
SENATE..., .No. 42.

The Joint Special Committee on so much of the Governor’s
Address as relates to the Constitutional Amendments relative to
the Eight of Suffrage, &c., to whom was committed a Resolve
providing for an amendment to the Constitution relative to the
Qualification of Voters, report that the said Resolve and Arti-
cle of Amendment ought to pass.

For the Committee,

JAMES M. USHER, Chairman.

€ommcmumiltl) of iltaseadjusctts.

In Senate, February 18, 1857.
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RESOLVE

Providing for an Amendment to the Constitution relative to
the Qualifications of Voters.

Resolved
, By both Houses, (the same being agreed to by a

majority of the Senators, and two-thirds of the members of the
House of Representatives, present and voting thereon) : •

That it is expedient to alter the Constitution of this Com-
monwealth, by adopting the subjoined Article of Amendment,
and that the same, as thus agreed to, be entered on the Journals
of the two Houses, with the yeas and nays taken thereon, and
referred to the General Court next to be chosen, and that the
same be published, to the end that, if agreed to by the General
Court next to be chosen, in manner provided by the Consti-
tution, it may be submitted to the people for their ratification,
in order that it may become part of the Constitution of this
Commonwealth.

€ommonu)caltl) of iHasoacljusetts.

In the Year One Thousand Eight Hundred and Fifty-Seven.
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1 [A] No person shall be eligible to vote, or hold
2 office under the Constitution of this Commonwealth,
3 who shall not he able to read the Constitution in the
4 English language, and write his name:

5 Provided, however, that the provisions of this
6 amendment shall not apply to any person prevented
7 by a physical disability from complying with its re-

-8 quisitions, [ll] or [C] to any persons who shall be sixty
9 years of age or upwards at the time this amendment

10 shall take effect.

In Senate, February 19, 1856.

The foregoing Resolve ami Article of Amendment arc agreed
to by the Senate, a majority of the members present and voting
thereon having voted in the affirmative, and the same are re-
ferred to the next General Court next to be chosen.

Sent down for concurrence.

ELIHU C. BAKER, President.
Attest :

P. L. Cox, Clerk.

House of Representatives, March 14, 1856.
The foregoing Resolve and Article of Amendment arc agreed

to by the House of Representatives, two-thirds of the members
present and voting thereon having voted in the affirmative, with
the following amendments, viz.: at [A], in the Article of

Article of Amendment.
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words “Article of Amendment,” and insert the following;
“ No person of foreign birth shall be entitled to vote or shall be
eligible to office under the Constitution of this Commonwealth,
unless he shall have been a resident within the jurisdiction of
the United States fourteen years, and legally naturalized; or,
unless, at his birth, he shall have been the child of an American
citizen: provided

, that the adoption of this amendment shall
not affect the right to vote which any person of foreign birth
may possess at the time of the adoption thereof.” And the
same are referred to the General Court next to be be chosen.

Sent up for concurrence.

CHARLES A. PHELPS, Speaker.

Attest:

W. E. P. Haskell, Clerk.

In Senate, June 2, 1856.

Concurred. And the foregoing Resolve and Article of Amend-
ment, as amended, are agreed to by the Senate, a majority of
the members present and voting thereon having voted in the
affirmative, and the same are ordered to be referred to the
General Court next to be chosen.

In concurrence.

ELIHU C. BAKER, President.

Attest:

P. L. Cox, Clerk.



51857.] SENATE—No. 43.

MINORIT Y R E FOR T .

The undersigned, a Minority of the Committee to whom was
referred so much of the Message of His Excellency the Gov-
ernor, as refers to the Right of Suffrage and the Qualification of
Voters, unable to agree with the Majority in so much of their
Report as recommends the passage of the Amendment relative
to the Right of Suffrage, would respectfully state the reasons of
their dissent.

We accord with our associates in their estimate of the evil to
be obviated—so far as it can be—by State legislation. Our
ballot-boxes are subject to the irruption of the ignorant, who
have too often turned the scale, to the great detriment of pilblic
interests; and our public men and political parties have often
been sadly corrupted by an unhallowed and rival traffic in a
large political commodity, annually thrown upon our shores.

The present division of political parties in our country is
based mainly upon questions ofFreedom and Slavery, and what-
ever may have been the designs of political leaders in recently
exciting a deep interest in the subject of foreign voters, there is
no doubt that that interest- has been intensified by the influence
which these voters are supposed to exert upon the present great
question of freedom at issue before the American people. And
it is no loss significant and instructive, than remarkable, that
while, on the one side, new restrictions on foreigners are
sought because their influx '’and influence are regarded as
strengthening the influence of the free North, on the other side
similar restrictions are sought because the foreign vote is re-

(Eommcmtumltl) of ittassadjusetts.
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garded as inuring certainly to the strength of slavery and the
overthrow of free institutions.

In this state of things, it is manifestly our policy and duty to
act with great discrimination. While we would fain exclude
from our ballot-boxes those who, through ignorance and degra-
dation, can be bought and sold in the political shambles, and be
easily led to sanction proceedings subversive of the true inter-
ests of a free country, we have no desire to exclude those whose
virtuous industry and instincts determine them into the sturdiest
support of freedom. While wc would guard, as far as possible,
against the one class, a wise statesmanship forbids us to do
injustice to the other, and, by that injustice, work a serious
injury to ourselves.

The direct effect of our enactments begins and ends with our
own Commonwealth. No act of ours can restrain evils existingo
elsewhere. Its influence, beyond our own limits, is merely moral
and exemplary. While, therefore, we seek enactments whole-
some for ourselves, we should also aim to make them only such
as are wise and just in their influence upon those other commu-
nities with which our national interests are so largely identified.

The influence of Massachusetts is such that it is incumbent
upon her to regard it in all that she does in such a crisis as the
present. She has been, and is the foremost State of the Union,
in the cause of freedom; and those who are inimical to her
actions and principles, will seize upon whatever crudities or
extravagances—real or alleged—may appear in her acts, and use
them to the detraction and detriment of the national principles
she espouses.

Under these circumstances, to ■ act wisely, is the problem
which our statesmanship is called to solve. And it is sincerely
to be hoped that our caution and wisdom will be found equal to
our emergency and responsibility.

Naturalization is under the sole control of the General Gov-
ernment, which prescribes its forms and seasons. When per-
fected, the foreigner becomes a citizen entitled to therecognition
and protection of the country. But he doesnot necessarily, and
by virtue of his citizenship, become a voter. Each State is sov-
ereign in determining the qualifications and conditions upon
which it confers the right of suffrage, with the sole limitation
that its terms shall not be inconsistent with a republican form
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of government. A State is competent to extend the right of
suifrage, irrespective of color or even sex, irrespective of prop-
erty or length ofresidence ; or it may establish conditions based
upon one or all of these. And the citizen of one State cannot,
by mere force of his United States citizenship, exercise the right
to vote in another State, without first being possessed of the
requisites of its local laws.

While, therefore, we cannot alter or amend the laws of natu-
ralization, which are within the sole province of the General
Government, we can prescribe, in addition to United States
citizenship, such further qualifications of voters here as may
seem best suited to our domestic welfare. And the question
now arises, what further restrictions, if any, should we estab-
lish ?

In our present usages with reference to foreigners, we find a
discrimination in their favor, against which no remedy is pro-
vided in the Amendmentsrecomended by your Committee. A
citizen of a neighboring State, however long he may have been
such, cannot, by virtue of his general citizenship, become a voter
with us. We superadd to that citizenship a residence of one
year in the State, and six months in the town or city where he
proposes to vote. His residence must reckon after, and in
addition to his citizenship. In the case of the foreigner, the
residence is reckoned antecedently, so that, immediately upon
becoming vested with the right of citizenship, he is received and
courted at our ballot-boxes as a qualified voter.

The reasons for requiring one year’s residence, Ac., on the
part of an ordinary citizen of the United States, in addition and
subsequent to his citizenship, arc of much stronger force in the
case of the foreigner. The reasons are—-

1. That his intention of residence may be thereby, and so far
forth, proved to he a hona fide intention. •

2. That he may have, subsequent to his coming among us,
time and opportunity to understand our political condition and
necessities.

3. That, an opportunity having been given to settle and prove
his intention, the proper registry of his name may be made ac-
cording to law.

It is for these reasons that we require a length ofresidence on
the part of every native horn citizen of the United States, sub-
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sequent, and in addition to the mere fact of his citizenship, be-
fore he can vote at our polls.

Why should we not require the same of naturalized foreign-
ers ? They arrive at citizenship when they take out their final
papers, and then stand on a par with native born citizens who
come among us from other States. Why not require of them
at least the same residence, subsequent to citizenship, that we
require of the others ? The foreigner may take out his papers
and speedily vote, even though his intention to leave the State,
the next hour, may have been already formed. No year of sub-
sequent residence is required of him. He may take out his
papers and vote, though he has little or no knowledge of our
domestic policy and necessities. His interest to investigate
these matters but commences when he finds himself in pos-
session of the right of citizenship. Why should not he be re-
quired, at least, to attain as much residence, subsequent to his
citizenship, as we require of a native born citizen of Connecti-
cut, the probability of whose sufficiency of knowledge is incom-
parably greater ? Why should we not require more time for
the foreigner, rather than less, or none at all ? And why should
we not require, at least, an equal time for the purpose of exam-
ining and proving his right to vote, and effecting his registry ?

The native born cannot stand upon his United States citizen-
ship, and vote, inimediately afterarriving among us. A further
probation is required of him ; whereas, the foreigner, no sooner
attains to citizenship, than, standing on that, without any fur-
ther probation, he becomes a voter.

In view of the above considerations, it is clear to our minds,
that a provision should bo made,reducing a naturalized foreigner,
at least to an equality with a native born citizen. If any fur-
ther requisition of residence is expedient, it much more con-
sistently dates from the day of his final papers and full citizen-
ship,—which is a matter of indisputable court record, —than
from the uncertain and unascertainable date of his arrival
within the borders of the United States.

Wo have heretofore spoken of the importance of a discrimi-
nation, as effectual as possible, between those foreigners who are
ignorant and degraded, and those whose habits, sentiments and
intelligence qualify them for a more ready participation in our
political privileges. The mere fact of foreign birth is not con-
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elusive against the substantial qualifications of an individual to
share those privileges. Ignorance and incompetency are the
elements against which oxrr enactments should be directed, and
not, indiscriminately and severely, against all foreigners. Our
country is an asylum for the oppressed. It opens a sphere for
energies and hopes crushed out of the kingdoms of tire world.
And it is to the expansion of such energies and hopes upon
our hospitable shores that we owe a great part, or even all of the
growth, the wealth and the culture of our country. It is,
therefore, alike our policy and duty to encourage foreign immi-
gration, not to discourage it; to welcome it by a liberal policy,
and subject it to only such restrictions as are necessary and wise.

Intelligence and virtue are the pillars of our institutions, and
constitute the true qualifications of an American voter; while
ignorance and vice are the evils which we should restrain from
a participation in our public affairs. We welcome, to rights of
citizenship and suffrage, all who can appreciate, and will seek to
sustain our free institutions, and would exclude only those
whose ignorance converts them, at the polls, into a mere com-
modity to be purchased and controlled by the partisan and the
demagogue. These, we apprehend, are the principles to which
we should seek to conform our enactments.

Such an enactment is the constitutional amendment proposed
in regard to reading and writing, as a qualification of voters.
It is in the line of true policy, and has regard to the funda-
mental and vital principles of intelligence and virtue. And, in
recommending it, we concur with your Committee.

But the amendment requiring a residence of fourteen years
within the jurisdiction‘of the United States, from the recom-
mendation of which, by your Committee, we dissent, seems to
possess no distinct relation to what we have termed above, the
line of true policy. It operates, inexorably, upon all alike. If
it is our object to exclude ignorance only, the amendment,
alluded to, seems to us sadly inefficient. For if the foreigner ar-
rives upon our shores, in the depths of ignorance, at the ago of
twenty-one, there is little or no prospect that, during his natural
life, lie will rise essentially above that condition. lie falls and
remains in association with numbers of his countrymen of the
same class with himself, and continues and dies in his wonted
ignorance and degradation. If ho arrives a minor, even in the
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earliest years of infancy, subject to the influence of degraded
and superstitious parents, bis chance of essential improvement
is but little if any better. He attains the age of twenty-one,
with habits and associations formed, which, in ninety-nine cases
out of a hundred, will substantially remain with him through
life. There is no magic power in our atmosphere to endow him
with intelligence by the mere length of residence. For all that,
five years is as good as ten, and ten years are as good as twenty
or forty, and a whole life time will be found insufficient; so
that, proceeding upon the principle of the amendment, an abso-
lute exclusion ofall foreign born residents fromright of suffrage,
(which no one seriously contemplates,) would seem not only
justifiable, but more consistent and necessary. The exceptions to
the aboveremarks, we apprehend, will be found exceedingly rare.

Moreover, the provision, even to its intended extent, is of
uncertain operation. The proof is not required of fourteen
years’ residence in our own State, the fact of which might be
easy of certain proof, but of fourteen years’ residence within the
jurisdiction of the United States. Perjuries, to any extent, and
beyond the possibility of detection, may and will be committed,
under the influence and inducements of political partisans, upon
the eve of an exciting election. The classes of those who have
professedly been here for fourteen years, will astonishingly
increase; the political shambles will be speedily filled, and the
political traffic will become as tempting, scandalous and corrupt
as ever.

We would now recur to the suggestion previously made, that
the length of residence necessary to qualify a foreign voter,
should date from, and be subsequent to, the period of his full
citizenship, and should be a residence within our own Common-
wealth. The United States government makes citizens; the
State makes voters. Where the action of the General Govern-
ment ends, is the natural place for ours to begin. Our pre-
scribed term of residence should date from the period of the
acquired citizenship, and be in addition thereto. So it is with
the native born citizen who comes here from another State.
And, as in the case of the latter, the residence of the foreigner
should be made a residence of a reasonable period, and within
our own State—matters so easy of proof that deception is almost
impossible.

But the Amendment reported by the Committee, disregards
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both of these plain and just principles. Instead of a moderate
and ascertainable length of residence, it gives the foreigner the
advantage of one so long as to be ascertainable only with great
difficulty, if at all, and thereby offers a premium upon deception
and perjury; the very present evils we wish fo avoid. Instead of
a residence “ within this Commonwealth,” it is to be “within
the jurisdiction of the United States,” opening still wider the
door for perjury and deception, and vastly increasing the facili-
ties for political traffic, and thereby the power of the unscrupu-
lous partisan and the demagogue. It seems to us latitudinarian
rather than restrictive; and it is hard to conceive how, with the
plausible appearance of shutting the door, it could be opened
more widely. Our territory is immense, and how rapidly it is
to be increased we know not. It now stretches from the Atlan-
tic to the Pacific; from the Lakes of the North to the Gulf of
Mexico; and nothing can be practically more indefinite and'
less stringent than the provision of fourteen years’ residence
within this vast dominion. Are the people of this Commonwealth,
who are sincerely and heartily desirous to regulate and restrict
the influence of fraudulent foreign voters, about to allow them-
selves, inconsiderately, to increase rather than diminish the evil ?

The right of suffrage which we control is a local affair, and its
conditions should be local also, as they have hitherto been.
There is a manifest inconsistency in allowing local rights to be
gained by conditions, the sphere of which is so indefinitely be-
yond that locality.

Moreover, the proposed Amendment does not say that it shall
be a continuous residence of fourteen years. It may be five
years at one time, three years at another time, and six years at
another, the whole period extending over twenty or thirty years,
thus opening wider still the sphere of investigation, and extend-
ing it far beyond the limits of certainty, in case there is any
disposition to falsify. A\ hereas the present provision of one
year’s residence concerning citizens from other States is, that it
shall be “ next preceding any election,” Ac.

M e object, then, to the Amendment we are discussing,
because it is anomalous and unsafe in the following particu-
lars :

1. In not requiring the residence to be subsequent to citizen-
ship ;

2. To be within our own borders;
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3. To be in consecutive years;
4. Because so uncertain in its operation, and its terms so

little susceptible of proof; and
5. Because its operation being equally exclusive of all, and

having no practical Meet to discriminate in favor of intelligence
and against ignorance, fails to conform with our wisest policy.

Indeed, it seems to us, with the best intent on the part of its
framers, with which we fully sympathize, and which we rejoice
to see existing, the Amendment was framed to give a hasty and
impulsive expression to a truthful sentiment, but without the
reflection and careful discrimination which the magnitude of
the subject, and the interests at stake demand. Therefore it is
such as will be found to be not only inefficient for good, but
really subversive of the ends proposed. And we do earnestly
desire, for the good of our Commonwealth, and for the credit of
its legislative and popular sagacity, no such error as this shall
become a part of the fundamental law of this State.

The foregoing objections, as recapitulated, have been already
sufficiently discussed. Others remain.

The proposed Amendment fails to discern the only time and
place at which the political evil can be met, and at which the
remedy can be most effectually applied. It is upon the eve of
important elections that the political traffic in foreign votes is
most assiduously and effectively prosecuted. It is then that the
political parties are fully organized, and hundreds of voters are
manufactured, at the expense of those parties, to be used for the
emergency; very few of whom would become naturalized of
their own accord, especially if the opportunity of exercising the
elective franchise was somewhat remote.

As illustrating this, we have hastily gathered a few facts,
regretting that time is not allowed us to glean those of a similar
nature from all parts of the State. We turn to the county of
Suffolk, and ascertain, through court records, the following
facts concerning foreigners naturalized in the exciting presiden-
tial campaigns of 1848, 1852, and 1856:—-

1848. Whole number naturalized was, . . 611
In September, 61
After October 1, to the November election,. 329

After Ist September, .... 390
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More than half of the whole number after
Oct. 1, and nearly two-thirds after the
Ist September.

1852. Whole number, 1,449
In September, ......177
After Oct. 1, prior to November election, . 618

After Sept. 1, (more than half,) . . 790
1856. Whole number, ..... 3,318

In September, ......698
After Oct. 1, prior to November election, . 1,721

More than two-thirds after September 1, 2,419
More than half after the Ist of October.

No comment is needed to show how crowded the political
shambles become with both buyers and sellers on the eve of an
election. The excess of numbers in October over those in Sep-
tember, indicates the ratio of pressure as the day of election
draws nigh. That these proportions are not confined to the
populous county of Suffolk is indicated by the returns we have
procured from Hampshire County, which we present as a sample
of the rural portions of the Commonwealth. We take the
same years, as follows:
1848. Whole number, . . . . . . .31

One month before election, one-half, . . .15
1852. Whole number, .

.
.

. . . .17
One month before election, two-thirds, . . .11

1856. Whole number, . . . .
. . .69

One month before election, (nearly two-thirds,) .42
One week before election, nearly one-tlprd, . .20

An evilconnected with this crowding fornaturalization papers,
upon the eve of elections, should bo specially noticed. When
the applicants are scattered along through the year, leisux- e is
allowed to investigate the cases as they arise, to cross-examine
and to require further proof; in consequence of which, we are
informed, are frequent rejections. But when they come crowd-
ing in, at the eleventh hour, as we are assured they do come by
the hundreds in the county of Suffolk, the examinations must
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be hasty and formal—confined to a routine of questions which
are readily answered as the deponents are disposed, or instructed
to do. No time is allowed for careful investigation, and very
many are slipped through, under this culminating pressure
which so clearly and strongly favors the designs of their politi-
cal purchasers.

The foregoing facts indicate, beyond a doubt, the point of at-
tack upon the corruption incident to the foreign vote. A remedy
adapted to the emergency should apply, with its main force, di-
rectly here; and, applied here, it can be rendered more effi-
cient, and practically, more discriminating between the degraded
and the intelligent foreigner, than any other remedy that sug-
gests itself.

The required length of residence should date from the final
papers of the foreigner, and it should be a residence within our
own borders ; in both respects conforming with the principles
of our constitution concerning native born citizens from other
States. But the proposed Amendment, establishing fourteen
years residence “ within the jurisdiction of the United States ”

is utterly deficient in the respects named, both as to the period
from which that residence dates, and the “jurisdiction” it
recognizes.

If the foreigner is required to reside in our State one, two,
or throe years, after becoming fully naturalized, before he is ad-
mitted to the right of suffrage, the rule will work no obnoxious
hindrance to the intelligent immigrant. If the time is one
year, ho is on a footing wr ith a native born immigrant from
another State. And, if the time should be even two or three
years, he will not feel it to bo a heavy and unreasonable burden.
So that, while admission to theright of suffrage is made reason-
able and satisfaetory to the immigrant who has appreciation
enough of the value of citizenship, and forecast enough to secure
his papers, it will, practically, be of little avail to that degraded
and shifting class which press into our court rooms on the eve oi an

election. They have neither appreciation or forecast enough to
purchase their naturalization papers for a prospective use, and
thus absorb the means which they prefer to lavish in other in-
dulgences ; and the motive of political organizations to per-
suade them into court and pay them through, is removed, when
the political use that can be made of them is remote and uncer-
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tain. The politician will not know, one, two, or three years in
advance, where either he or the article he purchases will he
when the day of use arrives.

Moreover, such a provision as we have suggested, together
with the Amendment concerning reading and writing, is in the
line of a wise policy, inasmuch as the direct effect of the one,
and the indirect but sure effect of the other, is to discriminate
against ignorance, and to favor intelligence on the part of those
who are candidates for naturalization.

Another objection to the Amendment is, that its indiscrimi-
nate stringency is untimely, with reference to the character of
the immigration which is now coming to our shores. We have
received the great bulk of the more ignorant, and have borne
the burden of their incorporation into the body politic. Their
labor, fortunately, has added immensely to our material wealth,
while their political weight has been heavy to bear. It would
have been wise to have restrained theirright of suffrage hitherto,
and it is well and important to restrain it now by some wise and
efficient means. But, at the very moment that the character of
foreign immigrants is vastly improving, when we are receiving
those from Germany and Switzerland, who come with under-
standing in their heads, instincts of freedom in their hearts and
money in their pockets, we should be specially cautious lest, in
attempting to curtail a great evil which is naturally and neces-
sarily decreasing, we do not also shut out a great good, and by
excessive rigor convert our natural friends into unnatural ene-
mies. Such an effect, we think, the Amendment reported by
your Committee would be likely to produce; that, while prac-
tically inefficient, its spirit will be obnoxious to the growing
class of intelligent immigrants. They will not fail to perceive
that our enactments place them, in the political scale, below the
negro who chances to leave his bondage. He attains, in one
short year, a right of suffrage which an intelligent German or
Hungarian, or even a peer of England, must wait fourteen years
to obtain. How can such a provision be otherwise than offensive
to the very class of persons whom justice and interest alike
demand we should receive and adopt without needless restraints.
And the repulsive effect it may have upon the large number of
foreign-born citizens who are now influential at the ballot-boxes
of the country, is worthy of a passing thought, and should load
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wise men to weigh its merits and efficiency well, ere they adopt
it as a part of the fundamental law of this Commonwealth.

That the character of immigration to this State is improving
is apparent from the fact that about one-half of the arrivals, for
the last year, have been from the British Provinces. That it is
improving generally throughout the country, is also apparent
from the great proportionate increase of coin brought with the
immigrants who arrive at the city of New York. We regret
that the haste with which the consideration of this subject is
thrust upon us, precludes the possibility of investigating and
presenting these facts more fully.

Still further objections to the proposed Amendment are found
in the language in which it is expressed, and the legal interpre-
tations to which that language is subject. If its object was to
exclude the class of foreigners it describes from holding office,
it is unfortunate that it says “ eligible to office,” inasmuch as
it raises the question whether such persons may not hold any
office which is one of appointment, and not elective. If, on the
other hand, it was intended to, or does exclude such from hold-
ing office “ under the Constitution of this Commonwealth,” it
manifestly excludes such persons from even holding any subor-
dinate business office in any of our railroad or banking corpo-
rations, which are offices under the laws, and of course, “ under
the Constitution of this Commonwealth.”

It excepts such an one as “ at his birth shall have been the
child of an American citizen.” It does not say of a citizen of
the United States of America. “American ” is a word of
large and doubtful signification.

What is the meaning of the words “ or eligible to office under
the Constitution of this Commonwealth ?” What are the offices
under the said Constitution ? The offices of Representative to
Congress, and Senator in Congress, are offices under the Con-
stitution of the United States. May not any naturalized
foreigner, With a residence among us of one year only, be eligi-
ble to either of these offices, and thus be eligible to an office,
while he cannot even vote for a candidate to fill that office ?

The intent of the parties who framed and adopted the
Amendment was undoubtedly to prohibit its retrospective action.
This is supposable from the proviso attached to it. Unfortu-
nately, however, its terms only preserve the “ right to vote
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which any person of foreign birth may possess,” &c., but do
not preserve, and therefore leave abrogated, their eligibility to
office. This is a palpable mistake, for his excellency the Gov-
ernor, on page 11 of his Address, speaking of the purpose of
these Amendments, distinctly says :—“ This purpose cannot be
deemed intolerant or oppressive, for it is not proposed to inter-
fere in any way, with any rights whatsoever already acquired,
and at present existing. Every one now entitled to exercise the
elective franchise, or to hold office, is to be, and should be, pro-
tected in those rights.”

But the omission, in the proviso, to which we have alluded,
clearly leaves those foreigners already naturalized and em-
powered to hold office, deprived of that right hereafter, unless
they have already resided fourteen years within the jurisdiction
of the United States. This is in conflict with the “purpose ”

as set forth by his excellency, and deprives them of a right in
which they “ should be protected.” It remains then at least for
the legislature to amend the proposed Amendment in this par-
ticular. This imposes a necessity of postponing the final action
by the people for the term of one year.

As that action is, therefore, inevitable, we feel more confi-
dence in the favorable disposition of the legislature to adopt an
amendment embodying the sentiments and views set forth in
this Report. Such an amendment we respectfully submit here-
with in words following, to wit

No person, hereafter naturalized in this Commonwealth, in
conformity with the laws of the United States, shall have the
right to vote, or to hold office, until two years subsequent to his;
legal naturalization aforesaid.

ERASTUS HOPKINS.
OLIVER AMES, Jr.
ROBERT A. COFFIN.
PAUL COUCH.
GEO. NORWOOD.
LORENZO 11. RICE.

OLIVER WARNER,
So far as concerns the Amendment relating to the Right of

Suffrage.
3




