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CHINESE IMMIGRATION.

SPEECH

HON. H. . DAWES

OF MASSACHUSEITIS,

DELIVERED IN THE

Senate of the United States, March 7, 1882.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, having under consideration the bill
{8- No. 71) to enforce treaty stipulations relating to the Chinese—

Mr. DAWES said:

Mr. PRESIDENT: I am aware that the friends of this measure are
impatient for a vote, and that in their opinion the debate is exhatusted.
I cannot therefore expect, however courteous they may be, to receive
a very attentive hearing from them; but,sir, believing that in noth-
ing are the friends of this measure more mistaken than in the belief
that they have exhausted and ended the debate upon the questions
which they have raised by this measure, however little I may be able
to contribute to that debate, I am ¢ompelled by a sense of duty to
utter what I may, as briefly as under the circumstances it is possible
for me, in protest against this measure.

There is some advantage as well as disadvantage in looking at the
subject-matter of this debate at a distance. If one does not feel so
keenly the evils out of which this legislation has sprung, and fails
1o be affected by the prejudice and passion and feeling that control
those more closely in contact with it, nevertheless a clearer vision
of the character of the proposed remedy and a calmer judgment upon
its nature and its consequences are some compensation to those who
look at it from a distance.

Mr. Pregident, it is confessed upon the record here by supporters
of this Jegislation that it ‘“is invoked under the influence of over-
mastering passions. Whether justly or unjustly, public opinion
upon the Pacific slope, by importunate and inflammatory appeals,
has been wrought to that heat of passion that we are not at this
time,” in the opinion of such supporters, ‘capable of taking an en-
tirely unbiased and unprejudiced view of what the social and eco-
nomical requirements of the country in regard to this question are.”
+ If this confession of supporters of the measure itself were not fur-
nished us in debate here as the lesson, what we have witnessed this
morning sent here over the wires from California and Nevada, and
Oregon, I believe, furnishes ample proof of the statement. There
can be no doubt that what the supporters of the bill call a white
heat pervades that people; whether, as is said, rightly or wrongly,
its existence cannot be ignored and its effect upon our deliberations
cannot be disregarded.} at shollld it teach us? Hasty, unques-
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5 i i mands made under the impnlse of overmas-
:égﬁfg gg&:ﬁ;ﬁcg??&l}; ,dgonsidemte delay, not diminished, if not in-
creasod, as one sees that all reason or judgment upon existing facts
in the foca,lity that involes this legislation at our hauds is swal-
lowed up in a blind and furious darkening passion ? And yet what
are we told by such supporters af this measure is thve lesson, on the
other hand, to e taught us ag 4 duty here in this Senate Chamber
from the voice that comes up frowm out of the heat of an overmaster-
ing passion? Suchsupporters tell us that they are not disposed at
this time ' to dwell npon what seem ” to their minds to be ‘ the eco-
nomical and what may be called the sentimental objections to this
legislation.” They tell you, gir, when maklng the very confession to
which I have called your attention, that their “instincts revolt at
it,” and that they would * as soon think of destroying all the mules
or all the domestic animals in the country, or of destroying all the
engines and labor-saving machinery in the country, as to either expel
or repel a class of dogcile, patient, obedient, frugal, and industrious
Iaborers, whether skilled or unskilled.”

Mr. MILLER, of California. 'Will the Senator allow me to aslk
whom he is quoting from ?

Mr. DAWES. Quoting from a Senator here in his seat, declaring
that he would vote for this moasura.

Mr. MILLER, of California. What Senator was it?

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Kansas, [Mr. INGarrs.] The
same Senator further instructs us as to onr duty out of thismeasure
and out of the circumstances nnder which it comes into existence
here beéfore this body.

““But,” says he, I pass that, because ’—

Hear this! .
because conceding to other localities the same rights that I demand for my own,

and resting upon the maxims and dogmas of local self-government and home rnle,
I:am prepared to say thiat the communities upon the Pacific coast—

““Whom I have described as at this moment under an overmaster-
ing passion”— i
have a right to judge for themselves as to the pro riety in an economical sense of

this immigration, and when they have spoken through their authorized repre-
sentatives, with their declaration X skall be content.

The only condition upon which such sapporfers of this legislition
have declared that their support shall be given to it, from which
their very instincts revolt, is that theyshall not be required to stand
it over ten years.

Mr. TELLER. Iwould ask the Senator by what authority he says
that no one supports the bill except upon that theery ? Did he not
hear me distinetly announce that I did notsupport it upon any such
theory ¥ :

Mr.yDAWES. I have not forgotten the ground the Senator from
Colorado took, but I should like to inquire of the Senator what heé
put that question to me for.

Mr. TELLER. I putitbecause the Senator has made the assertion
to0 go to the country that nobody supports this bill in this Senate ex-
copt becanse the people of California want it.  That I understand to
be his position.

Mr. DAWES. I regret exceedingly that the Senator did so under-
stand e, because I did not say so. I said the only condition that
such supporters of this measure demanded was that they were not
roqired 1o endire that at whicli their very instincts revolted longer
than ten years., I am aware that the Senator from Colorado put his
- gupport of this Lill upon an engirely different and it seems to e
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qnite as indefensible a ground, which I hope that T may nof forget
before I get throngh.

Mr. TELLER. I hope not.

Mr. DAWES. 8o, sir, the voice of these States thus expressed is
our command, The basis, the ground for this legislation is stated. in
the bill itself. Those who framed it have chosen in their frankness,
for which I commend them, to tell the world what necessity there is
for it; and it is in these hrief words:

‘Whereas in the opinion of the Government of the United States the coming of
Chinese labovers to this country endangers the good order of certain localities
within the territory thereof: Theroflore,

Be it enacted, &e. )

“In the opinion of the Government of the United States.” Weare
told by Senators that instead of taking their own instincts as their
guide to their duty here as Senators of the United States they are to
take an expression of it from a locality centrolled by an overmaster-
ing passion. My friend on my tight [Mr. Jonzs, of Nevada] in-
quires how I know it is a fact. The Senator did not hear me read
the confession of supporters of this bill, to which I wonld add and
did add the evidence which Senators have themselves produced here
this morning of a legal holiday enacted on the Pacific coast for the
purpose of gathering together whatever could be put into the form
of a testimony here, and telegraphed to the Senate of thé United
States as instructions to them upon their duty.

Mr. President, the whole baais of this legislation is that the coming
of Chinese laborers to this country endangers good order in certain
localities: It is not that Chinese laborers are here; that Chinese
laborers are working evil in the midst of an’y locality in these United
States; it-is not that any evil has grown out of their coming here in
the past, for all who have come here, by express provision of this bill,
up te the time it shall take effect are to remain here unmolested, to
work out such effect upon our institutions, social and political, as
they may, undisturbed ; but it is the coming of Chinese laborers here
that endangers good order. No one has told us how the coming of
Chinese laborers here endangers good order ; nor does any one tell us
whether they endanger good order by being themselves the disturbers
of order, or whether they endanger good order merely by being the
temptation to somesand-lot irrepressible to casta stone atinoffensive

‘and docile human beings. Thabisnotexplained. Ihaveneverkunown

produced here as evidence of the disturbance of good orderin any of
these communities that any of these docile laborers have ever as-
saulted any one oxr committed a breach of the peace agdainst any
individual ; but I have heard every where that they hive heen the ocea-
sion of other people committing breaches of the peace and disturbing
good order, and it is on that account that they must be removed,
upon the principle that the justice fined Mr. Jones for getting Mr.
Smith so madin court that Mr. Smith ingulted the court. { Laughter, ]
They have no business to be where any irrepressible coommunity, dis-
regarding the peace and good order, are tempted by their presence
to distarh it.

Therefore, as the basis of this bill, the coming of Chinese laborers
here gives somebody au opportunity to disturb the peace, aud they
must be stopped and the temptation removed—a liberal construction
of the Lord’s prayer, ““Lead us not into temptation!”

- But; sivj-the authority to enfer into thie Jegislition i ordes that
the eommiunity into which a Chinese laborer may come will not here-
after be tempted t0 commit i breach of the peace upon him is de-
1(;1‘1'@(1, if anywhere, from this elause of a treaty we have made with
Hna .
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Whensver in the opinion of the Government of the United States the coming of
Chinese laborers to the United States, or their residence therein—

You will see that this bill is entirely based npou their coming—

affects or threatens to affect the intevests of that country, or to endanger the
éood order of the said counbry or of any locality within tha territory thereof, the

owernment of China agrees that the Government of the United States may regu-
late, limit, or suspend such coming or Tesidence, but may not absolutely prohibit
it. The limitation or suspension s%xa.ll be reasonable, and shall a.p{)ly only to Chi-
nese who may go to the United States as laborers, other classes nob being included
in the limitations. Legislation taken in regard to Chinese laborers will be of such
a character only as is necessary to enforce the regulation, limitation, or suspen-
sion of such immigration, and immigrants shall mot ba subject to personal mal-

treatment or abuse.

This legislation, if authorized under the treaty, must not conflic
with any of several elements. It may limit as to numbers or time;
it may regulate as to mode or manner or number ; but it must not
absolutely prohibit. If any one can tell us how to limit or regulate
and not abselutely prohibit, except you limit as to number or as to
time of coming of certain numbers without absolutely prohibiting,
ho has better skill in the definition of words than I have. We have
promised that if we undertake to legisiate we will legislate by some
Teagonable limitation of the manner of importing Chinamen, but we
will not absolutely prohibit it, and we say in the treaty that we will
do it without contravening the spirit of the old treaty. The diffi-
culty with the spirit of the old treaty was that it declared in so
many words that they should come without limit, and not only should
come without limit, but should be protected here in the enjoyment
of every right that any citizen of the United States could claim of

rotection under the laws and the Constitution of the United States.

Mr. SLATER. I should like to call the Senator’s attention, if he
will permit me, to the fact that the limitation in the Burlingame
treaty was that they were to enjoy in the United States all those
rights, privileges, immunities, and ‘exemptions in vespect to travel
and residence alone. Those are the restrictive words, and they are
found in no other treaty. .

My. DAWES. That, I think, includes abont all that a man could
desire, short of political privileges and rights. Hesghall be protected
in his home, in his residence, which shall be his castle, and in going
o and fro whenever he listeth throughout the United States. Bub
the Senator will go along with me a little further. We have told
them, we have solemnly covenanted, as I said, that while we may
putreasonable limitationsand regulations upon immigration, we will
not absolutely prohibit it. In this bill we do not absolutely pro-
hibit, for twenty years, any Chinese labor from coming ; we only de-

clare that if he does come be shall go to the penitentiary. That is
all. We do not absolutely prohibit, from and after this bill takes
effect, a Chineselaborer coming tothe United States ; weonly declare
that if he Qoes come he shall go to the penitentiary. That isall. I

knew & man once who told his son, ““I do not absolutely prohibit you

from going tothe cireusto-day, but I tell youthat if you doIwill horse-
whip you.” Thatis all. That is legislation in the spirit of the Bur-
lingame treaty. No, we will not absolutoly prohibit you, but if one
of you puts his foot upon the soil of free America, though innocent
of guile as a saing, with purpose as praiseworthy as ever actuated an
jmmigrant to these shores, though you come with a sincere desire to
identify yourself with our institutions and obey our laws and make
a home for yourself and Tor your ¢liildren, if you undertalke to de it
with the labor of your own hands, youshall find yourself in the peni-

tentiary.
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That is the spirit of the Burling: &
: ¢ I game treaty ! And that, t1 geu-
Fl@{}.tnrl say is, whether it he of the Burlingame fm;llty ’01'1;31513.6511110
hl)l}l and .the: letter pf the law we are called upon this day to 1'0’00111
()llll vlo.tvs'n} favor of. I do not wonderthe Senator {rom Kansas said
t.h;llt his very instinets revolted fromn it Tonly wonder that he C(ln‘lhl
{lvxililiJlltfcto(:l?‘”;?cn't{z, \IY['lIbll his duty afterward to say that he wonld be
wil yegm. ake it if he were not required to endure it longer than
Sir, one thing more. It is “Chinese lab. ” i
. thing more. REIA aborers” that ur
good order of certain loealities in the United States. rLltdilsmuuoltbCtlil'c
?(fsbee];c:{l;e.if 1Ixf a Chn}l{unan]will come here and only pledge himseﬁ‘
o be idle, e come here clothed in “purple and fine linen,” i
})erlﬁ'%lsl 2'1111(31111};:3 L‘lzdszillll altn'tll\lr of &d%lel‘%nts, he niay travel throuegnﬂoultftii(ea
g res of the land ; if he will agree to kee i
shop, though it be under the ver £ P Bng
> y shadow of the 'y :
1;50?,1111)()1[ ltllllse.fol%owershdmksu the sun with the rabﬁg %?;;%1361;1;021%3
ir dens where they smoke in idlenesstheir opi .
cﬂrds a,_lild gamble and toss up upon the venture oflt %H:Ill%m;li}ﬁni
;lﬁi veii gbl#ﬁg vile women w1Yth them, provided they do not worl forga,
, they may come. Yes, as is suggested by m 11
8%:@2?1 ei]l?cl)n the band of ﬁsa’ints in California ‘zha,g’ t(]:J(;‘on %Egﬁg}sh ?1,3
) rers, saying: Noune of this; procul, O/ procul est s
get behind me ye hordesof Satan; let ‘the godly peﬁ)pl: oi"ﬁgggggﬁ%’-
s?tts.aﬁnd‘l.{hode Island and the other States of this Union enjoy the
g :Ylittull%; 11;1]11ﬂue]%)ce an(}: pious association of all other Chinese; but
et them be contami \ is vi ’
R Tt 1y e nated by one who is vile enoungh to eaxrn
That is this bill. Is therenotas muchd i
is bill. I I b anger to societ, i
and politieal institutions in this land, fromgthe a,rrisrlzfl }gftg,ns(;flllzl
K%rotl}élre;s:l,l ((’h::ipatﬁgl l\/i[o'ligoll)la;n,d as there is from the humble, docile
- 1a ! rns his daily bread by the sweat of his b
thi)ds? earnings for what he consumes and what he wearzqiw and uses
. T. .SLA‘TER.. I should like to ask the Senator, if it would not
d?t}'m interruption o him, if the eondition he depicts is not the con-
TL ion the treaty itself affixes upon the coming of the Chinaman?
ﬁ 1ag A‘%\Pﬁléy following the treaty. ° o
r. DA . Tknowit. Our friends made the tr
D 1 4 eaty ¢
1;1115(31'611;;1;(131 i’cshi law, ?]‘511(11 thtehre is no more virtue in the %eﬂ% :Iﬁglyl
a i espect than there is in the law they propose
Z;e;&%a:{fliiee& ,t gheytsi,ll;g h?sa,?nahs when the treatg \gasll)nad.e W,'Il‘ll:g]y.l
: ¢ pu eir foot upon a laborer and exalt id i
sipated Chinaman if one could be found smeotinns
to-day, their Legislatures enact ; caal holidny ot ot s mootings
s enact a legal holiday that all of th
come together and shout ‘“ pass & law th i ena S to tramy o
) : ) : t will enable us to tra
with the iron heel of power ever  hi i i b e
ron | 0 y man of Chinese birth’ who ha
g};e:;;zli‘tiloig 11)11101:‘],.1}? lind1 of liberty to earn his daily b?;a‘()l 11.:1)';’8 S;g
TOW. nd we are called upon to do thi » e
solve to do this (so says g ; o e oo T
: ays the Senator from Kansas and th g
fllz)nlilmfgilm:'qre, and others) because these localities are of ?)E: ]111?1?&
Oppt:site 1.1;‘211112.1)0 sil;g Sllz\psptosl[e some otlh_er locality should demand the
o czu'rvi’n Suppos tlh e State eugaged in great public works, desirous
L ying: rough, shqn]d demand that public order 1
noinélrlgqtllmed that no such bill as this should l}e euact?el(% Lzlu‘iué]%l;g
thege lolcaﬁqt,'to- the same hearing and to the same consideration {{\;
implicl; ities? Is not our duty something else thau to yield an
White ita:l'l('l unquestioned obedience to the demand of any localitlv ?
ton 1 ‘111(118 mgl{mbeut ol us as Senators of the United States to lis-
and weigh well the demands and the petitions to the enact-

o
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jug power of any locality, they should be weighed by the standard
of the whole Union. We ave not here to legislate for New England
nor for California. We are here

Mr, FARLEY., Will the Senator allow me to ask him one question
only ? Is not the Seuator, and are not most of the Representatives
from the portion of the country he hails from, asking continually foi
protection against European cheap labor? Does the Senator propose
to bring Asiatic cheap laborhere to compete with the laborers of this
country ¢

Mr. %AWES. I propose, as well as I may know how, to governmy
action here upon every bill by sueh a policy as will benefit the whole
country, whether it be a bill for protection co nomine or a bill like
this, evoked from an overmastering passion kindled and led by Eu-

-ropean foreigners against Asiatic foreigners. The same communities

who now implore deliverance from Asiatic foreigners have surren-
dered and put themselves under the lead of European foreigners, who
have led them put onto ihe sand-lots and harangued them unfil the
ood and order-loving people of those communities were unable to be
]%ea,rd ; until the fire-brand and the torch and the bloody weapon
rules fhose eommunities in spite of the calm, order-loving people,
such as their Representatives and Senators here are. And, sir, this
is a vain attempt to bring peacethere by a surrender of principle and
good order to the behests of those who commanded those communi-
ties within the last three years who were themselves foreigners.
Mr. SLATER. Will the honorable Senator allow me a moment?
I wish to enter my statement here that the condition of the opposi-
tion to Chinese labor in the States of California and Oregon and the
Pacific States generally does not warrant the statement that this
opposition is led or engendered by foreign elements. There is no
division of sentiment there, and the opposition is essentially Ameri-
can in every particular. :
Mr. DAWES. The Seunator could not have forgotten that scarcely
a dozen years have passed since that treaty was ratified which opened
China to our trade and our shores to all Chinamen, under which
every Chinaman that has come fo this country has come with the
pledge and welcome of a treaty-covenanting, not a treaty-keeping,
Government, and that the author of that treaty was received upon
the Pacific coast with open arms, with shouts and plaudits and wel-
comes. o
Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I should like to correct the Senator in
that. The universal sentiment on the Pacific coast when the Bur-
lingame treaty was ratified was against it, and while the Republican
party wasin a majority of 20,000in California when the election took
place in 1867, the fact that the nominee for governor of that party
had been in favor of Chinese immigration beat him by 10,000 votes
at the next election. In 1867 Mr. Haight was elected, and from the
very fact that he sat at dinner and in aspeech welcomed the Chinese
and welcomed this treaty that Mr. Burlingame had made, Mr. Bur-
lingame being on a sort of junketing tour with the Chinese showing
them around, when Mr. Haight was renominated in 1872 he was
defeated by thousands of votes by one who was opposed to Chinese
immigration. The California people have never ceased their opposi-
tion to Chinese immigration from the earliest times nntil now, And
yet we hear here, sir, that it is an overmastering passion just engen-
dered to-day! Itis their caln judgment that it is against the inter-
est of the people of the United States, and more especially against the
interest of the people of that coast, that Chinese should come here,
and there is no passion about it. It is afeeling that pervades all sco-
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tions of the community and all classes of the commnnity, the church
member, the foreigner, the native, and all alike. The Senator does
injustice to the Pacific States when he says it is an overmastering
passion led by foreigners alone.

Mr. DAWES.  Mr. Presidént, I didnet say it was an overmastoring
passion, though-I believe it is.

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Itwassosaid, and the Senator indorsed it.

Mr. DAWES. No doubf about it; and I read it from the sup-
portexrs of the bill as stating, in stronger language than I was capa-
ble of stating, what its purpose was. "It may be thatthe Burlingame
treaty was never popular in California, and that its author was un-
popular there, but they had a strange way of showing it. They
banqueted him in San Francisco, all their officials and all their dig-
nitaries being there, at such a banquet equal to Belshazzar’s, was
never before seen in this country. Other Belshazzars will ind before
they get through with this method of legislation that their doom will
be written on the wall. Those of them who undertake to maintain
under the Constitution and the laws of the United States such asort
of doctrine as underlies this bill, will see Mene, mene, tekel, upharsin
upon the wall. They bought for him a great estate in California,
large enough for a duke or an earl, and they held it for him until he
could come back from his tour of treaty-making around the world.
We, here.in Washington, invited him and his associate embassadors
to an official reception in the Halls of Congress, and we marched to
and fro, with our officers at our head, in their presence to pay our
respects to men who had achieved so much in breaking down the
barriers that had existed to commercial intercourse and trade and
emigration throughout the world. A strange way, sir, to manifest
their hostility to what he had done!

Ihave called your attention, Mr. President, to the class of men that
give such offense. I have shown you that it is not the character of
the men, it isnot the fact that they are Chinamen that gives offense;
it is not the fact that they are barbarians, asmy friend at the right,
[Mr. Jongs, of Nevada, ] prompting me 50 well, helps me to say, be-
cause a barbarian in “purple and fine linen,” with abundance of
money, and no necessity to toil, with a retinue equal to that of tle
Sultan and his harem, can come and go hither and thither where he
will without offense to this law. So 1t is not that they are barba-
rians, it is because, as this bill says in so mauy words, and which I
intend to repeat so that the American people shall know what it is—
it is because the poor victim of it is compelled to earn his living by
his daily toil, and this people will have none of that kind of barba-
rians among them !

But, sir, that is not all. If any merchant vessel of the British
Government, or of any other, shall unluckily have on board a Chi-
nese cooly, and shall approach the coast of the United States any-
where from Bastport, Maine, to the Rio Grande, or from the Gulf of
California to the furthermost cape of the Aleutian Islands, within
a marine league of the shore, the master of the vessel and his poor,
unlucky cook fall a sacrifice to good order and go to the peniten-
tiary, and the vessel and all on board are covered into the Treasury.
They are not to wait till he comes into a harbor even. _If, in travers-
g the broad ocean in the lawful pursuit of commerce he approach
the coast where not a solitary human being may live to be disturbed,
Within a marine league of it, he falls a vietim and goes to the peni-
bentiary, and his vessel is confiscated. Sir, I am quite sure there
would never but one such case arise. The State Department of this
Government would have business enough on its hands when that
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should come, and the balance of the Geneva award would be dis-
tributed without any forther trouble. Let me put upon the record
the evidence of what I say. The secondsection of the bill provides—

That any waster of any vessel, of whatever nationality, who shall on snch ves-
gel bring within the jurisdiction of the United States any Chinese laborer from
any foreign port or place shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on convic-
tion thereof shall be punished by 2 fine of $300 for each andl every such Chinese
1aborew so brought, and may be alsd imprisoned for a term not exceeding one year.

And again:

. 8Ec. 11, That every vessel whose master shall knowingly violate any of the pro-
visions of this act shall be deemed forfeited to the United States, and shall be liable
10 seizure and condemnation in any district of the United States into which such
vessel may enter or in which she may be found.

Sir, I should like to hear from the authors of this bill why they do
not attempt to provide against the evils arising from those Chinese
who are here; why they have not secured such provision in the
treaty as would enable them to protect themselves, if protection be
needed, against the Chinese who are here. They made their treaty;
they prescribed its terms ; the Chinese ambassadors struggled against
it, but struggled in vain. They were told that the limitation should
be reasonable ; that the prohibition should not be absolute ; that no
legislation should be indulged in that was not in the very spirit of
the Burlingame treaty, and they trusted ; and forthwith we tell them
that what we meant by those honeyed words was that while we do
not absolutely prohibit, we only tell them they shall go to the peni-
tentiary if they come. My distinguished friend on my right [Mr.
Jones, of Nevada] says that is right. Outof that spirit so graphic-
ally described by a supporter of this bill comes the announcement
that it is right to tell a Chinaman that story and supplement it by
this legislation. 8ir, let it go on the record to be disposed of here-
after, when the storm shall havesubsided, and when men shall judge
our acts not in the white heat of passion, but by the calm, deliberate
congideration of that moral law which requires us to do unto others.
a8 we would have them do unto us.

Not only that, while we say in this bill that we will not touch a

Chinaman who is here, although he may commit the offense of doing
manual labor, yet we tell him that if he departs from this country
in the opinion of any official of the United States contrary to law,
he shall go tq the penitentiary. If he wishesto go out of the country
contrary to law what hashe got to do to conform to this bill, although
it be in non-conformity to the treaty? He has got to do this: He
shall ““before such departure” cause himself ‘“‘to be duly registered
at a custom-house in the United States.” That is all he has got to
do. Amnother section says that when he goes to register, ‘‘if any con-
sular officer, on éxamination of the claims and identity of any Chi-
nese proposing to depart to the United States, shall be satisfied that
such person seeks so to do in violation of this act,” when he is regis-
tering, which is all the act calls on.him to do, if he is satisfied that
this man is registering contrary to this act he shall not let him go
at all, So that, whether a man who has come here betore this law
takes effect can ever get out of the country dependsnot upon hisinno-
cence but npon the opinion of an official stationed where the people
around him are laboring under an overmastering passion.

He is in a pretty bad fix, Mr. President. Nobody can come here
without going to the penitentiary, and nobody can get out of here
without going there. * Wehave gothim anyhow,” my distinguished
friend on my right kecps helping me to say. They havegothim any-
Low! The {ree poople of the United States, a governmnoent of consti~
tution and of law, which till now boasted that the humblest of all
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under the flag that floats over this country was as safe in Lis home
and in his pursnits as the most powerful in the land, are told here in
the Senate, in the langnage of my distinguished friend voicing that
lecality now reeliug in that overmastering passion, that “we have
got him anyhow.” )

My distinguished friend from Colovado {Mr. TrLLER] said that if
the Chinaman would only coue here to be a citizen and to work and
to cagt his lot among us, he would welcome him, but this bill sayS
he shall not.

Mr. TELLER. I id not quite say thatb, as I recollect. 1 said
that if he fled from oppression and tyranny and intended to better
his condition by coming here with reference to his liberty, &ec., I
W(iuld not close the door against hiin, no matter what might be his
color.

. Mr.DAWES. Thisbill says that if my friend from Colorade should
induce a Chinaman to come here even for that purpose, a laboring
Chinaman, he would get into the penitentiary too.

Mr. TELLER.: There is no danger of any such thing.

Mr, DAWES. No; I donot think thereisthe slightest danger of his
doing it, notwithstanding what the Senator said yesterday, So when
you come to probe it all, it is haired of a Chinaman (not universally
of Chinamen, but of a class of Chinamen) who 8o degrades himself .
in the eyes of those who apply this rule to him as to earn his bread
by the sweat of his brow.

This bill fails to provide how you shall distinguish between a
Chinese laborer and a Chinese aristocrat. When %hey appear here
upon the shore of the United States they have got to prove them-
selves, I suppose,

Mr. TELLER. The Senator must certainly have overlooked one
of the material parts of this bill. As was said yesterday, the whole
subject is left to the Chinese Government to say what the man is,
Nothing could be more fair. We had a right to claim that right our-
selves; we had a right to say, “ We will apply the test; we will say
whether he is a laborer ;” but we said on the contrary, “‘If your gov-
ernment certifies that you are not a laborer, then the case is yours
and the burden is upon us to show that you are a laborer.” '

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator call my attention to that wise pro-
vision of the bill?

" Mr. TELLER. I will call the Senator’s attention to the fact that
under the bill 4 Chinaman who comes here brings a passport which
ig visaed by our officer and that is all we have to do with it. -

Mr, DAWES. WilltheSenator putiton record,sothat wemay look
atit? Will the Senatorread the clause upon which he relies for the
protection of that class of Chinamen toward. whom he has hatred 2

Mr. TELLER. I cannot undertake to go through a long bill of
this kind in a moment; Lut when the Senator attacks a bill on that
ground he ought to know what is in the bill. I will call his atten-
tion to the provision, I think it is in section 5, but I am not certain.
I will find it in a mowment.

Mr. SLATER. If the Senator will allow me, it is the provision
commencing on the last line of page 11 and proceeding on page 12.

Mr. MILLER, of California. Section 5,

Mr. TELLER. Beginning inline 6 of section5, on page 11, Iread:

Or who shall have come within the United States within sixty days next after
the passage of this act, shall ebtain the permission of the Chinese Government in

each case, to be evidenced by a passport issued by said government, which pass-
port shall be in the English Tanguage, &c.

The treaty gives us anthority to kecp them out; but when the
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Cliinese Governinent suys that a man does not come within the pro-
visions of the treaty, the hill allows him to come,

Mr. DAWES., How delusive all this is!

Mr. TELLER. 1Ishonld say s0, Mr. President,.

Mr. DAWES. A Chinaman who has been here and after return-
ing to China comes back, can take care of himself, if he can get the
passport required. A Chivaman who does not have to work fora
living is tho only other Chinaman who is allowed to come anyhow,
So there is no such thing as a Chinese laborer coming over with a
Dassport except the Chinose lahorer who has been here before.

Mr. TELLER. Of course ; I never stated that there was, The
object of this bill is to see that the Chinese laborer does not come.
There can be no misunderstanding about that.

Mr. DAWES. Exactly. When a man is found in the streets of
San Francisco or Detroit, bearing evidence in hig physiognomy that
he is a Chinaman, I suppose he has got to prove himsel%, or else he
cannot walk the streefs of Detroit, or of San Francisco, or Boston,
any longer., -

Mr. TELLER, Oh! there is nothing in the bill of that kind.

Mr. DAWES. There is uothing in the bill that requires him to
prove himself, but there is something in the spirit which made the

'billl that would require him—the S]_)l_l‘_lt‘Whl(.'fh. haunts a Chinaman

the other day (when 30,000 people were assémbled to cry out, “Put
down the Chinaman!”) to tremble for the safety of those Chinamen
in their quarters, That is the 8pirit which haunts a Chinaman ; and
all the rules of law are to be reversed or g Chinaman will go to the
penitentiary. He hias got to prove his Tight to remain here against
the accusation of any European foreigner like Kearney who may
spring up in San Francisco, in Detroit, or in any other place near
the boundary lines of the United States.

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him for a
moment ?

Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir,

Mr, TELLER, When the Senator makes an attack, not upon the
principle of the bill but upon the details of the bill, he ought fo show
Wwherein there is anything in the bill that Justifies him in making such
an agsertion, There is nothing that requires a Chinaman to prove,
when he walks the streets of San Francisco, that he has come in un.
der the provisions of this bill. 'When he attempts fo land is the time
when he is asked for his passport. If he is a laborer it ig supposed
that he has not got it, if the Chinese Government has kept faith with
ug with respect fo this treaty. If he has a Passport it is declared in
the bill that he shall be admitted without any further examination,
The presumption is in his favor. When he has landed on our soil his
right under the bill is equial to that of any other man to travel all
over the country. He need not stay in the communities where he is
not wanted; he can go to the communities where he 15 desired.

When the Senator says that thisbill is drawn in a spirit of hatred,
and when he intimates that it should be understood that the Sena-
tors who support this bill are actuated by the same sentiments that
actuate the sand-lotters of San Francisco, he doesus injustice. Iam
for the protection of every Chinaman by every means known tothelaw,
1 would give him the same trial by jury and the same protection at the
expense.of the Government that T wodld give the best citizen of Mag-
sachusetts or any other man who lives in this land. Tt is not quite
fair for the Senator to attempt to make it appear thal we, who be-

e
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lieve that there is an impending evil and are anxious by the proc-
esses of law to restrict this immigration, a ve joining with a class of
people, exceedingly few in numbers, who ave disposed to do personal
violence to the Chinese in this conntry. ) )

Mr. DAWES.  The champion of this bill from Coloradoe is nneasy
at the position he tootl;{ )(lz)s:;}elilafy

Ar. TELLER, Not a bit of it.

ﬁﬂ ll)ﬁ\VES. It would do him credit if e was. . Although the
Senator yesterday was willing to admlfﬁ }ﬁl}at our 0_1\'1112{??:1011 was
superior to that of the Chinese, that the civilization of the unineteenth
century was superior to that of the sixth, that the Caucasian was
superior to anybody else on God’s tootstool, yet he turned around and
said that unless we came with a statute and drove off one hundred
and two thousand Chinamen from fifty million Caucasians it was
all day with the latter. Ile was not afraid to avow here that there
were a superior and an inferior race in this country, and that the
superior must have control by legislative guards and protections or
they would be sure to surrender fo the inferior. I should be uneasy
if I 'were in his place at the announcement of such a proposition.

Mr. TELLER. I can hardly allow the honorable Senator to make
that statement without contradiction. I made no-such statement,
and the Senator ought to know it, because my speech ig in the RECORD
exactly as I delivered it, without any corrections whatever. Inever
said that we were in danger of these 102,000 people. 1 spoke of the
vast hordes that might come, and I spoke not of their physical con-
trol over this country. I made no such statement as he mentions
1101:21... DAWES. I will not have any coutroversy with the Senator.
Of course he has a right to put upon the record what he intended to
say. .

1)\,'11'. TELLER. I will stand by what I said.

Mr. DAWES. I will put upon the record as an answer what I find
in the REcorRD. The Senator said this, or is reported to have said
it—o- .

Mr. TELLER. T said it, there is no doubt. ]

Mr. DAWES. Iread his language from the REcorp. He said :

10-Saxon, the Caucasian race has g right, considering its superiority of

inallll%ﬁ::gllgb?*ce and mental vigor, to look down upon every other branch of the
humanp family ; a portion of the Anglo-Saxon race has claimed for itself the right
to look down upon a portion of the Cancasian race because of their intellectual and
moral superiority. All this may be nice in theory, bubit is not true in fact, and
when you come to make the application it does not work worth a cent. We are
the superior race to-day. We are superior to the Cl}lnege, though theg go back
with their three or four or five thousand years of civilization. As state b‘y S0me
Senator the other day on the floor of the Senate, the civilization of the Chinese
has not proceeded one whit, except as it has gathered some things from contact
with us in the last few years, from what it was twenty-fivehundred years ago. It
has stood still or it las retrograded, and ithas not gone on; and for that people
there is not, as supposed by the Senator from Massachusetts, any future. X

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator think that twill improve his
speech? Ifso, I have no objection. .

Mr. DAWES. I think it establishes my position.

. TELLER. Not at all.

l\l\g C})AWES. I leave the statement of the Senator, becanse I
would not do him any injustice. He says now that he is perfectly
content with what he said yesterday.

. TELLER. Iam.

i\'ﬂ DEWES. Aund Tam content with the argument I have made

on it. If he ig able to stand upon all the deductions which follow
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from this statement, then of course the Senator will m;m?b:uu himself
to his own satisfaction, at least in the position he takes. 1t s an
Mr. President, this is not a new feature in luglslult,,u'nl\. iy ls]( N
applieation of an old feature of legislation 1o a new case. 1{«;) 3.1110
uage of this Dill to earry ont the principle in its upph(}?mfu‘ ( °
%hinusn is faniliar to those who recollect the history o ‘.t')b 45011'11)1
tlry in the past. It is evoked from the dead past. It is e\(i;.e;l
from a system of legislation in disregard of human rights, to w n%
large portions of this people once ?l?h?:cg, an(()]f\:ﬁleoze(\,m(,;;)a‘syeEllggutch:
ve beon deep and lasting upon the history ¢ g
gg;facter of hél’ institutions. I had hoped that it WOI}IS hzwf(j, l?li;
mainéd in the dead past. Ifor one, having some recollc.c 1911.1 of the
commotions and disturbances b%'e‘(}i of itin tll)mt?sl gg\; (iag){;oy;egghaé
ight never hear of it again; bu 1001
}oll(l)ipse(Il'ev‘:'rievz]mlluogt]'J }Jt shall go iuto history without there going zz}on%
with it the source from whence it comes. There have beel}G 1111];[1?9
in the history of this country when her people have a,t]g(?{n%)h e% the
same thing about other races, and in language so like F !S'I' & bho
rovisions of this bill could almost be seen by one fami unb w th
aws that have been, but which have been swept away }]’1 . ‘h
ommipotent public opinion and doomed o that obhvmnhm ;v ‘IC; h
sooner or later this is as sure to be consigned as that ¢ e otern
principles upon which this Government is founded will Elil v'l'vle‘t'on
Let me put npon record by the side of this proposed degls all
what others heretofore have vainly attempted to do, an seej how
like it is in principle and almost in langnage. A half a Ce‘m{“iiyo rz;gﬂ(}
a State of this Union enacted ‘‘An act for the better regu 2 on of
free negroes and persons of color, and for other purposes,” whic

provided— e

if « 1 shall gome into any port or harbor of this t:a. ¢, from any
ot%‘ehragéﬁt;uoy; ‘;(?::fgn port, having on board a.ﬁ]y free nffg:gf:nzr g:lﬁggidofo t?(islalzild
23 cooks, stewards, or mariners, or uf} miy Oh ;ﬁ* 1?:] lovment on hoaxd of said
vessel, such free negroes or persons of co. 011;' 8 all be linble fo bo selzed And toms
fined in jail until such vessels shall clear on a%n d 1}; o e State A tnat
when said vessel is ready to sail, the capta.l%.\ o ) s;uc e arTy

i g and to pay the expenses o
away the said free negro or free persons 0 fco (1) » Bnd fo Ee b e e
detention ; and, in case of his neglect or refusal so to do, able o o
indi 4 icti be fined in a sum not less than $1,000,
indicted, and, on conviction thereof, shall ss than $1,000,
i i t less than two months ; and such free negroes or pe

ﬁonf}orll;]})aflllsggiﬁaélgled and taken as absolute slaves, and sold in conformity to the

provisions of the act, &c.
The impotence of this law having been demonstrated, the 1.na,kers
of it rallied again some twenty years afterward and enacted :

i i i lawful for any free
nd after the passing of this act, it shall not be L for a
negrl(‘)agrf;%?‘lsoaﬁ of color to gﬁgmﬁe into thlls)a Sltattda, orb be lﬁzgghtA (1)11(1 illlztclgé ;122(;
i water. !

into its limits, under any pretext whatever, by lan 3rboZrd o ol e
free negro or person of color (not being ?'mlemgfluiln(;,o s Shate, contimy o this
this State) shall migrate into, or be mtlpt( uc 0, s (,:onvey y to this
act, itshall and may be lawful for any whi be Eeri);‘e e O O s oo
before any magistrate of the district or paris Wt; eto Loor sho may be taken: and
it shall be the duty of the sheriff or any consta , 0 lth sh or district in

i i v shall be made, and of the mty n_]msh@ls in the Gl_y‘ R €
X)g]c&jﬁg :EE-%’ e made in Charleston, npfon fuioglllntlgnt%i ghfrﬁflﬁﬂ:i}g;_xe(;g ;?(;

d 3 r : st a
troduction of any such fies negro or person of col or, 10 Arr nd b beforo some
i istri r parish where the said free negro oxr person of color shal
S AL Kby his act owered to comunit to prison, or, at his
be taken ; which magistrateis by this act emp °d to comunit to prison, or, af his
i i to bail, such free negro or person of color, aw sumt t

?;esglrl%ﬁ);st:nl&%ﬁm a court, as thelaw directs fo.r th‘e trial of persons of 00}01_, ‘zmtd
miine snch free negro or person of color, within six days after his or her arrest,
exﬁ on conviction, to order him or her to leave the State, and to conmit such f!{ee
o vo or parson of color so convicted, to close prison, nntil such time as he or S]}(?Cd%l
leave 'th(?stlmt,e ; or to release him or Lieron suflicient bail, for any time m_,)? oxceed-
ing fifteen daysj, at the discretion of the magistrate. And every free negro or per-

negy

13

son of eolor so bailed, and ordered o leave ibe State, ax aforesaid, who shall not
have leftthe State within the fime for which he or she shall have becew released on
hail, or who. haviug left the Stale after conviction as aforesaid, shiall yeturn into
the same, shall be arrested and comuntted {o close prison aforesaid; and npon

proof before o court, to be constituted as this act divects, of his or her having
failed toleave the State as aforesaid, or of hig a1 hier having returned into the
State after having left the same as aforesaid, he or she shall he subjected to such
corploral punishment as the said court in their discretion shall thinlk fit to order.
And if, after said sentence or puuishment, such free negro o person of color shall
still remain in the State longer than the time allowed, or having left the Stato,
shall thereatter return to the same, upon proof and conviction thereof, before a
court to be constituted as hereinbefore directed, L or she shall be sold at public
sale as aslave; and the proceeds of such sale shall be appropriated and applied,
onehalf thereof to the use of the State, and the other haFf to the wuse of the in-
former.

Then farther on in the same act is the souree of the penalty upon
a poor Chinaman who comes back here unwittingly after he hasonce
got out of the country:

And be it further enacted by the authority aforesuid, That it shall not be lawful for
any free negro or person of color who has left the State at any time previbus to
the passing of this act, or for those who may hereafter leave the State, ever to re-
turn again into the same, without being subject to the penalties of the first section
of this act as fully as if they had never resided therein.

Sir, within my own service here, a free State of this Union under-
took the same impotent agsault upon human rights and incorperated
the provision which I shall read into a constitution, the adoption of
which in Congress rent political parties agunder, and contributed its
full share to the accomplishment of those great events which planted
in the fundamental law of this land the inalienable right of allmen
to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. The constitution of
Oregon fired its volley at the free negro in these words:

No free negro or mnlatto, not residing in this State at the time of the adoption
of this constitution, shall ever cowme, reside, or be within this State, or hold any
real estate, or malke any contract or maintain anysuit therein; and the Legislative
Assembly shall frovide by penallaws for the removal by public officers of allsuch
free negroes and mulattoes, and for their effectual exclusion from the State, and
for the punishment of persons who shall bring them into the State, or employ or
harbor them therein. .

It proposed to punish with penal laws any man who should give
the free negro found in the State of Orégon a crust of bread! Sir, I
had hoped that these things bad passed away. Ihad hoped that
with the fire and conflict of war this people had been taught that
there were human rights as broad as the human family, and that the
glory of this nation was that it was an agylum for the oppressed of
all lands. It is, however, for this day and this bill to evoke from
the tomb of the past the spirit which animated those who looked
into the face of man rather than into his heart for the standaxrd by
which he was to be measured and respected by thelaws of the land,

We are told that all this comes from what scems to me to e Lhe
most alarming of all doctrinés, that the people of the United States
are to surrender their convictions to the demand of locality, and
that when any particular locality shall determine what is to b the
character and the standard by which men in this country are to be
measured and their rights guarauteed, all other parts of the conntry
by a general law are to surrender to their view. The logic of all
this was seen very clearly by the distinguished Senator from Missis-
sippi [ My. Guorgs] yesterday. He took care to take a pledge from
the advocates of this bill as fo the condition upon which he would
support it. He saw clearly that if the people of California eonld
determine for the Congress of the United States who should live
among them andenjoy the rights gnaranteed by the Constitution to




14

thew, the people of Mississippi conld in their good time determine
for the people of the United States what should be the political char-
acter and condition of those who live among them. There isno con-
cealment in the Senator {rom Mississippi. He not only follows the
logic of this bill to its conclusion, hat he publicly avows it, so that
they whosupport this bill do it with their cyes and their ears open, and
know that they are supporting a prineiple which loads to the deter-
mination of the polibical rightsof those who live in Mississippi, when
Mississippi shall so decide.

1 desire to put again upon therecord what the Senator from Missis-
sippi put there yesterday, and ask my friends here if they are pre-
pared to accopt his pledge and commit themselves by support of this
Dill to the doctrinethe Senator from Mississippiannounced yesterday.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I do not know that I clearly under-
stand the doetrine imputed to me by the distinguished Senator from
Massachusetts. If he desives to put on the record any position which

T took yesterday upon this question, I will say that it would he fair

to me and fair to those whom I represent, as my language was care-
fully guarded, to read what I said, and not to induige m what the
Senator is pleased to eall logical dednetions from my rematks.

" If the gentleman means to impute to me the expression of an opin-
ion or of a wish to assume for the people of Mississippi or for the peo-
ple of any other State the power ox right to determine for themselves
the political status of any portion of the citizens of the United States,
he imputes to me an opinion which I do not entertain and which 1
did not express. )

T did not say yesterday that the people of the Pacific States had
a right to determine this question for themselves, Dealing with
foreigners, dealing with pérsons who had no rights in this country,
except such as we, the people of this country, see proper to concede
to them, I did say that upon that question, so far as it concerned thé
Chinese who were in their midst, their opinion as 4o the evils of
Chinese immigration should have great weight in our deliberations;
that I preferred the experience, the trial, wliich these peoplé had
had with the Chinese immigrants to the speculations of persons who
knew nothing about it; and that is as far as 1 went on that snbject.
That is all I want to say.

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Mississippi saw me about to read
what he did say, and sprang to his feet to explain or expound his
own language.

Mr. GEORGE. I did not see that you were about to rcad what I
did say.

Mr. DAWES. Just before the Senator got on his feet I had told
him that I desired to put him on record again. I.do not intend to
misrepresent the Senator.

Mr. GEORGE. I do not think you do. I did not impute such an
intention on your part.

Mr. DAWES. Ydonot. I admirethe Senator'sboldness. Iknew
that he wrote out his remarks with carve, and T knew that he was
not a Senator to shrink from the consequences of what he said, I
proposed to roquest those who were asking me to vote for this bill
to listen to what the Senator from Mississippi said were its logical
consequences, and I shallnow read what hesaid. The Senator, if he
chooses, muy look over me.

Mr. GEORGE. I bave no doubt you will read it correctly, sir.

Mr. DAWES. Tho Senator from Mississippi said yesterday :

And now, My. President, hefore T take my seat Twish to congratulate the Beuw-
tors from the Pacific States on the skill—

+ of this body is willing 10 ghe. ¥

That is the first thing—
anid moderation—
‘Which is very commendable—

with which they have discussed 1he relations of 1he Anjevican people with this in-
ferior vace. TFor once, sir, this subject has been discussed in a calm and philo-
sophical spirit without exciting scetional animosities or rekindling the passions
engendered by past contests aud dissensious. ‘Lhe time may come—it is not here
now—when the relations of another race to American citizenship must be, as all
other questions ought to be, disenssed in the like spirit.

Just as these Senators have discussed the Chinese question:

In the mean time, while discharging our duty frecly in educating that race into
a proper discharge of their duties as American citizens, advancing them to their
full capacity, it will also be our du:&y 1o observe with care and impartiality the ex-
periment of African citizenship. o man shall strive liarder than I willto make
the experiment successful, and no man will be mors rejoiced if in the end it shall
be all that those who initiated it shall desire. All that I ask for the white people
of the South on this subject. @lvhat I am willing to grant and I believe a majority
the white people of the Pacific States.

‘What I ask for the white people of Mississippi is what we are
granting fo the white people of the Pacific States—

., That their testimony, their experiénee, and their judgment shall not be disered-
ited in a matter so deeply affecting their welfare.

The Constitution was ordained and established by white men, as they them-
selves declared in its preamble, * to secure the blessirigs of liberty to themselves
(ourselves) and their (our) posterity,” and 1 cannot doubt that this great plédge
thus solemnly given will bé as fully redeemed in favor of the white people of the
South, should occasion for action arise, as I intend on my part apd on their behalf
to rededm it this day in favor of the white people of the Pacific States, by my vote
to protect them against a degrading and destructive association with the inferior
Tace now threatening to overrun them.

Sir, that is the logic of the bill.  The time maycome.” It isnot
safe to say it has come now, but ‘“ the time may come.”

Mr. GEORGE. That is the wrong word, to say it is not safe,
That seems to imply that I would say so if I had what the gentleman

- imputed to me a few moments ago—the courage to say it.

Mr. DAWES, If the Senator understood me as intimating that
he tsed that word—

Mr. GEORGE. You said *it was not safe to say it had come now.”

Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir; it is not safe,

Mx:. GEORGE. I said ‘the time had not come now, not from any
considerations of safety or policy, biat I simply announced an existing
fact, that it had not coine now. .

Mr. DAWES. I quoted the Senator, not to intimate that the Sen-
ator would fail in his duty, as he indicates it there, to contribute all
in his power to make African citizensbip a success. Idonot impute
any snch thing, I do nof impute to the Senator any desire that
African citizenship in his State shall fail. T do not infend to co the
Senator any injustics, or to leave him dissatisfied with anything,
save what he has himself said.

1\{1 GEORGE. Iam perfectly content to rest npon what I bave
said.

Mr. DAWES, Of what I know the Senator will not be dissatisfied.
T mean to say that the Senator says “the time may come;” aud I am
willing to add, if the Senator desires it, that he hopes it never will
cowme; bub when, in the opinion of his people, it has come——

My, GEORGE. I think the gentleman imputes to me there an
opinion not expressed. I did not say that the coming of the time was
to be deternined by the opinions of the people of Mississippi.

Mr, DAWES. Ishould like to know what the Senator Qid imean
in what he said.




16

Mr. GEORGE, T meant exactly what I said.

Mr. DAWES. So I supposed.

Mr, GEORGE. 1 will vead that part of wy remarks:

The time wmay come—

Not “will?—
it is not here now—when the relations of another vace 1o American citizenship
must be, as all other questions ought to be, discussed in the like spirit.

There is nothing there to suggest that I wake the people of Missis-
sippi or of the South the arbiters of the time.

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me to askbhim
if he did not say when he uttered bis speech *‘but it will come;” and
whether that is not to that extent an erroneous reportin the REcorp
of what he actually uttered ¢ .

Mr. GEORGE: Itis a verbatimi repor...

Mr. HOAR. I ask the question for m g/ " satisfaction. Didnob
the Senator from Mississippi when he sai ¢he'time has not arrived,
utter the words, “ but it will come?” I saw the manuscript, I will
state to the Senator, which was in the possession of the Reporter.
Perhaps I am stating from an entirely erroneous recollection, hut I
thought lie said **but it will come.” :

Mr. GEORGE. 1Isaid ‘it may come.”

M{ HOAR. Very well, the Senator undonbtedly states it cop-
reetly.

Mr, DAWES. Mr, President, itis not worth while for the Senator
from Mississippi and myself to undertake to argne between onrselves
what is the true interpretation of the langunage which is puf upen

' the record where the people of the United States can judge for them-
selves whether the interpretation which I put upon it is the correct
one or not. According to my judgment, if that statement means any
thing, it means (and the people of these United States will put that
interpretation upon it) that the Senafor has announced hers upon
the floor that the doctrine of the pending bill, carried to its logical
end, can be availed of by any community of people in the United
States to invoke the general law of the land to eliminate from its
social and political existence such element ag it it shall determine is
unsafe, That is the interpretation I putupon the words; the words
themselves I have put upon the record to justify it; and Ileavethis
discussion here with that indorsement of it.

1 call the attention of the American people fo the fact that we have
evoked from the dead past to apply to this people doctrines and pro-
visions of law which the irresistible logic of events had trodden into
oblivion amid the fire and smoke and conflict of war. We are in-
debted to this movement for an invitation to embark anew upon a
vain and futile attempt to establish under the flag of the United
States and the Constitution that shall govern ug the right to distin-
guish between those who live here, who come here to obey our laws
and abide by our destinies, and say to some, “You may remain,” but
to others, ““ You are outcasts, and shall choose between the peniten-
tiary and banishment.”

Sir, we have gone too far to take that retrograde step. However
our friends may succeed for the moment, I tell them again that the
debate is not exhausted. It will not die. It will live, an active,
woving principle, stirring the liberty-loving and law-abiding people
of this hroad land to the very depths, #ill avery human being who
breads our soil and breathes our air can appeal to our laws and our
Constitation for protection and for peace.




