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g “efforis toward establishing the
broponition that a Constitutional Con-
Sention possesses  sovereign  powers,
B mited only by the Constitutiom of the
i nited States, and that there is no
Hawer in Virginia to be found—in the
Sirginia Constitution, in the Legisia-
“$are, in the judiciary or in the execu-
Hye—that §8 not subject to the sov-
Hipn powers of this Constitution.
S 1 quoted a number of authorities to
Sfustain this position, and I wish to
“3ay that in the original Conventions
‘2413 in the various States we find pre-
sdents for ordaining a Constitution by
Convention without submission to
he people, which could nor have been
“*afidly done, unless the Conventions
Shere sovereign.

Jt is said, however, thal these Con;
“Fentions are revolutionary, but T fail
#o perceive the difference between
the Convention of 1776, held in this
i tate, and the Convention that is now
2% session. The Convention 01'_ 1776
§ ossessed sovercign powers and it was
the exercise of sovereignty tha't it
and proclaimed its Constitu-
|$ion without submitting it to the peo-
43)a. The only difference is that the
#honvention of 1776 was held prior to the
doption of the Federal Constitution,
nd was not limited thereby;- \\;hne
his Convention is limited by the Con-
ttotion of the United States. Sov-
reignty controlied and direc}fd the ef-
Hiorts of the Convention of 1776, and in
éﬁw humble judgment controls this. A
%bonvention that has the power to pro- |

ton to the people is undoubtedly sov-

dbreign. No gr r power c¢an !L exert,
ind only sovereigniy can do it. _’I‘hu

{federal Constitution was proclaimed

tik4thout cubmission to the people for
pproval. nd who will say 'Ih:n that

#lreat instrument is not valid? '\nd it

Tmav be amended without submission
a the people.

I wish to read what Mr." Tucker, in
48is work on Constitution, has to
'x\ I read from Volumie 1, page 69:
“It may be stated, however, as a
that all the Constitutions of the
al Sates were ordained by Con-
without a submission of the
so framed to a popular

ation. The deliberative
atives elected by the
hody politic w thought to have the
fianection of the latter without a sul_use-
Linent yoite. And this was unquestion-
Fb.‘y the
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neral view of all the States
fvhen, in the Federal Convention which
fiomposed the Contitution in 1787, their
{lonsummate act was submitted for rat-
fication tq each State through its sep-
irate Contention, without any subse-
tuent sanction by the popular vote of

e people. The amendments to the
Monstitution of the United States are
o be : ted by the Legislatures or

ironventions of the several States, with-
4ut the necessity of submission to a
sopular vote.

# “During the last half cenfury or more
L has b the usual practice for the

IPonvention to frame the Constitution
nd then submit it to a popular vote
or final rati ; but this practice
jizs had except ind it may be
iated that the validity of a Consti-
ion will not be held to depend upon its
ipal rafification by popular vote.”

' This author says substantially the
‘ame thing in another place. In the
tase of Willlams vs. Mississippi, 170 U.

2., where the Constitution of the State
Bf s ippi as passed upon, the
Fi)‘eslhtm was distinety raised that the

Jonstitution was invalid and void be-
rause it had not been submitted to the
pecple for ratification. The court did
0t discuss that point, but it held the
nsirument to be valld and the effect
vas to hold that a reference of the
‘'onstitution to the people was not es-
jential to its wvalidity, This decision
rtifies the ¢laim that a Constitutional
convention is a sovereign.
: Let us now see how the oath pre-
feribed affects us; what bearing it will
2ave upon this Convention if we take
{. A member taking it will swear that
ite will support and maintain the Con-
titution-and laws of the State of Vir-
inja. This oath in its very nature is
estrictive upon the sovereignty of this
Ponvention. But {he sovereignty of
+his Convention is greater than the
Ponstituticn; and, herefore, the Consti-
ution cannot by the requirement of
he administration of an oath to the
jrembers of his Cpnvention limit the
owers of the Convention. Should we
ermit it, we will betray the high trost!
posed on us. 5 :
] the Constitution there is a
ffrovision very objectionable. 1t pro-
iides In sybstance that the succeeding
ionvention shall not, by amendment
(¥ revision, deny or impair the right
{ suffrage or any civil or political right
&5 conferred by this Constitution.
Ihould we take the oath we would
ifwear that we will obey, maintain and |
gupport this provision. Who wants to
0 that? Who wants to be restricted
that way? .
i Some one has said that this pro-
iFision is a nullity and in swearing to
upport and maintain it, and the oath
shas no binding effect.
i# I will read what Mr. Tucker, in his
tvork on  Constitutional JIaw, says
bout the binding effect of an oath
hen taken to support a written Con-
gtitution. I do not think it will be in
he power of delegates taking that oath
30 absolve himself from the obligation.
isisten 1o what Mr. Tucker says:
# “In these American States the his-
dory and usage for more than a cen-
fury has settled that the structure of
#Fovernment and the definition of its
@owers by the body politic should be
grescribed in a written Constitution,
#Zeaving no honest pretext for trans-
#ending the bounds fixed thereby, in
he uncertainty of near historic prece-
fents and customs. Sworn -to obey
at written Constitution, the officer
#ho violates it must stand convicted
P 2 perjured usurpation of authority.”
# Who is willing to perjure himself?
0 will swear that he will do one
ghing and then do another. I tell yvou
#very honest man who would take the
th mentioned, would feel himself
pound by it. It would be a limitation
d a very serious one uponsthis Con-
Fention.
4t But that is not all, sir. That oath
rould- compel the delegate taking it to
gupport and maintain not only the
deonsttution, but the laws of the State
®f Virginia. Mark vou, the laws of
Jihe,. State of Virginia!
il The idea of this sovereign body obey-
#ng the laws of the lLegislature, the
presteure of this body! I.ast winter
¢ Legjslature enacted a_law provid-
g for the election of delegates 10" this
nvention. It also provided that ‘the
onstitution that we should make
khould be submitted to the people.
§ Now, =ir, this Constitution with sov-
dgrelgn powers may either ordain the
onstitution without submission to the
deople, or it may submit it for ratifica-
$108 to the voters qualified thereunder,
br 1t may submit it for ratification to
she old eclectorate. But if the oath
HEhould be taken we will be compelled
fihereby 10 submit the Constitution to
he-qualified voters for approval. But
overeignty would be limited to that
€nt. And if the act of the Legisla-
ure mexntioned, means that the new
onstitution shall be submitted to the
resent electorate, then we would not
reason of the oath be permitted to
ibrait the Constitution to the voters
alified under the new Constitution.
ou percelve how the Legislature, a
bordmate body; the child of the Con-
non, would tié our hands should
take the oath. It cannot be done.
W6 are soverelgn, 1 repeaf, sir, we
> above all other POWers save the
retitution of the United States. Sov-
eignty! What is §t2. Mr.  Justice
\tthews, in Yick Wo vs. Hopkins, 118
8., says: “Sovereignty iisel? s, of
BE, Not subject to law, for it is the
pithor and source of law.”
. We take this oath, we bind our-
20 do what the Underwood Con-
1 2 ;:g its ?Jns%tuuon would have
Py We ourselves do what the Legis-
wenld have us do. This wenid

i%lsim its Constitution without submis- | se;
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be Incompatible with and destructive
of ‘sovereignty itseif, and with it must
£0 human liberty. (Applause.)

Mi. Davis: Mr. President and gen-
tlemen of the Convention, I am in fa-
vor of the Convention taking the oath,
but in support of my view I will not
address myself to the legal questions
involved, inasmuch as they have been
so ably and so fully argued on my side
by the gentlemen from Norfolk and
Pulaski. Nor shall I attempt to answer
the legal arguments in support of not
taking this oath advanced by the dis-
tinguished and eloquent gentlemen
from Campbell, Augusta, Chesterfield
and Petersburg. d

Mr. President, while the legal rea-
sons presented are strong and irresisti-
ble, as it seems to me, on the part of
those gentlemen who think as I think,
that the Convention ought to take this
oath, vet there is another reason, wHhich
has not been e¢mphasized by the gen-
tiemen who have thus far participated
in the debate, why the Convention
should take the oath.

It has been said, and well said, that
the work which the Convention is to
do iz a serious work. It is an im-
portant work. It is a patriotic duty.
Looking at it thus, [ cannot under-
stand why the members of this Cox}-
vention, before engaging upon this
work should object to taking an oath
to conscientiously and faithfully per-
form this great duty. We promised and

{ we told our constituents in making the

canvass, when we desired to oOccupy
upon the floor of this Conven-
. that the drafting of a new Con-
stitution was a great, patriotic, impor-
tant and serious matter. Therefore,
the people of Virginia will not be able

‘to understand why at the very outsel

of this great work the Convention re-
fuses to say it will do this work seri-
ously and conscientiously.

It is in this spirit that I would take
the oath. The distinguished genfleman
from Petersburg—and I refer to him
with high regard and great deference,
both on account of his great speech
made to-day on the opposite  side of
the question, and on account of his
fine record as a public official in this
State—said that he imbibed the prin-
ciple of not taking the dJdath at his
mother’'s knee. I likewise imbibed the
principle that this Convention should
take the oath not from legal writers or
text books, but’at a mother’s knee.

I am sorry that the sad days of re-
construction have figured so largely in
the discussion of this subject. We are
living not in the sad past. We are liv-
ing in the present, and this Conven-
tion is to make a Constitution for the
people of Virginia as concerns the
future. The supreme duty of the hour
is our present duty, and that duty, as
I conceive it, is that this Convention
ought, before proceeding 1o do this
serious work, to take upon itself and
subscribe 1o the oath to do it con-
scientiously and seriously, a duty which
has been hanging over us since the
12th day of June.

Mr. President, Virginia and Virgin-
ians should look to the futiure. This
Convention should rise above sectional
strife, should rise above the slime and
degradation of modern day politics
and should frame a Constitution not
from the sentiments of the sad past,
but governed by the circumstances and
surroundings which confront us to-day.
The people of the South exhibited bold-
ness, patriotism and valor upon the
battlefield unegualled and unparelled in
history; and this Convention will not
find a heartier supporter looking to the
welfare of wounded and disabled Con-
federate soldiers than 1.

But 1 would turn from the sad days
of reconstruction to a more pleasing
picture. 1 would turn to a more re-
cent war, when Southern chivalry and
Southern valor tried to outstrip North-
ern patriotism and Northern boldness
upon the same battlefields, fighting
shoulder to shoulder, facing a common
enemy, marching to the beautiful
strains of Dixie under the same flag.

This Convention, Mr. President,

ought to take the oath, for the people
of Virginia do not look at this guestion
from a strict legal standpoint. It is a
question which cannot bhe solved by
legal writers or by references to legal
decisions. It is a question of conscience;
it is a question of duty which cannot
be wiped away even by the eloquence
of the most distinguished members of
this body: and I hope that the Con-
vention, before it proceeds to work,
will take upon itself the oath to sup-
port the Constitution of the TUnited
States and the Constitution of Vir-
ginia.
% Mr. R. Walton Moore: Mr, President,
I must apologize to the Convention for
asking any of its time. I am extreme-
ly reluctant to claim the Convention’s
courtesy; first, because, I know that
any one is at a great disadvantage in
following the gentleman who has ad-
dressed the Convention this morning,
and whose eloquence has so greatly
charmed us all; and, in the second
place, it is not a very agreeable task
for a man to announce that he has
changed his position to some extent
when the change may involve him in
the unpleasant criticism that he is en-
deaving to rank himself with the ma-
jority.

1t is perfectly obvious to me that the
Convention has already practically re-
solved against the resolution of. my
friend from Norfolk (Mr. Thom) and
that I may incur that sort of criticism
by proclaiming my purpose to vote
against the suggestion that we should
bind ourselves by the oath. As I said
to my friend from Augusta (Mr. Brax-
ton) yesterday, when I took the liberty
of propounding a question to him, I
have been seeking enightenment. Dur-
ing the course of this debate I have
examined the various issues that have
been presented as carefully as possible,
and 1 have reached the conclusion that
while so far-as I am concerned my
conscience would not be touched or
ccenstrained and I would be left perfect
freedom of action should 1 take this
oath, it is not legally essential to the
Convention that the oath should be
taken, and that I should not by my
vote force it upon any member of this

body who is reluctant to take it. (Ap-
plause.)
Now, in this discussion we have

wandered far afield, it seems to ra..
We have had remarkable propositicas
here that go to the point of radically
limiting the powers of a Constitutional
Convention. Some of those I Thave
never endorsed. Whatever may have
been my view on the day of the ses-
sion as to the expediency and safety of
binding ourselves by the oath, I have
never thought for one moment that
the terms of the Act of Congress re-
admitting the Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia into the sisterhpod of States
bound the people of Virginia in any
subsequent  action  that they might
take.. Why ,even the apostles of what
we call the higher law, men like Mr.
Hoar,” of Massachusetts, who dis-
cussed this subject when the Utah case
was under consideration in the Sen-
ate of the United States, have laid
down the doctrine that when a State
is admitted, or when a State is read-
mitted, it is admitted or readmitted
with ail the powers and charged with
all the duties and responsibilities that
were originally vested in and imposed
upon any of the original thirteen
States. To hold otherwise would be
to say that one State may differ from
another, as one star may differ from
another in glory. 'That is one proposi-
tion from which I dissent.

Another proposition from which I dis-
sent, which some gentlemen seem to
have put forward, is that the Gen-
eral Assembly has limited the scope of
our action. Like my distinguished
friend from Petersburg (Mr. Cameron),
1 personally may be bound by some
engagement that. I. may have made,
but I believe the law is that this Con-
vention is Bovereign, not only so far as
the Congress of the United States is
concerned, but so far as the General

Assembly Is ‘concerned; that we are
honnd only by the Constitution of tha

United States, which is the supreme
law for us all.
propositiongs. 2238 :

Now, it is said that e must take an
oath of office, and wherefore? No pre-
cedént has been produced In Virginia,
though we have looked diligently for
one. It is said, though, by my dis-
tinguished friend from Norfolk (Mr.
Thom) that we must take it because
the TUnderwood Cenvention’ believed,
and the Underwood Convention. un-
doubtedly did believe, that we were
officers, and sought to apply to us the
oath of office. =~

My view is that the Congress of the
United States cannot limit us; and that
the General Assembly cannot limit us.
My view equally is that no preceding
Constitutional Convention can limit us.

If the Underwood Convention had a
right to put upon us this paricular
oath, could it not have enlarged the
terms of the oath that it designed we
should take and bind us absolutely by
it? Could it not have said, for in-
stance, that when we came together
we should swear that we had never
borne arms against the Government of
the United States? Is there any provis-
ion that could not have been inserted in
the oath? And if this question be an-
swered in the affirmative, what be-
comes of the doctrine that one Con-
vention is not controlled by the action
of another preceding Convention?

My distinguished friend says it is his
contention that our hands are untied
after organization, but that we must
organize under the existing Constitu-
tion and bind ourselves by the oath it
contains. 1 cannot take that distinc-
tion. If we are here to act freely after
organization we are here to act freely
in organizing.

So I have-come to the belief that we
are not trammelled by any provision
whatever of the existing Constitution;
that when we were elected we became
forthwith an.inchoate Convention and
that when we assembled here we be-
came a Convention to all intents and
purposes representing the sovereignty
and carrying out the purposes of all
the people of this Commonwealth.

Mr. Daniel: Mr. President, I do not
wish ito interrupt the admirable: argu-
ment of my friend, but I would like to
ask him a question in illustration of
his own views.

Mr. R. Walton Moore: Certainly, sir.

Mr. Daniel: If the Underwood Con-
vention were in session after they had
themselves adopted this provision re-
quiring a future Convention to take an
oath, could they not' themselves have
repealed that before they adjourneg],
and when a Convention comes again
does it not take the place, just as if the
Convention had been in continuous ses-
sion, for it represents the people, who
are a continuous body?

Mr. 2. Walton Moore: TUndounbtedly
so; and the suggestion of the gentelman
from (C‘ampbell emphasizes in a better
way than was possible for me the
point I am urging. 5

It has been further stated by my
friend from Norflk that we are officers
because the Underwood Convention so
considered us, and that as officers this
oath is a condition precedent to our
action. Assuming for the sake of the
argument that we are officers and
should take the oath, is that step a
condition precedent to the validity of
our action?

Mr. President, T cannot find that the
taking of an oath is ever regarded as
a condition precdent to wvalid official
action unless the law providing the
oath expressly so decides.

Now, my friend, in support of the
proposition that the taking of the oath
of office is a condition precedent neces-
sary to the validity of our action, has
aquoted a number of Virginia cases.
They are cases that involve minor offi-
cials, of whom the Constitution says
they shall hold until their successors
qualify, and as to whom the statute
distinguishes by that failure to qual-
ify—i. e., take the oath, creates a va-
cancy. The court relied upon these
Constitutional and statutory provisions
which have no possible application to
members of this Convention.

There has been no declaration in the
Constitutional law and none in the
statute law that if we fail to take the
oath of office we vacate our offices,
or that we invalidate our proceedings
in any way whatever. I find the oath
a common requirement in Great Brit-
ain and in this country. I find hun-
dreds of vears back the courts of Eng-
land deciding that if an official failed
to take the rigid oath he was not
thereby disqualified to discharge the
duties of his place, and that his acts
were valid and must be upheld. I find
the same conclusion accepted with
great unanimity by the-courts of this
country.

So, Mr. President, not to occupy the
time of the Convention, I simply wish
in reference to my position on the first
day of the session to say that it seems
to me now, even thQugh you grant
that the Underwood Convention had the
right to prescribe an oath and to re-
quire us to take that oath, neverthe-
less, though to take it, our acts are
and will be valid and regular and
must be sustained by the political au-
thority and by the judicial authority
of the State and of the country. That
is the position upon which I rest.

I said upon the first day of the ses-
sion in the early stages of this debate
and without the opportunity for inves-
tigation that by failing to take the oath
of office we Imight invalidate our ac-
tion and involve ourselves ih litiga-
tion; that our conduct might be called
in question in the State and in the
Federal courts; but I have been unable
to find any authority for the proposi-
tion that the action of one official or a
body .of officials is invalid because he
or they have declined or refused or
failed to take the oath, in the absence
of an express provision that the taking
of the oath shall be an essential con-
dition precedent:

Mr. President, does anybody believe
that if the General Assembly of this
Commonwealth should convene here
and by some inadvertence its mem-
bers should omit to take the oath and
should proceed with legislation for
ninety days, its action would be in-
valid? There is no authority for that.
Does any one think that if the Governor
of this Commonwealth should come
into this chamber and deliver his in-
augural, address at the appointed time
and omit to take the oath of office, his
transactions would be invalid? Has it
ever been held by any court that any
body of men or any individuals acting
in a political capacity are ousted of
their power or weakened in the per-
formance of their duties because they
have failed to take an oath of of-
fice?

That was my friend's fundamental
proposition. That was the proposition
which I had doubts about. That was
the only proposition in regard to which
I had serious doubts. r

Now, Mr. President, not being.able
to discover that there is any risk at
all of the regularity or validity of
our action, not having any decubt
further than the action we take here
will be considered binding everywhere
and will be upheld everywhere. Rest-
ing upon that belief, then, even though
it may be and is my opinion that I
can take this oath and conscientiously
proceed to discharge my duties in ‘the
freeestand amplest manner, yet finding
that other gentlemen. entertain doubts
as to how far they.would be permitted
to go in case they should thus bind
themselves, T have come to the con-
clusion, and I rose only for the purpose
of so announcing, that I- will vote
against the resolution of my friend
from Norfolk. (Applause.) k

Mr: Wysor: Mr. President, of course
I do not know how it may read, but I
simply want to call on my friends. in
favor of taking the oath, to come for-
ward and confess their sins (Laugh-
ter.)' An honest confession is good for
the soul. It is said if you convince
Some men-against their will they -will
be of the same opinion still; but we
have no such men in this body. So if
there are any members who are . in
favor of taking the oath and who have
‘been converted, ‘I hope they will ot
hesitate to say so. %

‘While the lamp holds out to burn

The vilest sinner may return., . .
(Laughter, and cries of ‘‘Vote, 'vote.””)
The President: The question is on the

motion submitted ‘by the gentleman
fram Winchester and Frederick,  (Mr,

periiat 5

“So much for those two!

‘Harrison,) to. postpone indefinitely:the
resolution” of the gentleman from Nor-
folk : City, Mr. :Thom.)" = 2

“Mr. - Gillespie: Befor

is’ absent and -on leave.
sired to vote in favor of:sthe motion: to

against it, I agree to pair with ‘him
on that proposition.
The Presideht::
the gentleman’s pair. It will be in or-
der to announce pairs after the call of
the roll, if the roll is called. The ques-
is on the motion of the gentleman
from Frederick and W’lnchelstf.r to in-
efinitel ostpone the resolution.
g Mr. Hir?isor{): On that I call for the
as and nays.
yeThe veas and nays were ordered, and
having been taken, the result was an-
nounced, yeas 69, nays 14 as follows:
YIAS—Messrs. George K. Anderson,
W. A. Anderson, Ayers, Barbour, Bar-
ham, M. H. Bdrnes, Thomas H.
‘Barnes, Boaz, Bolen, Bouldin, Braxton,
Brown, Cameron, Chapman, Cobb, Cris-
mond, Daniel, Dunaway, Eggleston,
Epes, Fairfax, Fletcher, F¥lood, Gar-
nett, Gilmore, Glass, James W. Gordon,
R. L. Gordon, Green, Gregory, Han-
cock Hardy, Harrison, Hatton, Hunton,
Ingram, Claggett B. Jones, G. W. Jones,
Kendall, Lawson, Lovell, Marshall, Mc-
Tlwaine, Meredith, Miller, Moncure,
Moore, Mundy, Newton, O’Flaherty,
Orr, Parks, Pettit, Pollard, Quarles,
Richmond, Rives, Smith. Stuart, Tarry,
Thornton, Turnbull, Vincent, Walker,

Wescott, Willis, Wise, Woodhouse,
Yancey, Mr. President—69.
NAYS—Messrs. Brooke, Carter,

Davis, Gwyn, Hocker, Moore, Pedigo,

Phillips, Robertson, Suminers, Thom,
‘Waddill, Walter and Wysor—14.
Not voting: :
Messrs .Thomas H. Barnes, Blair,

Bristow, C. J. Campbell, P. W. Camp-
bell, Earman, Gillespie, B. T. Gordon,

Hamilton, Hubard, Xeezel, Lincoln,

Lindsay, Portlock, Stebbins, Watson

and Withers—I17. 3
So Mr. Thom’s resolution was in-

difinitely postponed.

The following pairs awere announced,
those first mentioned being paired in
the armative:

Mr. Stebbing with Mr. P. W. Camp-
bell.

Mr. B. T. with Mr. C..J.
Camphell

Mr. Withers with Mr. Blair.

Mr .Thomas H. Barnes with Mr. Port-
lock.

Mr. Watson with Mr. Gillespie.

Mr. Lindsay with Mr. Lincoln.

Mr .Harrison: I move to reconsider
the vote by which the resolution was
indefinitely postponed, and I hope the
motion will be voted down.

‘The President: The gentleman from
Frederick and Winchester moves to re-
consider the vote just taken by which
the resolution was indefinitely post-
poned. 5

The motion was rejected.

CAPITOL ELEVATOR.

Mr. Glass: I submit a resolution and
ask for its immediate consideration.-

The resolution was read as follows:

Resolved That the Register of the
Land Office be required to have the
elevator in the Capitol run in the after-
noon until 6 o’clock during the session
of the Convention and that Mr. Ed.
Williams, elevator man, and Mr. Dick
Richards, engineer, be allowed the sum
of $25 each, per month, for said extra
service. :

The President: The gentleman from
Lynchburg moves the immediate con-
sideration of the resolution just read.

The motion was agreed to, and the
Convention proceeded to consider the
resolution.

Mr. Turnbull: T should like to know
what salary these gentlemen get al-
ready in running the .elevator. I think
we ought to know how much they re-
ceive now.

‘Mr. Glass: I offered the resolution
at the request of a member of the Con-
vention who is on one of the important
committees. I understand that the in-
creased pay amounts to one-third of
the present salary of these employees.
As it is now, all committeemen who
have to atend committee meetings in
the aftermoon have to avalk up the
steps, and it is 2 very arduous labor. I
would not do it for the pen diem I get
here. I think we ought to be provid-
ed with at least the ordinary con-
veniences of such Conventions.

Mr. Turnbull: My view about it is
ithat these officers ought to be required
to discharge their duties at the com-
pensation they now receive. 'While we
are here as members of the Convention
I think we have a right to the use of
the elevator. Those who are now in
charge of it ought to perform that
duty; and I have no doubt they would
be glad to perform it. I move to strike
out all that part of the gentleman’s
resolution which allows extra compen-
sation to these parties. .

The President: The gentleman from
Brunswick moves to amend the resolu-
tion by striking out the extra compen-
sation provided for in it.

Mr. Daniel: I ask that the resolution
be read as proposed to be amended.

The Secretary read Lne resolution as
proposed to be amended as follows:

‘““Resolved, That the Register of the
Land Office be required to have the
elevator in the Capitol run in the after-
noon until 6 o’clock during the session
of the Convention.

QMr. Daniel: I ask how much these
gentlemen get now for their duties, and
I should like also to inquire if the eleva-
tor man is not a crippled soldier. I do
not know that he could perform the
duties for the time specified.

Mr. Glass: I will state in reply to the
inquiry that this is nothing at all un-
usual. During the sessions of the
Legislature it is frequently done. He
is a crippled soldier, and in my judg-
ment he ought to be paid for his extra
services. 7

Mr. Daniel: That is right.

Gordon

Mr. Hancock: Mr. President. the
Convention a few days ago passed
a  similar resolution when it al-

lowed Captain O’Bannon, the Public
Printer, $2 a day extra for the services

The regular duties of this elevator em-
ployee do not comprehend nwaiting upon
the members of the Convention. The
object of his employment in running
the elevator was not for the purpose of
conveying the delegates here from one
part of the building to another; his du-
ties were prescribed at the time, and
the idea in the mind of the legislators
or others who prescribed his duties was
that they should be .definite and dis-
tinct. 2

Now, if we impose upon him more
duties Involving onerous burdens and
other obligations, we ought to pay him
for it.He is a Confederate soldier, and
a magnificent, courteous gentleman;
and he is to wait upon the members of
the Convention. If we pay tHe Public
Printer $2 per day extra for the extra
service that is imposed.upon him, why
should we not pay this crippled Con-
federate soldier for this additional ser-
vice? I hope that the extra pay pro-
pesed will be accorded to him by the
Convention. !

Mr. Davis: Mr. President, T do mnot
See any necessity for making a distinc-
tion in this case. There are thousands
of Confederate soldiers in Virginia who
would be glad to get the job. I am op-
posed to the principle of supplementing
the regular compensation with extra
bay, and I hope the resolution will not
pass. : B

Mr. O’Flaherty: T should like to ask
the gentleman from ILynchburg how
much these employees now receive.
«Mr_ Glass: I am told that one re-
ceives $50 a month, and the other $40.

Mr.-O’Flaherty:  How much does the
elevator man get?

Mr. Glass: $50 per month. - >

Mr. O'Flaherty: ‘Then I am opposed
to increasing his salary. :

The President:  The question is on
agreeing to the amendment of the gen-
tleman from Brunswick, (Mr.. Turn-
bull)) | - o : N

Mr .Hatton: I move that the pend-
ing: propositoin be referred to the Com-
‘mittee on:Accounts and Expenditures
of the Convention. = = T

‘gee’ . the ne-

~Mr. ‘Turnbull: T do not

PR A )

taken, I desire to state that the gen- |
tleman from Nottoway, (Mr. Watson;) |

) Before ‘he'| '
left the city he said to me that he de-=7| ~

postpone, and as I intended to vote|

The record will show

which he is rendering this Convention. :
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cessity of sending it to the Committee
on Accounts and Expenditures, for cer-
tainly we understand the question now
as well as we will ever understand it,
and T think we ought to vote on it now.
So far as the $2 per day extra pay al-
lowed Mr. O’Bannon is concerned, if my
attention had been cailed to the fact
when it was ordered by the Convention
I should have voted against it.

Mr. Waddill: If the compensation of
these gentlemen was fixed without
reference to running the elevator in the
time required by the Convention, I do
not think the fact that the amount has]
been fixed should govern the Conven-
tion in the matter. If extra duties are
to be imposed upon them, let them have
extra compensation. It is a very small
sum, a mere bagatelle, and I hope it
will be thle pleasure of the convention
to give them extra pay.

Mr. Hatton: I made the motion be-
cause I did not understand the facts
relating to this matter, and I am not
prepared to vote on it. I do not un-
derstand what are the regular duties
of these employees, nor do I under-
stand the relation the extra pay will
bear to the regular salary, and for-that
reason I have moved to refer the reso-
lution to the Committee on Accounts
and Expenditures of the Convention.

The President: The question is on
the motion of the gentleman from
Portsmouth to refer the resolution to
the Committee on Accounts and Ex-
penditures.

The motion «was agreed to.

Mr. Quarles: I move that the con-
vention adjourn. -

The motion was agreed to; and (at
two o’clock and twenty minutes P. M)
the Convention adjourned until to-mor-
row, June 29, 1901, at twelve o’clock
Meridian. ;

0.
0

CENSUS BULLETIN OF II\"I‘EBE'ST.
) 1 %

Voting Illiterates in Alabama, Ar-
kansas, and Other States.
WASHINGTON, D. C., June 28.—The
Census Office to-day issued a bulletin
giving the numbers of persons of school

age, and males of militia age, and voting

age, for a group of States comprising
Alabama, Alaska, Arizona, Arkansas,
California, Colorado, and Connecticut.

It shows the number of persons of
school age, 5 to 20 years, inclusive, as fol-
lows: Alabama, 733,222; Alaska, 11,408;
Arizona, 38,868; Arkansas, 529,375 Cali-
fornia, 420,081; Colorado, 160,531; and Con-
necticut, 257,101,

The males of militia age are: Alabama,
328,949; Alaska, 19,703; Arizona, 34,231:
Arkansas, 250,380; California, 378,877; Colo-
rado, 142,136; Connecticut, 207,696.

The males of voting age are as follows:
Alabama, 413,862; Alaska, 37,946; Arizona,
44,081; Arkansas, 313,836; California, 544,087;
Colorado, 185,708; Connecticut, 280,340,

PERCENTAGE OF ILLITERATES.

The males of voting age, as a whole,
include only a very small percentage of
illiterates in California, Colorado. and
Connecticut, but in the remaining four
States and Territories, illiterate males of
voting age constitute from one fifth to
one third of the whole number—33.7 per
cent. in Alabama, 28.3 per cent. in Alaska,
23.9 per cent. in Arizona, and 20 per oeent.
in Arkansas. These large percentages are
due to the great number of illiterate per-
sons of negro descent in Alabama and
Arkansas, illiterate Chinese and Indians
in Alaska, and illiterate Indians and for-
eign. whites in Arizona.

The percentage of illiterates among the
native white males of native parentage
and of voting age is 14.2 for Alabama and
10.8 for Arkansas; and of illiterate foreign
whites, 30.9 for Arizona and 13.6 for Con-
necticut.

YTWO MURDERS BY A NEGRG. !

Latter Charged With Insulting
Lady.

PANTHER, W. VA. June 28.—Peter
Price, a negro, cornered in a house by a
determined band of infuriated citizens,
bent on meting out summary justice to
him, charged with insulting a lady, in
his desperate efforts to escape, cut and
killed George Hooks and F. M. McGran,
and seriously cut Charles Davis. The mur-
ders occurred at Iager, a small town~five
miles south of here.

Price, on seeing his pursuers, took re-
fuge in a sma4dll troom in the-rear of a
saloon. The mob battered down the
door, and as they entered the room Price
threw himself at them with the ferocily
of a tiger, and with a knife in each hand.
Hooks and McGran fell to the floor. Two
revolvers in the crowd were  discharged
at Price, inflicting’ but’ slight wounds.
With' one desperate swing of his knife
he laid open Davis's abdomen, and then
leaped from the window. He was. pur-
sued and captured. by officers, who hur-
riedly sent him to’'the jail ‘at Welch, to
avoid ‘the vengeance of the infuriated
populace. 7 RERL S
" ‘Hooks: and- McGran were hoth well-
lg;u;wn .‘citizens,  and indignation runs

Ehae s ar . : ) 2 :

NEW. YORK SUSPENDED BANK,

‘Connection
Sy ‘Failare. ' & By
NBEW YORK, June 28.—There was no
news to-day, in connection with the sus-
pension: of. ihe -Seventh National Bank.

No News in . With Tta

Don’t wait for an agent.
your address and-forward to

THE WEEKLY

Richmond, \a.
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CLEAR WATER IS NOW
ASSURED {FOR RICHMOND.

Finance Committee Views Settling
Basin Site and Determines t(;

Buy—Twelve Months to Build.

The Finance Committee held its regu-
lar meeting yesterday afternoon at 3
o’clock, The books of the Commissioner

of Revenue were received and approved,
and after adjournment the committee re-
paired to the site of the proposed settling
basin, three miles above the city, and
definitely determined upon the purchase
of a large part of the property proposed.
This action on the part of the committes
definitely decides that the city will have
clear water in the not far-distant future.

In the meeting the books of Commis-
sioner Hawkins were carefully examined,
and it was seen that they were in most
excellent shape. It was stated in the
press that at the last meeting of the com-
mittee the books of Mr. Hawkins were
rejected. Such was not the case. The
committee simply did not have time to
consider them properly, and held the
matter over until this meeting. The books
show that an increase of about $2,400,000
in taxable property has been made since
last year. This was considered to be a
very handscme increase.

VIEWED SETTLING-BASIN SITE.

Six of the nine members of the com-
mittee were present at the meeting, and
they took carriages after adjournment
and drove to the site that was proposed
as a reservoir or settling basin for the
city Water Department. This property is
three miles above the city, and is in a
very desirable spot. There are few dwell-
ings in the vicinity, and no stables or
pastures. The entire tract includes sixty
acres, of which fifty-six are owned by
the T. C. Willlams estate and four by the
Philadelphia and Reading Iron Company.
The -committee, ~which consisted of
Messrs. Caskie, Gordon, Bloomberg,
‘Wood, Cottrell, and Camp, together witly
the City Attorney, Mr. Henry R. Pollard;
‘Warren, the City Auditor; Carlton Mc-
Carthy, the City Accountant, and Mr.
Charles B. Bolling, the Superintendent of
the City Water-Works, took a position on
a hill overlooking the tract, and exam-
ined the detailed drawings and plans of
Mr. Bolling.

DETERMINED TO BUY.

It was not long before the committee
saw that the plan which had been pro-
posed was feasible, and that it should be
adopted. The vote was unanimously in
favor of purchasing the fifty-six acres
belonging to the Willlams estate.  The
four acres of the Philadelphia and Read-

chased later.

It is estimated that the site will cost
in the neighborhood of $210,000, and that
the total cost of the settling basin and
flitering machinery will be about $350,000.

It was determined to set about to pur-
chase the property as soon as the matter
could be passed upon by the Common

come up before the Council next Monday
night, and before the Board of Alder-
men at their next meeting. The author-
ities will also have to arrange with the
Chesapeake and Ohio Rallway Company
for crossing a portion of its property.

TO COPE WITH THE FRESHETS.

It is the intention of the authoritles to
have constructed a large settling basin,
or lake, divided into two pagts. In
case a flood is threatened the lake will
be filled with clear water, enough to last
through an ordinary proiracted flood. 1,
however, the flood is protracted to a
great length of time, the water will be
drawn from one-half of the lake, and
into that half the muddy water from
the river will be drawn.. While this wa-
ter is séttling the city will be using clear
water from the other half of the basin.
‘When that is exhausted, the muddy wa-
ter in the other basin will be practical-
1y clear. 3

The mud in the James river water is
very tenaceous, and only 80 per cent.
can be precipitated in ten days. It takes
fully thirty days to clear the water en-
tirely. It is proposed to erect at some
time in the future a large filtering ap-
paratus, which will eliminate the 20 per
cent. of mud, which cannot in ten days
or two weeksﬁbe precipitated by stand-
ing.. This may not be -done within the
next year or two; but the settling basin
will “almost certainly be dol¥ its work
fully within a year frorm this' time.

_ CORONATION. OF KING EDWARD.

It is Proclaimed in Due and Ancient
i = ¥orm,
LONDON, June 28.—The Royal procla-
mation announoling that the coronation of
Xing Edward is: to take place in June

_next, the exact day not yet being deter-

The . temporary meceiver,, who was. In
charge, ‘'said there was uothing ‘to be !
made public’ to-day, St ; :

mined upon, was read this afternoon at
‘Bt. James’s Palace, Temple Bar, and the
Royal: Exchange, with all the quaint

; medleval scenes which marked the occa-

ing Iron Company will probably be pur- :

Council and Board of Aldermen, It will !

to you postage paid one year (104 papers)
Enclose the amount with

DISPATCH,

sion of the proclamation of the accession
of the King.

To-day’s ceremonial'was unheralded, so
the crush was not so great as on the nre-
vious occasion, but crowds quickly gathe
ered from all directions, and thronged the
points at which the announcement was
read. The ceremony began at St. James's,
where, from a purple-draped balcony of
the Palace, the Norroy King-at-Arms, in
2 brilliant uniform, accompanied by thae
heraldls and pursuivants, in EOorgeous
tabards, and numerous state officials,
read the proclamation.

The King and Queen viewed the cere
mony. e

IN THE CITY COURTS.

Hardware Concern Chartered—Di-
vorce Proceedings—Street-Car Suit.

In the Law and Equity Court yesterday
Judge Minor granted a charter to the
Virginia-Carolina Hardwars Company
for the purpose of manufacturing, buy-
ing, and selling implements of iron, ste.
The capital stock will be from $25,000 to
$100,000.. The Tfollowing officers were
named: President, John B. Pinder; Vice-
President, Walter S. Pinder; Secretary
and Treasurer, Henry G. Ellett; Assist-
ant Secretary and Treasurer, John S. El-
lett, Jr.; Second Vice-President, I.. F.
Cary; Directors. the above, and John S.
Ellett and W. M. Cary.

A suit for divorce was instituted in
the Law and Equity Court by Daisy M.
Page vs. William S. Page. Judge Minor
granted an order, giving the plaintiff the-
custody of the children, pending the
suit, and restraining the defendant from
collecting his salary except under order
from court. H

A suit was on trial yesterday, brought
by Gordon A. Shepherd and John
Thomas Johnson against the Richmond
Railway and Electric Company for put-
ting them off the cars after having paid
their fares. The suit was for 32,000. The
sult was not decided. .

In the Law and Equity Court a divorce
Was granted to Mrs. Annie T. Volmer
from her husband, Edwin W. P. Volmer,
The husband is confined in the penitenc
tiary. 5

Judge Wellford@ has entirely recovered
from his recent spell of sickness. He
left yesterday for Gloucester to attend
the funerai of his brother-in-law, Dr.
Phil. Tallaferro.

The Hustings Court has adjourned for.
the term, and the jury has been dis-
charged. The July term of the court
Wwill meet on Monday.

The two additional charges against Jo-
seph Shepherd will come up on July 15th.

Commissioner of Revenue Hawkins has
prepared a list of those who have neg-
lected to pay thelr licenses, and the list
will be given to the grand jury during
the July term.

FOURNIER AGAIN FIRST.

; e
He Adds to Duke of Luxembourg's
Prize That Offered by Hanover,
HANOVER, PRUSSIA, June 28.—Four-
nier was again first to arrive at the end
here of the day's stage of the motor race.
Dekuyff was second and Girardot was
third. Fournierthus adds to the Grand
Duke of Luxembourg’s prize, which he
won yesterday, the award offered by
Hanover for the quickest journey from

Paris to Hanover,

CHAS. WESTLEY LAMBETH DEAD.

A Former Richmonler Dies Suddenly
in Raleigh,
‘RALEIGH, N. C., June 28.—(Special.)—
:Char!es Wesley Lambeth died suddenly
! at his home, here to-night, aged 67,
He-was on the streets half an hour
before his end. ;
’ 'Dur‘lng the civil war he was in Parker’s
| Virginia Battery. = After the war he was
~a clerk in the State Auditor’s office at
+ Richmand, and then came here.
He was Raleigh's City Clerk eighteen
years, but he was born in Richmond.

THE WEALTHY AMERICAN WAY.

Millionaires in London Charter Spe-
cial Train to Take Them to Steamer.

LONDON, June 23.—J. Plerpont Morgan,
W. L. Elkins, W. L. Widdener, C, A. Gris-
com, and other wealthy Americans who
are to sail for the United States to-day,
chartered a specfal traln to take them
from London ‘to Southampton this morn-
ing, where they hoarded the Hamburg-
American . steamer Deustchland, which
sailed to-day. The speclal consisted of a
saloon-car, a second-class car for the ser-
vants, a baggage-car, and one of the bes?
engines of the Southwestern road.

Two Murderers Hanged.

BIRMINGHAM. ALA., June 28.—~Two
hangings occurred in the Jefferszon county
Jail to-day. Frank Miller. 2 safe-blower
and murderer of Policeman W. J. Adams,
and Alonzo Willlams (colored), the mur-
derer of Bob Callahan. also colored, were
the men executed. uriiler had made seve-
ral determined efforis o hreak jail.
_ After the Supreme Court had affirmed his
Sentence, “he appealed to the €Gérman
Ambassador, clalming Genran  cltizen-
ship, and that official requested tha Gov-
ernor to commute Miller's sentence. byt
this request was not granted- - :




