comparison here between the votes
of this district at the present time and on a former occasion, and I
will conclnde. There was a contest over aseat for Congress in
1882 in this same district. Dallas County was a part of the dis-
trict at that time, and in the reporf of the committee on that con-
tested election we have a table of the votes of Dallas County by
precincts, or at least a large number of the Erecincta, and I have
made a comparison between the votes cast then and the votes in
this last election. There is no dispute but what that vote was an
honest one. The returning board threw out the votes of those
precincts that were strongly Republican. They were thrown out
on a mere technicality, on the ground that the returns were not
formal; but there was no guestion but that the votes were honest.

Let us see now the result of the comparison. Somerville pre-
cinet in 1894 is returned with a Democratic vote of 160 and a
Republican vote of 2. What was it in 1882, when there was no
dia(fut.e that the vote was honest? Nothing for the Democrats
and 250 for the Republicans. Martins precinet in 1894, 502 Demo-
cratic votes and no Republican votes; 1n 1852it was 1 Democratic
vote and 304 Republican votes. Orville precinct, the one they
want to count 368 for Robbins, in 1894 gives 368 Democratic votes
to 1 Republican, while in 1882, when there was no dispute as to
the accuracy of the returns, it gave 3 for the Democrats and 187
for the Republicans. River precinct, which gives 376 in 1894 for
the Democrats and nothing for the Republicans, in 1882 gave
nothing for the Democrats and 133 for the Republican candidate.
Oldtown precinct, where they want to count 278 for the Demo-
cratic contestee, in 1882 did not give a single Democratic vote, but
gave & Republican candidate 145 votes. nion precinct, in 1894,
293 for the Democrats and nothing for the Republicans; in 1882
it gave nothing for the Democrats and 269 for the Republicans.
Pences precinct, which gives 30 for the Democrats in 1894 and
nothing for the Republicans, in 1832 gave nothing for the Demo-
crats and 150 for the Republicans. Elm Bluff precinct, 123 for
the Democratic candidate in 1894 and 12 for the Republicans, in
1882 gave 5 for the Democrats and 72 for the Republicans. Boy-
kins precinet, 24 for the Democratic candidate in 1804 and 1 for
the Republican, in 1882 gave nothing for the Democratic candi-
date and 93 for the Republican. Mitchells precinct, 386 in 1894
for the Democrats and nothing for the Republicans, gave in 1882—
and there is no dispute, as I have said, but that the election was
honest—nothing for the Democratic and 307 for the Republican

candidate.

Now, my friends, will you call that an honest election that
shows such a wonderful change in these few years? Can any
man, after going through the evidence and looking it over as care-
fully as we have done, say that there was an honest eleaéion in
that district? In fact, my friends, there is such abundant evi-
dence of fraud that our Democratic friends themselves threw out
all but four of the contested precincts, and we owe it to ourselves,
we owe it to the dignity of the House, we owe it to the community
and to the whole country at large, that no man shall occupy a
seat in this House whose title to it is so besmirched with frandy as
in this case. [Applause.]




2758

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

MARCH 12,

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Pending the motion to adjourn, the Speaker submitted the
following of reference: Senate bill No.1469, which was

to the ittee on Claims, was referred to the Com-
mittee on War Claims; Senate bill No. 823, from the Committee
on Invalid Pensions to the Committee on Pensions, and Senate bill
No. 728, from the Committee on Appropriations to the Committee
on Claims,
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED,

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill fg.ozz?)
to authorize the Auditor for the War tment to audit certain

unartermaster’s vouchers alleged to belong to John Finn, of St.
%ouia, Mo.; when the Speaker signed the same.

. The motion of Mr. DANTELS was then a, to; andaccordingly
(at 5 o’clock and 14 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Acting Secre-

of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a letter from N, L.

Jeffries, attorney for the North American Commercial Company,

testing against the destruction of seals as contemplated by

ill No. 3206, recently passed by the House, was taken from the

aker’s table and referred to the Committee on Ways and
eans, and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to
the several Calendars therein named, as follows:

Mr. FISCHER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which
was referred House bill No. 6995, reported in lieu thereof a bill

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions:
The bill (H. R.3755) to increase the pension of Mary C. Thomp-
s0n. ]S[ rt No. 743.)

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions:

T er‘gi]}.} (H.MR}. 6546) granting a pension to Samuel Holliday.

0. T44.

i‘th% bill a({SH. R. 6556) granting a pension to Jacob Brown. (Re-
PO 0. 756,

The bill (H. R. 2042) to increase the pension of Wilbur F.
Cogswell. (Report No. 745.)

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The
bill (H. R. 2941) granting increase of pension to Alfred P. Buss.
(Report No. 746.)

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions:

The bill (H. R. 3389) increasing pension of Albert Buck from
$12 to $30 per month. (Report No. 747.)

The bill (H. R. 2985) granting an increase of pension to Lemuel
J. Essex. (Report No. 748.)

By Mr. 8 GS, from the Committee on Pensions:

The bill (H. R. 3395) granting a pension to Carrie H. Greene.
(Report No. 752.)

The bill (H. R. 4755) for the relief of Elizabeth J. Cook, of Arka-
%elp]r?iag, }Clark County, Ark., widow of Robert T. Cook. (Report

0. 753.

By Mr. BLACK of Georgia, from the Committee on Pensions:
The bill (H. R. 717) granting a pension to Mary Ann Lafferty.
(Report No. 754.)

Bﬁh{r. COFFIN, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill
(H. R.6607) for the relief of Helen Larned. (Report No. 755.)

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions:
The bill (S.144) granting an increase of pension to T. Clarkson
Ingalls. (Report No. 757.) £

PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXIT, bills, resolutions, and memorials
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as
ollows:

H.R.7170) to grant the Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fe Railroad | follo

pany the right to acquire depot grounds at the town of Davis,
Tisho County, Chickasaw Nation, Ind. T., accompanied
a report (No. 738); which said bill and report were referred to the
House Calendar. ]

- Mr. GARDNER, from the Committee on the Post-Office and
Post-Roads, to which was referred the bill of the House (H.R.1)
to reclassify railway postal clerks and prescribe their salaries, re-

the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No.
); which said bill and report were referred to the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Patents, to which was
Peoie k. it e Revinud bloruter reladiiet copytighis: toparial
chapter3, 0 i . i copyrig
the%ame with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 741);
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 285) extending relief to
Indian citizens, and for other purposes, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a reé)ort (No. 749); which said bill
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union. . : i

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R.5914) to amend an
act to authorize the Interoceanic Railway Company to construct
and operate railway, telegraph, and telephone lines through the
Indian Territory, reported the same without amendment, accom-

ied by a report (No. 750); which said bill and were re-
U*en_'ed to the ttee of the Whole House on the state of the
nion.

Mr. SCRANTON, from the Committee on the Territories, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H.R.3826) providing
for the election of a Delegate from the District of Alaska to the
House of Representatives of the United States, reported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 751); which
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union. .

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were
severally rted from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and
referred to Committee of the Whole House, as follows:

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions:
The bill &E} 804) granting a pension to Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Poe.
(Report No. 740.) .

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid
Pensions: The bill
R. Ladd. (Report

H. R. 6468) to increase the pension of Andrew
0. T42.)

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 7168) for the further

by | improvement of the harbor at Ahnapee, Wis.—to the Committee

on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 7169) providi
that all judgments in civil causes in the District of Columbia ahl:ﬁ
bear interest—to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 7171) authorizing and directi
the Secretary of the Navy to donate 4 condemned cannon an
4 pyramids of condemned cannon balls to James T. Shields
Post, No. 45, Grand Army of the Republic, Galesburg, Knox
go-&m;try, 111, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Naval

airs.
By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 7172) donating 4 condemned
cannon and 4 pyramids of cannon balls to the Soldiers’ Monu-
?%nt Association of Allegan, Mich.—to the Committee on Naval
Affairs.

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 7178) to incorpo-
rate the Maritime Canal of North America, and for other pur-
poses—to the Committee on Railways and Canals.

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R.7174) toamend an act entitled
“An act to amend chapter 67, volume 23, of the Statutes at Large
of the United States ”—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. MCLACHLAN: A bill (H. R. 7175) allowing the judge
of any circuit or district court to ap})oint a stenographicreporter,
and fixing the duties and salaries of such reporters—to the Com-
mittee on the Jndécﬁa:g.

By Mr. FAIRC : A bill (H. R. 7208) concerning coins of
the United States, and providing for a currency based thereon—
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures.

By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: A bill (H. R. 7209) author-
izing the Secretary of -the Navy to donate 2 condemned cannon
to Sedgwick Post, No. 7, Grand Army of the Republie, of South
Kingston, R. .—to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Bgir. BROSIUS: A bill (H.R.7210) to amend section 5138 of
the Revised Statutes, to provide for the organization of national
banks in towns of not exceeding 3,000 inhabitants—to the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. HARDY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 138) providing for
the appointment of a commission, under the direction of the Secre-

of War, for the iminary survey, with plans, specifications.

and approximate esfimates of cost thereof, for the eonstruction of
a ship canal, of approved width and depth, from the lower shore
of Lake Michigan to the Wabash River, and for the further in-
vestigation of the practicability of the constructionof such water-
way—to the Committee on ways and Canals.

. By Mr. HERMANN: A joint resolution (H.Res.130) authoriz-
ing the immediate use of a portion of the unexpended balance of
the appropriations heretofore made for construction of canal and
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locks at the Cascades of the Columbia River in construction of
rotection walls necessary to the opening of said canal and locks
Eo navigation—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.
By Mr. CHARLES W.STONE: A concurrentresolution (House
Con. Res. No. 30) tircwu}mg for the printing of additional copies
of the report of the Director of the Mint—to the Committee on

fing.
By Mr. LACEY: Memorial of the general assembly of Iowa, in
favo&‘s of the 5 per cent funds—to the Committee on the Public

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from
}hﬁ consideration of the following bills; which were referred as
ollows:

The bill (H.R.6969) to remove the charge of desertion from
record of George C. Armstrong—Committee on Invalid Pensions
discharged, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

The bill (H. R.7057) ting a ton to C. T. Cooper—Com-
mittee on Pensions dxsci:? , and referred to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

The bill (H. R. 7058) granting a pension to Thomas B. Roark—
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee
O e 1 (R 7059) ting a pension to John W. Dra

The bi . R. 7059) granting a ion () e —
Committeegcm Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commpaerttee
O’C"I'Iﬁ1 Yﬂgii Iffnﬁﬁ%) granting ion to Maria E, H id

e B, a pension ess, widow
of Florian &E[ess—Commitbee on Pensions discharged, and referred
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (H. R. 1271) to com Elihu Root for legal serv-
jees rendered by direction of the Attorney-General—Committee
on Appropriations discharged, and referred to the Committee on
Claims,

——

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC.

Under clanse 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following
titles were nted and referred as follows:

By Mr. BARTLETT of New York: A bill (H. R. 7176) for the
relief of James Welch—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 7177) for the benefit of George
Turner,of Ne Ky.—to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7178) to correct the military record of Ma-
thew C. Liyons—to the Committee on Military i

By Mr. %ROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 7i79) for the relief of
Joseph R. Cobb—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. COFFIN: A bill (H. R. 7180) for the relief of the heirs
of John Bowling—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. DAL : A bill (H. R. 7181) for the relief of David
A. McKnight—to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. %OVENER: A bill (H. R. 7182) granting a sion to
Benjamin F. Batten, late private Company B, Tenth West Vir-
ginia Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R.7183) for therelief of Alexander
L. Taylor—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H.R.7184) for the relief of Calvin Mallacote—to
the Committee on Military i . i

Also, a bill (H.R.7185) grantfing a pension to William H. Shil-
lings, of Roane County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

Also, a bill (H.R.7186) for the relief of Wesley C. Owens—to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H.R.7187) for the relief of George W. Qualls—to
the Committee on Military Affairs. i

By Mr. GRISWOLD: A bill (H. R. 7188) ﬂantm%a pension to
George Rodney Burt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By .HANyLY: A bill {H.R.ﬂﬁﬂ)granhngapanmonto(ﬁoem
Peters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7190) granting a pension to Joshua Jones—
to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HEATWOLE: A bill (H. R.7191) removing the cha{ga
of desertion from the milifary record of Thomas Donlan—to the
Committee on Military Affairs. y

Also, a bill (H. R. 7192) granting an increase of pension to Row
Brasie—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7193) to remove the
charge of desertion against the name of Andrew J. Dixon, late of
Company K, Twenty-sixth Indiana Volunteers, and to show that
he died in said service in line and in discharge of duty—to the
Committes on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7194) for the relief of Eli Conner—to the
Chso. & o (H. B 105 Tor auster in and discharge of Jeh

, 8 . or m an of Jehu
lﬁller,ssaf&mnpa.ny]%,Onehnndreﬂmﬂsixty-mghth Ohio

Volunteers, he having served the enlistment of Abner Vanness,
to whom the discharge was granted—to the Committee on Mili-

ta.g Affairs.

y Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7196) to re-
store the name of Flora Bartlett to the pension roll—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 7197) granting a ion to
James D. Cambell, a son of Francis Lee Cambell, a soldier of the
Revoluti war—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. LER of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7198) for the
relief of David W. Harrison—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. NOONAN: A bill (H. R. 7199) for the relief of the La-~
vaca Wharf Company—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7200) for the relief of A. T. Hensley—to the
Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 7201) granting an increase of pen-
sion to James Littleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SORG: A bill (H. R. 7202) for the relief of Mrs. Anna
Dorsey Weaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

. SPENCER: A bill (H. R. 7203) for the relief of William
M. n—to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7204) for the relief of Fannie J. Johnson, of
Hinds County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr., OLD of Rhode Island: A bill (H.R.7205) granti
a pension to Alphonzo O. Drake, late a private in Company
Second Regiment Rhode Island Volunteers—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 7206) granting
a ion to Frank Sbtaﬁ{—to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. OTEY: Abill (H. R. 7207) for the relief of the Free and
Accepted Order of Masons in the town of Keysville, Charlotte
County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R.7211) for the relief of John
Green—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

PETITIONS. ETC.

Under claunse 1 of Rule XXIT, the following petitions and papers
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as ?c?llows: 5

By Mr. ACHESON: Protest of W. O. Headlee, of Waynesburg,
Pa., against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the pos-
tal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Comunittee on the
Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, resolutions of Lodge No. 366, Order Sons of St. George, of
Charleroi, Pa.; also resolutions of Council No. 843, Order United
American Mechanics, of Layton Station, Fayette County, Pa.:
also resolutions of Camp No. 141, Patriotic Order Sons of Ameri
gﬁ Bgownﬁeld, Fayatbe g?lllmtg)‘ tI-l‘la.., ying for the passage

e Stone immigration bill— e Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization.

Also, memorial of the Free Harbor League of Los , Cal.,
for an appropriation to continue the improvement of Wilmi
and San Pedro Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and

Harbors.

Also, petition of Charles Knepper, of Carnegie, Pa., asking for
favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws
relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-
Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. ALLEN of Utah: Petition of the Journal Publishi
Company, asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to
amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the -
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Petitions of Camp No. 312,
of Houtzdale, Pa., Camp No. 469, of Rockton, Pa., and Camp
No. 588, of Olanta, Pa., Patriotic Order Sons of America, in favor
of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization.

- By %;aa-AﬁRI;T?I‘E-‘Ed of Rh%e Irila,ngl]B Resolution of tht?le Provi-
ence o e, against comy ) ilo to Com-
mittee on the Merchant Marine a.ndpFish:yriE: o

Also, resolution of the Board of Trade of Providence, R, L., in
favor of the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Com-
mittee on the J ud.iciag.

By Mr. BARNEY: Petition of Willis Wilton, of Eagle, Wis,
protesting against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend
the laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committea
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Bi Mr. BULL: Petitions of Henry M. Taher & Co., of New
York, and of Henry L. Aldrich, ofgroviﬂence, R. L., for an ap-
propriation to widen and the drawways of the stone bridge
over Seaconnet River at Tiverton, R. L—to the Committes on
Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: Protest of Arthur Kell and 178
citizens of the city of Oshkosh; also of P. R. Albrecht 36 oth-
ers, of the city of Fond du Lac; also of H. P. Anderson and 140
others, of Waushara County; also of A. L. Dawson and 180 others,
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of Neenah; also of W. J. Ogle and 111 others, of Oxford, Mar-
quette County, all of the State of Wisconsin, inst the passage
of joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of
the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of T. E. Clark, of Princeton, and the county offi-
cers of Green Lake, Wis., favoring the passage of House bill No.
8067, to reclassify and prescribe the salaries of railway mail
clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of M. H. Pulaski and 66 other
citizens of New York, praying for the passage of House bill No.
2626, for the protection of agricultural staples by an export bounty—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: Petition of the American Purity
Alliance, officially signed, asking for a national commission to in-
vestigate the subject of social vice—to the Committee on the Ju-

diciary.

Byr%dlr. DANIELS: Petition of Joseph L. Bucher and other
veterans of the Union Army, praying for the passage of a service-
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, ﬁﬁon of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of
Boston, Erie County, N. Y., to prohibit the sale of beer to immi-

ants at Ellis Island—to the Committes on Immigration and
g&tura]ization.

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of
Boaton,gg. Y., to forbid the sale of spirituous liquors at the mili-
tmg' posts on Staten Island—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

y Mr. DANFORD: Petition of Clarington Lodge, No. 107,
Order United American Mechanics, asking for the passage of the
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization.

Also, memorial of the faculty and students of Franklin College
and citizens of New Athens, Ohio, praying for the establishment
of a court of arbitration between Great Britain and the United
States to determine differences between the two countries—to the

Committee on Foreign Affairs.
By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of Milton Mann and others, of Gal-
latin, Mo., asking passage of a bill granting a pension to Enrolled

Missouri Militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GILLET of New York: Petition of officers of the
Woman's Christian Temperance Union and 137 citizens of Corn-
ing, N. Y., against the sale of beer at Ellis Island, N. Y.—to the
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. ;

Also, petition of officers of the Woman's Christian Temperance
Union and 134 citizens of Corning, N. Y., against the sale of beer
at Bedloes Island and Fort Wadsworth, N. Y.—to the Committee

on Military Affairs. X

By Mr. %AINER of Nebraska: Petition of Lon W. Frazier,

asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on
the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. HANLY: Papers accompanying House bill granting a
pension to Cicero Peters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petitions from 8. A. Clifton, M. M. Mayistein, Leo Pott-
litzer, W. S. Leffen, and O. W. Bush, praying for the defeat of
House bill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail matter—to the
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of HenryS. Clubb, of Philadelphia,
Pa., protesting against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to
amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. HART (by request): Petition of Chauncy Lobingier, of
Baston, Pa., protesting against the passage of House bill No. 4566,
to amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. ]

By Mr. HEATWOLE: Resolutions of a mass meeting held in
Hutchinson, Minn., to consider the Armenian question—to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs. : .

Also, papers to accompatg House bill granting an increase of
pension to Row Brasie—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany House bill removing the charge of
desertion from the military record of Thomas Donlan—to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HILBORN: Memorial of the marine engineers of the
Third Congressional district of California, asking for the passage
of House bill No. 8618, to organize and increase the efficiency of
the personnel of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of citizens of Long Branch City,
N. .JY., praying for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to
the Committee on Immigrafion and Naturalization.

By Mr. HULING: Petition of Cook & Tucker, of Raleigh, W.
Va., asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend
the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. :

By Mr. KULP: Petition of citizens of Shamokin, Pa., favoring
the passage of joint resolution No. 11, amending the Constitution
of the United States and prohibiting further appropriations to

institutions under ecclesiastical control—to the Committee on
Appropriations.

Also, petition of Goodrich Post, No. 22, Grand Army of the
Republic, of Danville, Pa., in support of National Tribune serv-
ice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LAYTON; Resolutions of Glass Bottle Blowers’ Asso-
ciation of the United States and Canada, asking Congress to reen-
act the law of 1878, which provides for the free and unlimited
coinage of both silver and gold at the ratio of 16 to 1—to the
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures.

By Mr. LOCKHART: Petition of the heirs of Jacob F. Scotf,
deceased, late of Jones County, N. C., praying reference of his
glat: claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War

aims,

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of G. B. Hamilton, George D. Ellwood,
Norman W. Lewis, L. Seabrook, Wheelman Company, Allen B.
Bird, A. Kayser, Biles & Kennedy, D. D. McConnell, and James
M. Vernon, asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to
amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petitions of Rising Sun Council,
No. 15, of Malaga, Pa.; Winonah Council, No. 178, of Winonah,
N. J.; Diamond Council, No. 14, of Swedesboro, N. J., and Soecial
Council, No. 213, of Fairton, N. J., Junior Order United Ameri-
can Mechanics, in favor of the Stone immigration bill—to the
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petition of A. C. Graw, N. M. Kain, H. H. Fennimore, and
James E. Lake,against the passage of House bill No. 4566, amend-
ing the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Com-
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petition of A. M. Seabrook, protesting against House bill
No. 4566, toamend the %ostallaws relating to second-class matter—
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. MAHON: Petitions of Camp No. 582, of Shamokin Dam,
Pa.; Cam[i)No. 581, of Richfield, Pa., and Camp No. 577, of Willow
Hill, Pa., Patriotic Order Sons of America, for the passage of the
Stone bill to restrict immigration—to the Committee on Immi-
gration and Naturalization.

BE Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Petition of W. Bradbury,

ublisher, of Boston, Mass., protesting against the passage of

ouse bill No. 4566, to amend the tal laws relating to second-
class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, papers to accom%any concurrent resolution No. 29, re-
quiring the Secretary of the Interior to furnish the public library
of Boston, Mass., a set of printed ifications and drawings
relating to Aumerican patents—to the Committee on Patents.

B . MCEWAN: Petition of Lafayette Council, No. 129, Jun-
ior Order United American Mechanics, asking for the passage of
the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization. :

Also, petition of District Assembly No. 197, Knights of Labor,
of Jersey City, N. J., favoring the pas of House bill No, 5815,
for the better manning and equipment of vessels on the Northern
Lakes—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

Also, {)etltion of the Trades and Labor Assembly of Denver,
Colo.; also petition of the Direct Lﬁ;islaﬁon Reform Society of
Vineland, N. J., asking passage of House bill No. 184, favoring
direct legislation—to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr, MCLACHLAN: Communication from the Farmers’ Alli-
ance and Industrial Union, in regard to the threatemed eviction
of settlers on the Maxwell land grant—to the Committee on the
Public Lands.

By Mr. MERCER: Resolutions of the Northeastern Press Asso-
ciation of Nebraska, in favor of the transmississippi and inter-
R?tional exposition at Omaha—to the Committee on Ways and

eans.

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Resolution of city council of the city
of Omaha, Nebr., and others, asking for the passage of the bill for
the transmiasisai?pi and international exposition at Omaha, Nebr.;
also resolution of the Transmississippi Commercial Congress, in-
dorsing the transmississippi and infernational exposition, with sta-
tistics on the transmississippi States—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of citizens of Dixon, Nebr., asking for the con-
struction of a railroad from Sioux City, lowa, connecting with
the main line of the Union Pacific at or near North Platte, Nebr.—
to the Committee on Pacific Railroads.

B{)‘;le[r. MILLER of West Virginia: Petition of A. Staats, H.
W. m, W. W. Riley, Enoch Staats, and 56 other citizens of
Jackson County, W. Va.; also petition of James Akers, T. J.
Baker, and 16 other citizens of ayne County, W. Va., asking
for an amendment to the pension laws—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions,

Also, petition of William Emilton, Homer Crosby, and 20 others,
of Hartford City, W. Va., praying for an amendment to the Con=
stitution of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary.
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By Mr, MORSE: Petition of 471 citizens of Pennsylvania; 107
citizens of Evansville, Ind.; 14 citizens of Utica, Pa.; 31 citizens
of Wenham, Mass.; 71 citizens of Bookwalter, Nebr.; 90 citizens
of West Virginia; 84 citizens of Kittanning, Pa.; 84 citizens of
Wellsville, Ohio; 36 citizens of Little Creek, Pa.; 34 citizens of
Columbus, Ind.; 76 citizens of Selma, Ala.; 24 citizens of Red
Oak, Ga.; 82 citizens of Massachusetts; 31 citizens of Ben Avon,
Pa., and 184 citizens, praying for the recognition of God in the
preamble of the Constitution of the United States—to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. .

By Mr. NORTHWAY: Petition of John H. Meek, asking for
favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws
relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-
Office and Post-Roads,

Also, petition of O, S. Hart, manager Akron Beacon and Re-
publican, protesting against House bill No. 4566, to amend the
postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. | :

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Petition of the Sandy Lake News, askin
for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the post
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the
Post-Office and Post-Roads. i

Also, petition of Beaver Valley Council, indorsing the Stone
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural-
ization.

By Mr. PITNEY: Petition of Steward Council, Junior Order
United American Mechanics, of Califon, N. J., in favor of the
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization. 0

By Mr. SAUERHERING: Protests of Thomas Patrick and 36
other citizens of Waupon, Dodge County, Wis.; L. A. Hallock
and 63 others, of Madison, Wis., against joint resolution propos-
ing amendment to the Constitution of the United States—to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SCRANTON: Protest of J. W.Berry, of Scranton, Pa.,
against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the
Post-Office and Post-Roads. - —y

By Mr. STAHLE: Petition of the York Daily Publishing Com-
pany, of York, Pa., protesting against the passage of House bill No.
4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petition of Albert R. Wickham, Abram
Musser, and 154 other citizens of Ohio, praying for the passage
of a service-pension bill and for a bill granting pensions to ex-
" prisoners of war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petitions of McKeesport Lodge,
No. 856, and Natrona Lodge, No. 316, Order United American
Mechanics; also petition of Washington Camp, No. 154, Patriotic
Order Sons of America; also petition of Loyal Orange Lodge, No.
29, of Allegheny, Pa., and Grand View Lodge, No. 7, A. P. A., of
Pittsburgﬁ’a., indorsing the Stone immigration bill—to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petitions of 200 citizens of Pittsburg, Pa.; W.J.Coleman
and 31 others, of Allegheny, Pa.; also?etitiom of citizens of Alle-
gheny County, Pa., for the adoption of the proposed amendment
to the Constitution—to the Commitfee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of Miss C. R. Wendell, president;
Miss C. N. Brown, secretary, and 2,800 other members of the
‘Woman'’s Christian Temperance Union of New Hampshire, pray-
ing for arbitration on all subjects of difference between the United
?tgtes and our mother country—to the Committee on Foreign Af-

airs.

Also, petition of Deborah Sampson Council, No. 12, Daughters
of Liberty, praying for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. TRACEWELL: Evidence in support of House bill No.
7034, for pension to Robert O. Lehman—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, papers in support of House bill No. 5721, for the relief of
Alice Utz—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, papers in support of House bill No. 7035, for pension to
Peter Himbaugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. TYLER (by request): Petition of W. Thompson Bar-
ron, editor of the Journal of Commerce of Norfolk, Va., protest-
ing against the passage of bill H. R. 4566, relating to second-class
mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: Petition of J. H. McGraw, governor
of Washington, and 278 others, asking for the improvement of the
Pend d’ Oreille River, in Idaho—to the Committee on Rivers and
Harbors.

By Mr. WOOMER: Petition of W. H. Ulrich and 100 members
of Camp No. 306, of Hummelstown, Pa.; also petition of Charles
W. Neff and 240 members of Camp No. 65, of Lebanon, Pa.,
Patriotic Order Sons of America, in favor of the Stone immigra-
tion bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

SENATE.
FRrIDAY, March 13, 1896,

. Prayemby Rev. WALLACE RADCLIFFE, D. D., of the city of Wash-
ington.

e Saeretary proceeded to read the Journal of gesﬁerday’s pro-
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous
consent,.the further reading was dispensed with.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION—WAR IN CUBA.

Mr. LODGE. Mr, President, I desire to makea slight correction
inthe RECORD. Inoticeatthe bottom of page 2725, in the speech of
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] yesterday, that he said:

Besides, we had the secret history of the correspondence with 8pain. The
Senator from M busetts [Mr. LOoDGE] went to the State Departmentand
was furnished by the Secretary of State, Mr. Olney, with all those private

pers, which show more than any other the condition of affairs in Spain and

he purposes of that country as therein revealed. As a matter of course, the
contents ofs those gpers were never disclosed to the public at large. We had
the statemant of the SBenator from usetts, who went over the corre-
spondence and communicated it to us, and we never revealed it in any way.

If T had been in the Senate Chamber at the time, I shonld have
asked the issiom of the Senator. from Ohio to make the correc-
tion which I will make now. I did not receive any papers from
the State Department, nor did I have any communication with
the Secretary of State whatever in regard to the Cuban question.
The papers to which the Senator from Ohio referred came to the
committee direct from the State Department. They included a
long and elaborate statement from the Spanish minister of the
Spanish view of the case and the Spanish side, which I examined
personally with great care, and which was also read to the com-
mittee by+one of its members, and was the first subject of exami-
nation w;en we took up the consideration of the Cuban question.
Those papers, as the Senator from Ohio stated, were, of course,
confidential; they could not be printed or quoted. The Senator
from Ohie referred quite correctly to the confidential nature of
the papers, showing that we had the Spanish side fully before us,
but bgﬂmadvertenca he stated that they had come through me,
They hadnot come through me; I had nothing to do with them,
e;oégg that I saw them after they had been received by the com-
mittee.

Mr. SHERMAN. I now remember, and I am quite satisfied
that I made a mistake in referring to the Senator from Massachu-
sefts as hawving received the E‘apers from the State Department, I
now recall the entire fact. The Senator from Massachusetts took
a great deal of interest in the docnments as a member of the sub-
committee of the Committee on Foreign Relations, and I probably
confounded that fact with the statement I made. The truth was,
as is shown by our records, and as I now recollect distinctly, that
the Secretary of State, at our request, sent to us the communica-
tions. They werereferred to a subcommittee of which the Senator
from Massachusetts was a member, and he took an active part in
examiningthem, and they were read fully and in detail by the Sen-
ator fromsMaine [Mr. FrRYE] to the committee. I suppose that I
confounded the interest taken by the Senator from Massachusetts
on the subsequent day with the reception by the committee of the

papers.

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to inguire of the chairman of the
Committee on Foreign Relations whether that Spanish case
which thescommittee considered so carefully, could not be laid
before the Senate in executive or confidential session, and why the
committee-should have the ﬁ:wer of determining this question on
evidence which we can not have and can not have any report of
from the-eommittee?

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the question might very fairly come
before the'Senate in executive session, if the Senator will make
such a motion. I would not care to discuss it now.

_Mr. HOAR. The chairman of the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions o to make the motion, and I hope he will make it.

Mr. SEHER, MAN. I will do anything that is thought right
};-hen we get into executive session, but I would not like to do
it now.

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator will make the motion. If I
may be allowed one observation in regard to what my honorable
friend has said, it seems to me that is a very important considera-
tion for the Senate. 1f we are doing this thing without the Presi-
dent and undertaking to commit this Government by a concur-
rent resolution, the Spanish minister is entirely justified in taki:
public cognizance of our action, of which the Senator complain:ﬁ

yesterc%%y.

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to suggest to the Senator from
Massachusetts who has just taken his seat, as well as to the chair-
man of the cominittee, that we are placed in a somewhat unusunal
dilemma. If it is essential, which I think it is not, that Congress
in acting npon the question of these resolutions should act upon
the question of belligerency, we are confronted with the proposi-
tion thatawe must vote upon a question of fact on testimony that
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