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SPEECH

oF

ION. JOHN F. LACEY.

The Houss having under consideration the bill (H. R,2331) to repeal all
statutes relating to supervisors of elections and special deputy marshals,
and for other purposes—

Mr. LACEY sald:

Mr. SPEAKER: The bill now before the House has been brought
forward at an unusual and an unseemly time. This special ses-
sion of Congress was called by His Excellency the President of
the United Stites because of the grave condition of financial af-
fairs—produced, as many of us believe, by the election of 1892—
produced, as many others think, by the existing laws enacted by,
Republican Congresses in times past. Instead of meeting the
seriousfinancial questionsin the manner in which they should be
met; instead of promptly bringing forward a bill to revise a tariff
which we are told isan *'atrocity ” and an iniquity of ¢ classlegis-
lation,” this bill is suddenly thrust upon the country, wholly un-
expected and wholly uncalled for. There can be no election in
which Federal laws will be involved until 1894-—more than one
year from this time. )

Now, what is the reason for this peculiar action on the part of
the majority in tbis House? They find themselves confronted
with a ditficult question. In the last campaign, by fusion in
many localities and by giving it out in others, that the Demo-
cratic party was the free-coinage party, the Democrats suc-
cecded in carrying this-House by the very large majority which
accupies the floor here to-day. When the President calls this
Congress together it is suddenly discovered that all of the gen-
tlcmen upon his side are not by any means of one mind upon this
question. A division arises. A free-coinage man of 1890 is put
forward to introduce and take charge of a bill in this House to
repeal the Sharman act, and making no further provision of any
kind in regard to silver coinage. .

That time-honored leader of free silver and greenbacks, who
has been so famous in this country for so many years in his ad-
vocacy of every measure for the free coinage of silver and the
unlimited issue of paper currency, is put in charge of the same
measure at the other end of the Capitol. And wefind the Dem-
ocratic party in this House split wide open, split up the back, so
to speak, and it becomes necessary to do something to get the
members together. A caucus is hurriedly held and the election
bill is brought to the front again as the war cry upon which the
party is to rally and which will with its cohesive effect bring
them again into line with the Administration. This is the pur-
pose; it is the only purpose that I can see, and if some gentle-
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man on the other side of the House will deny it he will give his
party at least the benefit of that denial.

It is said that all the laws which this bill proposes to repeal
are unconstitutional; and; as usual, our Democratic brethren
come forward defending that time-honored instrument. The
Constitution of the United States is infringed, they say.. And
my brilliant young friend [Mr. TUCKER], who has not only in-
herited the legal mind of an illustrious ancestry, but who is him-
self a close and earnest student of constitutional law, tells us
that this law is unconstitutional. And in the report whidh is
filed by the committee in this case,the decisions of the Supreme
Courtin the Siebold case and in the Yarborough case are noteven
dignified by being cited. They are absolutely ignored; and my
friend who has made this report rests under the possibility of
some day being charged with having made the report without
knowing the existence of those two decisions.

Now, this is unfair to himself. The decisions of the Supreme
Court, it seems to me, closed that question. Judge Jackson, who
has recently been promoted to the Supreme bench by a Repub-
lican Administration, and who is a Democrat of the old school,
one of those gentlemen who areso fond of ‘the Constitution, has
said in the Carpenter case {41 Fed. Rep.) that these decisious
settle the question and thatthe lawis constitutional. My friend.
from Virginia, I think. ought to be includedin the bill proposed
by Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi—a bill to restore parity between
the legislative body and the Executive. There oughtto besuch
an amendment to that bill as may restore the parity between
him and the Supreme Court of the United States, because he se-:
riously and gravely differs with that tribunal on the great con-
stitutional question.

Mr. Speaker, there was a time when the question wasanopen
one,_anf when tke very statements that are made in the majority
report on the present bill were embraced in the briefs of counsel
in the Supreme Court of the United States. We have here the
remarkable example of a learned committee intfoducing as part
of their majority report the claim that a law is unconstitutional
which has been upon the statute books for twenty-three years,
and which has been twice decided to be valid by the highest
court in the land. .

The brief of -counsel for the losing party in a constitutional
case in the Supreme Court is hardly the proper authority to
quote as the doctrine of a House committee. The opinionof the
court in a case in its proper constitutional jurisdiction was much
more worthy of being quoted as the law. Counsel usually re-
gard themselves as in hard luck if they can find nothing favora-
ble to cite except in dissenting opinions or in the briefs of the
losing counsel. )

Now, sir,Idonot feel inclined at thistime to enter upon any ex-
tended discussion of the constitutional question involved. I am
willing tolet that go, as it has already been decided by the highest
authority in the land. I desire to discuss the propriety of the
bill from the standpoint of expediency, from the standpoint of
propriety and fitness rather than that of constitutionality, And
now let me read from aspeech made by aneminentconstitutional
lawyer on the Democratic side of the House, a distinguished’
gentleman who i3 courteous at all times and never allows his'
partisanship ‘to get the better of his judgment. I read from a
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speech of the gentleman from Alabama[Mr. OATES], found in the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 1890, volume 109, page 6862, in which
he uses thislanguage:

Section 4 of Article I of the Constitution reads as follows:

*The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and
Representatives shall be prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof;
but the Congress may at any time by law make or alter such regulations ex-
cept as to the places of choosing Senators.”

The entire history of this clause of that instrument shows that it was the
intentjion of its framers, as well as of the States which adopted 1t, that they,
through their respective Legislatures, should primarily exercise this power;
and they have 50 exercised ity with but few additional regulations by Con-
gress to secure greater uniformity, for over one hundred years.

That Congress may at any time make or alter the regulationsof the States
for holding such elections 1 freely admit. But for Congress to make or
alter these State regulations when the States have made suth asdo not ob-
struct nor deny to the State representation it should Airst be ascertained
that there 13 an overwhelming necessity therefor. .

The alternative power vested in Congress is a necessary one for the preser-
vation of its own Integrity and the perpetuation of the Government itself,
but it never was intended to be exercised except for such acontingency. Is
there pregsent the indisputable evidence of such a state of aflfairs in any one
State or number of States, which Justly calls for the interposition of Con-
gress to make or alter the laws of such State or States touching the election
o{lnéembers of Congreas therein? If 80,1 say let the proper remedy be ap-
plied.

L) » [ * . . -

1do not object to such reasonable amendment, ag will secure a fair and
honest election. Idonotbellevein frand. There is at this time nowhere in
our country any necessity or excuse for it, whatever may have been in the
past. I want no dishonesty; I want every lawful voter to have a fair oppor-
tunity to vote, and, 1f he does s0, he vote to be counted as cast.

This patriotic statement of my friend from Alabama I read
with a great deal of pleasure, as having a direct bzaring upon
the matter now before us.

Mr. OATES. If the gentleman will allow me a moment, T
want to say that T have not receded an iota from the position
then taken. I indorse everything that I said.

Mr. LACEY. Iam very glad m{l friend from Alabama takes
that position,and if he does and adheres to it, I shall confidently
expect him to vote against a portion of this bill, if not the whole
of it. ' I ghall expect him to vote at least for the amendment that
I have offered. . )

" Mr. OATES. I expect to vote for the bill, and will give my
reasons, which are parfectly satisfuctory.

Mr. LACEY. I shall expect myfriend to vote for the amend-
ment at least, and I commend it to his careful and prayerful con-
sideration. . '

Again, Mr. Speaker, on the question as to whether or not'the
law which we are considering is constitutional law let me cite
another distinguished Democratic authority. If the Supreme
Court of the United Statesis notgood authorit}v on constitutional
law, who can say that the chairman of the last Committee on
Appropriations of this House, now in charge of the red men of
the forest,is not good authority? A bill was introduced by that .
distinguished gentleman, my friend from Indiana, Judge HorL~
MAN—

(H.R.33%8) to maintain the purity of the ballot box, prevent bribery and
corruption in elections and appointments, and punish perjury for the viola-
tion of its provisions.

The first section provides: ‘ ‘

" That it shall be unlawful for any person or persons to give, advance, or
permit any of his ‘or her property, personal or real, to be used, directly or
510
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indirectly, to ald, assist, or influence any person or persons to Vote for or
procure the appointment of any person or persons to any office under the
Government of the United States.

And section 3 provides:

SEC. 3. That any person or persons violating the first sestion of this act
may be indicted in the courts of the United States, and fined in any sum not
exceeding $500, and imprisoned by the court any period of time not exceed-
ing one year.

This bill was introduced nodoubt on account of the recent dis-
9losures from the greut city of New York, introduced to cover
in part the act of a certain foreign ambassador, in whose cuse it
has been currently stated that ‘‘whenfriends were few and calls
were great,” just before the last election an auction was held and
the mission prospective put up to the highest bidder, ‘“Here is
one first-class mission to Rome for sale. Who will bid? Going!
‘Who will start it? DoIhearabid? Five thousanddollars! Ten
thousand dollurs! Fifteen thousand dollars! Will somebody
give more? Yes. Thirty thousand! Forty thousand! Fiity
thousand dollars! Tast calll Knocked down to the gentleman
there with his trousers turned up ahd a single eyeglass on.
Please give your name to the clerk,” [Laughtey.]

Mr.,COGSWELL. And who said this country is nota fit place
for a gentleman to live in?

Mr. LACEY. Yes. Hoe isstated to havesaid that this coun-
try was not fit, as my colleague suggests, for a gentleman to live
in. In fzct we have come to a time when we do not need to
import Englishmen. We raise them in New York. The bill
introduced by my friend from Indianaévidently had this particu-
lar instance in view, But is that bill coustitutional? T ask my
friend from Virginia [Mr. TUucKER] if Judge Holman’s bill is
constitutional, to punish bribery in the purchase of public office
and in the election of Members of Congress: to punish bribary
in the purchase of seats in the Senate of the United States?
'This report says it is not, thnt these laws are wholly unconstitu-
tional. That the United States is powerless to provent, or even
punish, crimes against the suffrage at Federal elections. The
strongest nation in the world does not even have the right of
self-preservation, for it can not live as a republic if the ballot
ceases to make its peaceful decisions upon the great natiomal
issues.

Mr. Speaker, I introduced an amendment onyesterday which
I now desire to call to the attention of the Democratic members
of this House. They are bound to vote for this bill, and the
whole of it. ‘I know, gentlemen, you are not free agents in this
matter. But you shall have the opportunity to have a yea-and-
nay vote on the proposition to amend this bill, however; andlet
me call your attention now to what the amendment proposes.

1t is proposcd by this amendment to strike out the words
‘¢ fifty-five hundred and six, fifty-five hundred and eleven, fifty-
five hundred and twelve, fifty-five hundred.and thirteen, fifty-
five hundred and fourteen, fifty-five hundred and fifteen, and fifty-
five hundred and twenty ” from the pending bill, and thus take
away that provision in the bill which repeals the sections that I
have named. ) .

Now let me call your attention to what these sections contain.
They are as follows:

SEC.5506. Every person who, by any unlawful means, hinders, delays, pre-
vents, or obstructs, or combines and confederates with othera to hinder, de-
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1ay, prevent, or obstruct, any citizen from doing any actrequired to be done
to ualify him to vote, or from voting at any election in any State, Terri-
tory, district, county, city, parish, township, school district, municipality, or
other territorial subdivision, shall be fined not less than $500, or be impris-
oned not less than one month nor more than one year, or be punished by
both such fine and imprisonment. (See paragraphs 2010,

SEC. 5511, :f. at any election for Representative or Delegate in Congress,
any person knowingly personates and votes, or attempts to vote, in thename
of any other person, whether living, dead, or fictitious; or votes more than
once at the sameselection for any candidate for the same office; or votes at a
place where he may not be lawfully entitled to vote; or votes without having
4 lawful right to vote; or does any unlawful act to secure an o*)portunit. to
vote for himself, or any other person; or by force, threat, intimidation,
bribery, reward, or offer thereof, unlawfully prevents any gqualified voter of
any State, or of any Territory, from freely exercising the right of suffrage,
or by any such means Induces any voter to refuse to exercise such right, or
compels,.or induces, by any such means, any officer of an election in any
such State or Territory to receive a vote from a person not legally qualified
or entitled to vote; or interferes in any manner with any offlcer of such elec-
tlon in the discharge of his duties; or by any such means, or other unlawful
means, induces any officer of an election or officer whose duvy 1t 1s to ascer-
tain, announce, or declare the result of any such election, or give or make
any certificate, document, or evidence in relation thereto, to violate or refuse
to comply with his duty or any law regulating the same; or knowingly re-
celves the vote of any person not entitled to vote, or refuses to receive the
vole of any person entitled to vote, or alds, counsels, procures, or advises
any such voter, person, or officer to do any act hereby made a crime, or omit
to doany duty the omission of which is hereby made a crime, or attempt to
do so, he shall be punished by a fine of not more than $300, or by imprison-
ment not more than three years, or by both, and shall pay the costs of the
prosecution. . !

SEC. 5512. If atany registration of voters for an election for Representa-
tive or Delegate in the Congress of the United States, any person knowingly
personates and regigters, ot attempts to register, in the name of any other
person, whether living, dead, or fictitious, or fraudulently registers, or
fraudulently attempts to register, not having a lawful right so to do; or
does any unlawful act to secure registration for himself or any other per-
son; or by force, threat, menace, intimidation, bribery, reward, or offer, or
gromisa thereof, or other unlawful means. prevents or hinders any person

aving a lawful right to register from duly exercising such right; or com-
pels or induces by angr of such means, or other uniawful! means, any officer
of registration to admit to registration any person not legally entitled
thereto, or interferes in any mauner with any officer of registration in the
discharge of his duties. or by any such means, or other unlawful means, in-
duces any officer of registrationto violate or refuse to comply with hisduty
or any law regulating the same; or if any such oficer knowingly and wlll-
fully registers as a voter any }Jerson not entitled to be registered, or refuses
to so register any person entitled to be registered; or if any such officer or
other person who has any duty to perform in relation to such registration
or election, in ascertaining, announcing, or declaring the result thereof, or
in giving or making any certificate, document, orevidence in relation thereto,
knowingly neglects or refuses to perform any duty required by law, or vio-
lates any duty imposed by law, or doesany act unauthorized by lawrelating
to or affecting such registration or election, or theresult thereof, or any cer-
tificate, document, or evidence In relation thereto, or if any person aids,
connsels, procures, or adyises any such votell'ﬂ)erson, or officer to do any act
hereby made a crime, or toomit any act the omissiondf whichis hereby made
a crilme, every such personehall be punishable as prescribed in the preceding
section, .

SEC. 5513. Every registration made under the laws of any State or Terri-
tory, for any State or other election at which such Representative or Dele-
gate in Congress may be chosen, shall be deemed to be a registrationavithin
the mearing of the preceding section, notwithstanding such registration
i? algo made for the purposes of any State, Territorial, or municipal elec-
tion. ’

SEC. 5514. Whenever the 1aws of any State or Territory require that the
name of the candidate or person t0 be voted for as Representative or Dele-
gate In Congress shall be printed, written, or contained on any ticket or
ballot with the names of other candidates or persons to be voted for at the
same election as State, Territorial, municipal, or local officers, it shall be
deemed sufficirnt prima facie evidence to convict any person charged with
voting, or offering to vote, unlawtfully, under the provisions ot this chapter,
to prove that the person so charged cast or offered to cast such ticket or
ballot whereon the name of such Representative or Delegate might by law
be printed, written, or contained, or that the person so charged committed
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an}k') ol{ thhe offenses denounced in this chapter with reference to such tickes
or ballot.

SEC. 5515. Every officer of an election at which any Representative or-
Delegate in Congress Is voted for, whether such officer of election be ap-
pointed or created by or under any law or authority of the United States,
or by or under any State, Territorial, dlstrict, or municipal law orauthority,
who neglects or refuses to perform any duty in regard to such election re-
quired of him by any law of the United States, or of any State or Territory
thereof; or who violates any duty so imposed; or who knowlingly does any
acts thereby unauthorized, with intent to affect any such election or the re-
sult thereof; or who fraudulently makes any false certificate of the result
of such election in regard to such Representative or Delegate, or who with-
holds, conceals, or destroys any certificate of record so required by law re-
specting theelection of any such Representatlve or Delegate; or whonaglects
or refuses to make and return such certificate as required by law; or who
alds, counsels, procures, or advises any voter, person, or officer to do any
act by this or any of the precedlng sections made a crime, or tg omlit to
do any duty the omission of which 1s by this or any of such sections made
a crime. or attempts to do 80, shall be punished as prescribed in section Afty-
five hundred and (ten) (eleven). (See paragraph 5511.

SEc. 5520. If two or more persons in any State or Territory conspire to
‘prevent by force.intimidation, or threat any citizen who 18 lawfully entitled
to vote from giving his support or advocacy, in a legal manner, towara or
in favor of the aelection of any lawfully qualified person as an elector for
President or Vice-President, or as a member of the Congress of the United
States, or to injure any citizen in person or property on account of such
support or advocacy, each of such persons shall be punished by a fine of not
less than five hundred nor more than five thousand dollars, or by im-
prisonment. with or without hard labor, not less than siX months nor more
thansix years, or by both such fine and imprisonment.

Lot us pass by the question as to whether there is a propriety
and a necessity for any Federal supervision at the polls. Let us
lay that aside, and for the sake of the argument agree with my
friend from Virginia {Mr. TUCKER] and the gentleman from
Georgia [Mr. LAWSON]| and the other gentlemen who have dis-
cussed this question upon the Democratic side. But will they
say that a law is unconstitutional which punishes crimes com-
mitted against the Federal elections in various States? Wil
they say that under the Constitution of the United States there
is no power in this Congress to protect the purity of Federal
elactions by punishing ballot-box stufling, bribery, intimidation,
false registration? L. . .

Is there no power to punish innumerable repetitions of voting
by the same man?® Is it possible there is no such power in the.
National Government? Is the repeater who nullifies the will of
the citizens and substitutes his own corrupt wish for the peo-
ple's will beyond the reach of national law?® I believe, gentle-
men of the Democracy, that you will say, ‘‘ The Supreme Court
of the United States is right, and we will follow it upon this
questipn, and we will now vote upon this question as to its pro-
priety, and not as to its constitutionality.”

Section 5506 provides that any person who shall, by unlawful
means, hinder, delay, obstruct, or pravent an elector from qual-
ifying himself to vote at a Federal election, shall be pumsl}ed.
That offense is made a crime. It is a crime against the nution.
It is one form of treason itself.

Section 5511 provides that if any one falsely personate another
and votes at a Federal election, if John X votes in the name of
John Y, who is dead, or who has moved out of the ward, if, in
short, any of the erimes of repeating.or of fz}lse personation are
committed, they shall be treated and punished as crimes not
only against the State in which the offense is committed, but
against the laws of the United States; and. the Federal courts
shall have jurisdiction of the offense.
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It also makes force, threats, intimidation, and bribery offenses
against the Federal law. And why should they not be, gentle-
men of the majority? Why should not there be a law to prevent
bribery, ballot-box stuffing, and the like; and if the law is re-
pealed in relation to supervisors, inspectors, and ali that, why
should not the law which punishes these crimes remain as a
wholesome menace against the wrongdoers of the localities in
which these crimes are committed? Surely these eriminalsare
not proper subjects of your tender care. :

Mr. HENDERSON of Towa. It only relates to the election of
Federal officers. . .

Mr. LACEY. It islimited to the election of Federal officers.
I will ask any gentleman upon the other side to suggest some
reason why this law should’ be repealed; because no one ‘can be
indicted until after the election. It cannotcontrol the election;
and when a man is indieted, his trial occurs in a Federal court,
before a Federal jury, aftér indictment by a Federal grand jury,
and all these proceedings take place in courts that have been re-
nowned for their purity. If those laws are to bs repealed in the
interest of the ‘‘ heeler,” the statutes aguinst mail robbing and
counterfeiting should go next. You should not indulge in un-
just discrimination in favor of any of these ‘‘industries.”

Take the next sectioh, 5512. It punishesasacrimefraudulent
registeringor fraudulent attemptsto register, and the hindering
or preventing any one from exercising the right of suffrage by
force, threat, menace, intimidation. bribery, or other unlawful
means. ,

And yet our Democratic friends propose to sirike that section
from the statute books. Thisbill iswrongfully named. Itought
to be called a bill for the protection of corruption and iniquity
at elections, because that will be its effect. ’

Section 5514 simply deals with the laws of evidence relating
to the punishment of crimes against the Federal election laws.

Section 5515 punishes public officers who violate the Federal
-election laws.

Section 5520 punishes conspiracy toprevent any one from vot-
ing or giving his support or advocacy to one side or the other
in Federal elections, by force, intimidation, or threats.

A long discussion has been had on both sides as to the propri-
ety of the present law. My good friend from Alabam [Mr. -
OATES], who tells us that he has not changed his mind since
1890, 8ays to us that if there is any reason why in any locality
the laws can not be enforced, or if there ara any laws in any lo-
cality that encourage fraud in elections, he is in favor of amend-
ing the existing laws, so as to prevent and punish.it. =~ ~ ,

Now, Mr. Speiker, let us see whether or not any State has
taken up this subject in a way requiring Federal action. Many
States have done so, but I will take one Statesimply and review
its election laws, ' I hope that my good friends from that State
upon the floor of this House, whom Iesteem personally, and who
are among the best members we have, will not take any offense
because I single out their State. I simply take the State of
South Carolina because its laws on this subject are, perbaps,
better known and understood, and because its election laiws are

"the pioneers in a course that e¢an not be too strongly condemned.

In the first place the laws of that State provide that there shall

be no county home rule, 'Whilst the Democracy are always con--
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tending for home rule, they provide that the governor shall make
the appointment of the officers to hold the elections. Thisright
is taken away from the county officars elected by the people, and
the first cardinal principle of Damocratic faith is violated in
these laws, Now, does that law work well or does it work ill?
Is it calculuted or intended to prevent the voice of the people
frdm being recorded in any locality?

Let mo call your attention to the action of the executive of
that grand old State in 1838. '

In the first place, there is a district in one part of that State
s6 overwhelmingly Republican that it would be hard to prevent
theelection from being unanimousif afull and a free ballot is held
and an honest count is made. And let me say right here, to the
oredit of the hoaorable young attorney-general now represent-
ing one of the districts of South Carolina in this Congress, the
certificute of election was given to the colored brother here in
the election last full of that State.

In1888 an attempt was made to enforce the election laws in
that distriet, if possible, fo utilize the enormous Republican ma-
jority that had been congested into that district. School dis-
tricts had b:encut in two;- townships had been divided,and lincs
had been placed there in such a way as far as possibie to put into
a pocket in that single district the entire Republican vote of
South Carelina. ' ' .

. Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Will the gentleman allow
me to ask him a question?

Mr. LACEY. Certainly.

‘Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I want to ask him, as the
only colored man in this august body is the Representative of a
South Carolina districs, if it is not in bad grace for him tostand
up hereand say anything derogatory of that State? What State
in the North can the gontlem n point to that has sent a colcred
man to hold & seat on this floor? South Carolina has done so;
and thatought to stund commendatory of that State; und I think
it is time that this abuse of South Cavolina should be stopped.
I stand here and hurl it back at the gent’eman.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the
gentleman from South Carolin.?

Mr. LACEY. Certainly; I always yield.

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina, I have had my say.
[Laughter.]

Mr.LACEY. Iwascomplimenting my friend from South Car-
olina that he and his wing of the Democratie party——:

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. A very strange way to

‘ compliment mpe. - ) .

Mr. LACEY. Had managed to split the old party wideopen.
It is always necessary that there should be two parties every-
where. Destroy one und another will spring up. In the lowest
order of vegetable life Darwin tells us of a curious little plant.
In the beginning it is single and about as.big as a pin head.but
as soon as it matures it splits and forms two from theone. There
is'a duality in all things. My friend has two eyes, two ears, two
feet, and he believes in gold and silver both.

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. And greenbacks,

Mr: LACEY. And republics must have two parties. Inthat
proud State the Democracy, being supreme, began to fight among
themselves. Theirelections, however, were not held at the polls,
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but they hold them in primaries; and my friend who has just ob-
jected (and he stands up for South Carolina, and I am glad to see
him do so, for a man ought to stand by his own State) won his
place at the primaries.

South Carolina has now been split up, one-half of the Demo-
crats went off with the Alliance people, and the other half are
the old timers. They go into a primary; they can not elect at
the polls——

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. The Alliance people are
the true Demccrats.

Mr. LACEY {continuing). But they carry the primaries, and
the eleetion mevely records the verdict of the primaries. That
this system transfersthe elections from the polls to tho primuries
of u party isa certain fact, and it calls for uction at the hands of
the Federal Government when it deprives anybody of the.right
of suffrage in adistrict. Thereis good reason why the luws pun-
ishing erime ought to remain upon the statute books. In 1888 the
Republican candidate in the district to which I referred applied
through his executive committee for leave to have aRepublican
member upon the election boards, and the governor answered
him in writing. I commeoend thisanswer to my friend frem South
Carolina, and ask him if he indorses it? The governor refused
to recognize the existence of the Republican party in that State,
and he goes on to say:

It will be sufiicient simply to say that, in my judgment, a departure from
the wisely established methods and principles upon which these appoint-
mentsare made would endanger the continuance of the pertectly free, fair,
and peaceful elections—the professed object of your desire—that are the
proud boastand the highest achievements of Democratic rulein this State.

To the eternal honor of our State and the Democratic party, it can now be
said thatour elections are the freest and fairest in the world, and that not a
singleeitizenof hers, nomatter whathis rank, color, or condition, ean, under
her just and equal laws, impartially administered as they are, be by any

‘perversion or Intimidation, barred at the polls, from the {ree and full exer-
cise of hissuffrage. There 15 not only perfect freedom in voting, but the
amplest protection afforded the voter.

That was the statement of the governor at that time. TLet us
‘see how that election was held under the laws of which I com-
plain, and, I think, rightly. R

Mr. McLAURIN. Did I understand the gentleman to say that
that was the statement of the governor of South Carclina?.

Mr. LACEY. r Yes, sir. . .

Mr. MCLAURIN. I would like to say, in addition to that and
in explanation of it, that there is no Republican party in South
Curolinato-day, and that there has not been any for several years,
except just a few men hanging on to get the erumbs and the
droppings. There is not to-day, and there never has been for
ten years, any Republican party in South Carolina worthy of
the name, and there never will be again.

. Mr.LACEY, Now, my friend takes the good out of all that
his colleague has said. His colleague told us that they had
kindly given us a Republican Congressman, and a black Repub-
lican at that, and he wanted to know if my friends had done as
well; but now the other gentleman from South Carolina [Mr.
McLAURIN] tells us there 1s o Republican party there at all,so
I suppose that the gentleman [Mr. MURRAY] who is here claim-
ing to represent the Republican party of South Carolina and
8,000,000 negroes in the United States, does not represent any-
body, but is here by sufferance.
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Mr. MCLAURIN. We gave the election, not to a Repub-
lican or a Democrat, but to the man who got the majority of the
votes and was fairly elected.

Mr.LACEY. Woell,thatwasright; butis Mr. MURRAYa Dem-
ocrat or a Republican?

Mr. MOLAURIN. Mr. MURRAY is a South Carolina Repub-
lican, but he comes here and votes on financial questions, be it
Baid to his eternal honor, with the ‘Democrats, because the in-
tereslts of his people are identical with theinterests of the white
peopile.

Mr.LACEY. Withthe Administration Democrats or with the
anti-Administration Democrats? [Laughter.]

Mr. MCLAURIN. The anti-Administration Democrats: cut
such a small figurein South Carolina that theyare hardly worth
talking about.

‘Mr. GEAR. They are batter reprecsented on this floor.
[Laughter.]

Mr. LACEY:. Mr.Speaker,Ihavebeen warned thatIhave but
an hour,and I hope that if my friends do feel constrained tointer-
rupt me at all they will not tako u%much of my time. I wishnow
to follow up thiselectionalittle. The governor of South Carolina
said that there was no Republican party in that State, and he is
corroborated by my friend from South-Carolina {Mr. MCLAURIN],
who seems to renresent the Democratic party there.

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I would like to say to my
friend that Scuth Carolina is able to take care of itself———o

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield?

Mr. LACEY. No,sir; I donot. I do not decline to yield for
a question, but not to a mere interruption or interjection, as I
do not wish to have my time frittered away in thdt manner.
Now, let us look at this election, conducted under those *‘ wise
laws” which the governor of South Carolina deseribes, and let
us see whether there is any oceasion for a Federal law to protect
the voters. Under the election law of South Carolina a screen
has to be erected in front of the voting place and only one man
is permitted to go in at a time. The governor does not appoint
judges of election except on one side. All are of his own party.
He does not recognize the other side, so that when the voter
goes in there he and the Democratic judges and the Almighty
are alone. [Laughter.]

In one of the towns of this district-the colored brethren, be-
lieving that they belonged to the Republican party, organized a
‘* conspiracy ” against the South Carolina election laws. One of
them who could read went in to inspect the two ballot boxes
when he cast his vote. While he was in there, being able to
read, he found thatthe right-hand box was the Presidential box,
and on the left hand was the Congressional box, and when he
came out he formed a line of the colored voters who could not
read, Another one of them climbed a tree outside, where he
could look over the screen of boards. . .

The first man went in with his tickets, and he put his Presi-
dential ticket in the right-hand box, and his Congressional
tickot in the left-hand box, and so they went on in suecession,
Well after awhile, as the procession moved on, the judges of
election made the discovery that a *fraud” was being perpe-
trated and that the tickets were actually all going into the proper
boxes; so they shifted the ballot boxes, and then the man who
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had climbed the tree to see what a South Carolina election would
look like to a man up a tree [laughter], shouted out: ** Change
dem tickets, de boxes is shifted!” And the voters changed thz
tickets, and they went right along, putting the right-hand ticket
in the right-hand box and the left-hand ticket in the left-hand
box, and the fraud against the election laws of the grand old
Palmetto State continued. The country was in great danger.

Now, what did the judges of election do? They could tolerate
no such outrage as this. They sent for the sheriff,and directed
him to call upon the man to come down out of the tree; but Zac-
cheus would not come down, and therefore the sheriff climbed
the tree and took him down, and the election, a “free and fair
election,” was finished. And yetmy friends say that theelection
laws of none of the States have been so framed as to accomplish
or encourage anything but honesty, purity, and uprightness!

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. T want tosayto my friend
that in our State any man who has a registration ticket, whether
he be white or colored, can vote, and I deny the general tenor
of the pentleman’s assertions, and I would like to have the proof.

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I am very glad that the gentle-
man confines his denial to the general tenor of my remarks in-
stead of denying the facts. I am responsible for the tenor of
the remarks, and the facts speak for themselves. Now, in the
language of the gentleman from Alabama, isthere any necessity
there for a law that will punish false counting or ballot-box
stuffing? When that election closed that evening Miller had
1,300 tickets in the Presidential box, and they were thrown out,
and his opponent got the certiticate of election, He was un-
seated. In the last Congress the same game was played, and
the contestant of the election was not even permitted to have his
case heard in this House. The report involving the right to
true representation of the people of the most  populous district
in South Carolina was not considered in the House, and the
right of those people to representation went over at the end of
the session as unfinished business. .

‘Why this is too serious for a comedy; yet some one of the dis-
tinguished gentlemen who are engaged in preparing works.of
that kind might take one of these elections as the subject of a
new comicopera. I think thatone of these men climbing a tree
and watching the election carried on below would bring down
the house.

Mr. TALBERT of South Carlonia. The gentleman makes a
gtatement of which we call upon him to produce the proof; we,

eny it.

Mr. LACEY. I only allude to this case because——

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I believe I shall
bhave to object to the gentleman from Iowa any longer interrupt-
ing the gentleman from South Carolia. [Laughter.]

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa, as the Chair
understood, yielded.

Mr.LACEY. Yes,sir,I ylelded. I likemy{riend from South
Carolina. He always looks so good-natured I can not refuse to
consent to an interruption from him.

But I willi pass now from South Carolina. In selecting that
State I did not intend to make any invidious distinction as,
against any other not less ingenious localities in which similar
elec.ion laws have been invented.
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Iknow, Mr. Spaaker, that the managementof elections in these
States will make no differénce to the party to which I belong.
‘We have one member from South/Carolina and he is a spared
‘‘monument of mercy.” He is the sole representative of 8,000,
000 people. There is no longer anyexcuse for these laws in the
South. My friends, you have 22,000,000 people in the Southern
States, 6,000,000 bla,cf{, 16,000,000 white; I admire the courage, I
admire the brains, I admire the endurance of the Southern people
and Ithink too much of them to belive that the 16,000,000 whites
of the South run any risk of being ‘‘dominated” by the 6,000,000
of the negrorace living among them. It malkes nodifference to
the Republican party, because the South is gone, so far as weare
concerned. )

The gentleman from Kentucky yesterday said he had witnessed
the breaking up of the great Democratic party at Charleston, and
he wanted to live long enough to see the Republican party go the
same way. I hope not, becanse that breaking up at Charleston
was a bloody dissolution. That party pulled the ruins of the na-
tional temple downaround themand involved the country in fear-
ful calamity. The Republican party isa national party. Thoigh
gentlemen may say it is not, it is the only national party. Itis
the only party that works for the interest of every part of this
country. .

In the South, which the gentleman from Kentucky spoke of yes-
terday so feelingly—in the South the work of the Republican

arty has been shown by the very census reports that he read.

e tells us that in 1860 there were $5,000,000,000 of assessed prop-
erty in the Southern States, and that in 1890 there were only
$5,500,000,000. He neglects to tell you that in 1860 the slaves
were assessed, and that item is now stricken from the assessment
roll. He ignores the vast destruction of the war. He neglects
to call your attention to the fact that within the last ten years,
from 1880 to 1890, at all times, under wise Republican laws, a
part of the time it is true administered by a Democratic Presi-
dent, the great Southern States huve incraased their assessment
over $2,000,000,000. They have overcome the loss of their slaves;
they have overcome the destruction of their property; and At-
lanta and Birmingham and many other cities of the South have
risen up under the wise and beneticent laws enacted by the Re-
publican party. Protectionis doing its good work in the South as.
well as the North. The forge and the spindle have gone South.

I was interested in observing that a committae from the State
of Georgia—irom the city of Atlanta, that queen of the South—
appeared recently before the Committee on Ways and Means,
asking that dangerous committee to spare the industries of At-
lanta and Birmingham. And I was interested in seeing a free-
trade Democrat from the State of my own birth —the governor
of West Virginia, who was elected upon the free-trade platform—
come before the Committee on Ways and Means, asking them to
spare the coul miners of West Virginia, to spare the iroh indus-
tries of West Virginina, to spare the industries represented by
my iriend from the Wheeling district, and to allow them to
prosper under Democratic rule as they have prospered in Repub-
lican times in the past: and his request, as I understand, was ac-
companied with a threat that the grand young State of West
Virginia would not silently submit to the destruction of her in-
dustries.
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Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. May I interrupt the
gentleman? :

Mr. LACEY. I am not atticking my friend's State, and I
must decline to yield.

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. All right.

Mr. LACEY. It is my State as well as his; and I have the
right to speak of her. When my friend from South Carolina
interrupts in regard to a matter atfecting laws of his State I am
glad to yiéld; I would be still. more glad to hear him say that he
would fuvor the repeal of those laws.

Now, whatotherlocalities are there where these laws are nec-
essury? My friend from Illinois [Mr. BLACK], a gentleman who
does not represent a special district of his State, but is Con-
gressman-at-large, tells us that the Federal law was put into
force last year in the city of Chicago,and that ‘ Black Jack Yat-
taw’s bum boat ’ was polled for inspectors and for marshals. Now,
you do not go to Democratic head%uarters for Republican mar-
shals; yet he tells us that marshals were drawn from ‘‘ Black
Jack Yattaw's,” the Democratic headquarters of the lake front
breakwuter.

Is there in the city of New York any reason for this law? Is
there in any State any reason why the law against crimes at
elections should be repealed? Isthereany reason why the law as
to supervicors should be repealed so far as the city of New York
is conecerned? -The silver-tongued gentleman from New York
[Mr. FELLOWS], whom I do not now see in his seat—we do not
often see these New Yorkers, except when they come down here
to vote on a silver bill, or to vote on taking up an election bill-~
the gentleman told us the other evening that if this election law
was repealed- the Democratic majority of 76,000 in the city of
New York would be increased to 90,000; and I do not know but
that he rather held out the hope that it might go to a hundred
thousand if necessary in order to overcome the vote in the dis-
tricts farther north. P

Mr. Speaker, this statement of the gentleman was not re-

ceived with indignation on the Democratic side.. This state-
ment that if the Federal election laws punishing e¢rimes in New
York Cityshould be repealed, the Democratic vote in that city.
would be increased to the extent of 24,000 was not received with
a storm of hisses upon the Democratic side of the House. My
Democratic friends you ean not afford tolisten in silence tosuch
language from your own side. You-have been in the minority
‘a long time; but you are now in power; you have a character to
preserve; you have a character to make. You represent, or
claim to ropresent the people of the United States; and the
things you could support in your feeble minority;: the things you.
could do when you were out of power, you should not think of
doing now when you are clothed with the responsibility of the:
administration of the Government of 67,000,000 of freemen. You
should risa to the dignity of the grea} trust with which your
party has been honored. You can not afford thus openly to
espouse the cause of crime and to efface from the stitutes the
terrors of punishment which alone deter so many men from evil
doing. You can not afford to give this public notice that you
are unworthy of trust and confidence.’

And, Mr. Speaker, you can not afford to repeal these laws in
order to strengthen the already too strong hand of Tammany.
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Tammany is swallowing up the Democratic party. I am re-
minded of a campaign story of a few years ago, which was told
in my own State, that fits thecaseexactly. An Englishmanhad
gone hunting into the wilds of India, and the uews came that he
had been killed and that his body was on its way home. His
friends went to the landing and took the remains—the coffin—
out of the vessel when it reached Liverpool, but upon opening
it they could find nothing in it except the unbalmed body of a
tiger with a bullet hole through it. They immediately tele-
graphed to Calcutta, ‘““Whore is George? There is nothing in
the box but a tiger.” The answer came back, ‘“George inside
tiger.” [Laughter.]

And that is thesituation of the Democracy of the South here
to-day. They are inside the Democratic tiger—the tiger that
was carried last March in the procession. Don't you remember
it, gentiemen, how it was carried in trinmph down the avenue?
That tiger has swallowed up the Southern Democrucy, and it is
now necessary to bring forward the repeal of the election laws
to bring up something new to offer to the Southern contingent
so as to get them again in line in order that the election bills
may be repealed and that the State of New York may have its
majority in the city increased by 24,000. With this addition to
their majority they can dictate to the party at all the coming
national conventions. New-York will then be theirs in fee.
simple. .

It is no reflection upon the city of New York to say that strict
law is needed there. A city with 76,000 majority of honest vot-
ers—and let us concede them to be honest—is in no danger of
being overawed by the minority. If they have 76,0000f an actual
majority,with the judges of election, with the judges of the court,
with the jurors drawn by the local authorities;is it likely that
the Tammany tiger will allow any of his cubs to go toSing Sing?
Is it likely that Tammany will permit any of its voiers, its re-
‘peaters, who operate on the same day in New Jersey on one side
and New York on the other, to be convicted? :

But there is a wholesome fear of the Federal courts. You have

seen many cases where rioters have stopped railway trains, but
when they found that the United States mail was on board they
have withdrawn and allowed the train to proceed om its unob--
structed way. Why? Simply b:cause they feared the Federal
courts; because they feared the law that was administered in
justice, and in justice only, by the purest judiciary that the world
has ever seen, a judiciary elevated above and beyond all local
and political influences.
., Gentlemen of the Democracy, Judge Jackson, the judge of your
own choiee, nominated by President Cleveland, promoted by
President Harrison, instructed the grand jury at Memphis to
look into election frauds, and when they were brought before
him in the form of an indictment and the election officers who
were alleged to be guilty were put on trial, he instructed the
jury earnestly and fearlessly. And so the Federal judges in all
cases have done. They are removed beyond all party politics.
and will enforce the law of the land. They do not hold their
offices through the favor of the prisoners in the dock,

And why should these particular laws for the punishment of
crime be repealed? They say that they are taking away the
rightful power of the States; that they are destroying confidence
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in the loc1l administration of governmental atfairs. If there is
a reason for confidence always, is there not always some good
reason for 1ick of eonfidence® Repeal these laws, says the gen-
tleman from Virginiy,and put these men on their honor, ahd we
willi have good times again. Ths gentleman from Kentucky
[Mr. BREOKINRIDGE] 81ys, remove from the great cities the laws
that interfere in election—the Feleral laws that protect elec-
tions, and the millenium will come. To put eriminals upon
their honor is too visionary a scheme for practical legislation.
Ah, my friend, it would ba simply loosing the enemy that has
becn chainaed, to tike away the last vestige of control from the
hinds of the General Government in the city of New York, and
turn it over to tholocal society thit has its foot on all the in-
dustries of that eity.

But the gentlemun from Illinois t:lls us that a million and a
quarter of votes were recorded in the last election in favor of the
repe.l of these laws,

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Isiid a million and a quarter ma-
jority.

Mr. LACEY. A million and a quarter majority. That the
Populists of the South voted with the Democracy of the South for
therepeal of those stitates. I call theattention of the gentleman
to the fact that the Chicago platform did not pledge the party to
their repeil. Nothing of the kini. There was denunciation of
the force bill. but you did not dare to write in your platform the
proposition th it you would repeal the laws for the punishment
of bribery at eleciions.

I imagine the platform of your pirty, written as it ought to
be in order to sustain the -action of this House, would recite
so nething like this: ** That we. the Damocratic party. in con-
vention assembled, denounce all laws, all Federal laws, that pro-
vide for the purity of elections as unconstitutional and void. We
favor the repeal of every law that prevents any man from stuff-
ing the ballot box. We favor the repeal of every law which pre-
veats any man {rom repeating his vote, from accepting a bribe
at elections, or from giving a bribe."”

Cou'd you have gone to the people on such a platform as that?
On the contrary, you simply went on to denounce the Lodge
bill, the great. voluminous document that you could hold up
before an audience and could say anything was in it that you
wished to. Nobody could contradict it, because they would not
huve an opportunity to examine it. My friend from Massachu-
setts made the mistake of making a bill of one hundred and some
odd pages, which any man could get up and hold in his hand,
while miking a speech, and shaka ittefore theaudience anl say
thitanything he chose was in it, and noody was able to tell the
difference.

No one had time to go through its details and find out how
false the charges were against that blll. But youa would not
have dared to go before the Americin pe )ple and say you w.nted
to repeal the laws that sert Sim Coy to the penitentiary. You
would not hive d.red to go before the American people and say
you wanted to repe1l the 1aws which punished these offenses by
proszcution in the Federal courts.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am admonished that my t'me is drawing
to a close. ILet me say that, as far as the Republican party is
concerned, the administration of this law for the nextfour years
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is to be in the hands of the Democracy, We would rather trust
them nationally than trust them locally. We all recognize the
fact that there are plague spots in this country. The chuiplain
in the early part of the present ssssion prayed for relief against
tne great cities and asked the Almighty to purify them. The
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] yesterday told
us that the right way to purify them was to withdraw from
them the protection of Federal legislation. The c¢haplain also
prayed for help from on high to prevent our young farmsrsfrom
going to the great city of New York. He was afraid it would
spoil the farmers. It no doubt does spoil many of them, bat itis
the salvation of New York.

Now, if I remember right, it was the proud boast of the pres-
ent governor of New York that he had a stone bruise on his
heel when he went down to the city of Now York, a young lad
from the country, and started his life in that city. It is this
honest yeomanry from the-country that purifies and upholds a
greit city. Were it not for the recruits that come from such a
source the sinks of iniquity from which these vast majo:itics
are drawn, in which these repeaters are housed, would become
almost uninhabitible. And when you tike away from those
locMities the wholesome fear of gome pover that they can not
control at the next cuucus, some power that they can not control
at the next election, you take away from thom th3 only protec-
tion that there is to an honest billot in the great cities.

And Chicago is ripidly coming forward to a position where
the same condition of things tvill be seen as isseen in New York.

"When the telegraph wire-sends out the news that the majority
below the Hariem River is so much, then we begin to count how
many of the honest yeomanry in the back districts will be dis-
franchised bly; the votes of the Buxter street repeaters. In the
future I look forward with trepidation to the condition of my
friend’s city of Chicago. The word will come that above the
Calumet River the majority is so much, and it will take so much
south of the river and elsewhere in the State of Illinois to
change the result. That condition o! things is coming, because
when you crowd people tozether in a greit city orime stalks
abroad; and it is no discradit to say of Chicigo that she is like
London in her wickedness as well as in her magnitude and her
enterprise. It is no discredit to the city of Chicigoto help pro-
tect her and her local authorities in the administration of the
good and wholesome laws of the State of Illinois upon the ques-
tion of the purity of elsctions.

Mr, BLACK of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me to in-
terrupt him?® Does not the gentiem an honestly believe that if the
city of Chicago can conductacleanelection without outside help,
she should ba allowed to do so?

Mr. LACEY. Why, certainly; there is no doubt about that.

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Tht is all.

Mr. LACEY. But, my friend, if she is trying to conduct an
honest election, if her policemen are trying to enforce the laws,
it will not hurt them to have a little outside help.

Mr. BLACK o? Illinois. I beg to suy to the gentleman in re-
ply to that suggestion that she not only is trying to do it, but is
succeading so well that there wasbutone contest instituted within
her borders, and that was institutzd be’ore the tribunal appointed
by the State laws and sitisfactorily adjusted.
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Mr. LACEY. My friend forgets that the great metropolis of
the West has had her new-born honors lately thrust upon her.
She haslately b>eome the Columbian city, and she is filled with
the people who have come in from the surrounding co intry and
from the small towns. She has not yet come to such a condi-
tion and she has not yet such a class of population as will ulti-
mately congest in her worst quarters. She hasenough of them,
God knows; but the number will be increased, and it is a matter
o the gravest moment to look upon the increase of crime and of
thz criminal classes in the cities. My friend forgets the Hay-
market missacre. He forgets that Chicago is at least a good
second to.the city of New York in crime,asshe is perhapsa good
first in ent :rprise.

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield for one mo-
ment further? Does the gentleman not remember that the of-
fenses of which he spoke were taken cognizance of by the State
tribunals?

Mr. LACEY. Yes, and a Democratic governor pardoned the
men after they were convicted. [Applause on the Republican
side.] That was one of the results of last fall’s election.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will my friend allow me right at
this point tos1y—

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MALLORY in the chair).
The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. LACEY. My time hasexpired?

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. If the gentlemin desires a few mo-
ments longer, considering the interruptions he has had, I think
he ought to have them.

Mr. LACEY. I would like to have a little more time. I
would like to have five minutes.

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that the
geontleman's timo be extended five minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr.LACEY. Now, gentlemen—

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I dislike to trespass on my friend
from Iowa, but I desire to call att :ntion to the fict that in 1838,
at a general election at which m2mbersof Congress were elecied,
a Demociatic leader, with other Domocratic leaders (and I have
in my mind My. Mackin, in the city of Chicago), abstracted bal-
lots from the ballot box, put in other ballots in their places,
committed parjury and forgary, and undzr the operation o? these
Federal election laws detection was had and that crime was ren-
d:red futile, and one of the men who was sought to b> thus
elected did not take his place in the senate of the State of Illi-
nois, and upon the vote of tha senator from that distriet turned
the election of a United Stites Senator, and in consequence of
such detection that Democratic leader, Mr, Mackin, was in-
dict»d, tried, and sent to the penitentiary. [Applause onthe Re-
publican side.]

Mr. HENDERSON of lowa. By whom?

Mr. DOCKERY (to Mr. CANNON of Illinois). Answer that
question,

Mr. LACEY. That was done by the judges of his own potiti-
cal faith.

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me now?

Mr. LACEY. Ihave onlya few minutes left.

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I got you the five minutes.
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Mr. KYLE. We will give you more time.

Mr. BLACK of lllinois. Yield me half a minute.

Mr. LACEY. Very well.

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. The porson referred to in the inter-
ruption by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] was con-
victed and sentenced to the State penitentiry by State authori-
ties, and every contest there was properly corrected and deter-
mined by the State authorities, and all the punishment was
inflicted under Stite law by State authorities.

Mr. GOLDZIER And by a Democratic judge.

Mr. LACEY. The fact that State laws are invoked, and suc-
cessfully invoked, does not militate against the proposition that
there should be laws that can be enforcad in these localitiesth.t
are beyond the law, above the law, or below it.

Now; Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, let me say that if this coun-
try’s Government is ever overthrown,if our liberties ure ever
lost, they will be lost by the corruption of the great cities. The
wicked people are numsrous enough, they have power enough
alpeady. Take away the restraininglawsani leteach scoundrel
magnify hims2lf to a dozen or more by casting as muny votes us
he pleases and genuine clections will ceise and thenation will ba
ready for its overthrow. Our liberties, if lost, will bs lost by
fraudulent repating, fraudulent voting in the city of New York
and other great cities; and it is to the intarest of every man who
loves his country to sustain these laws that protect the purity of
the ballot boxes in those cities. So far as Republicans ave con-
cerned that is all that affects them. They want fair electionsin
those localities; and there is no pretenss that these laws canpre-
Yent fair elections from being held.

We not only want fair elections, but we want an honest count;
and you, gentlemen of the Democratic party. wh2n you come to
pass this bill, when you who were elected upoa an issue of ‘*anti-
force bill” come to pass a bill wiping from the stitut: books all
punishments of crime ugainst elections, you will be confronted
with & proposition that willbe anugly one to meeton th: stump.
You will have to vote “‘aye” or “n.y’ upon e ch of the amend-
ments as to whether you will sustain bribory, intimidation, re-
peating, or any of the otenses that are mad> punishable by eich
section of the Federal law that you sezk to repeal.

Yourcommittee has gone too far. Tamm iny has taken control
of your committee; and whiist in the South all that you want i3
to get rid of the Federul supervisors. in the great city of New
York all they want is to got rid of the punishmant of crime.
They want,to take away that restriction which prevents a man
from going from ward to ward to vote, voting eurly and often,
coming out of a house where there are 300 families in u singie
building and going at night acrozs to Jersey City and escape all
punishment. They want to have the laws that prevent this re-
pealed. 1f they are in favor of honest elections why not let at
least this part of the laws remain upon the statute books. - Why
not, gentlemen of the Democratic party, vote at leist that way
upon the guestion of the amendments that will strike out from
the bill the sections to which I have referred?

1 thank the House for th: cou:tesy of extending my time,
[Loud applause on the Republican side.]
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