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THE EXCLUSION ACT.

ARUVING TEER RIGHIS OF
COOLIES,

Jadge Weffman Holds That the Cer-
tificates Ave Only fer Purpeses
of 1dantificatine.

A large crowd throoged the Unlited
States Clrcuit Courtzoom veaterdey morn-
IIllo beer the mnn.ml iu the oases

the 1ty of the €hi-
ness Exclusion Act. Attorneys Rior.
Ricketls, Mowry, Hirauss, United su\el
Distriet Atwraey Carey, Colonel Jodn &
Mosby, Consul Bee, Moy Ubin Muu and
8urveyor Tiuoiu were pressat at 10:30
o'clogk, when Judres Bawyer apd llo(l-
man assenied the bensh.

Atorney Riordan, after his anncunce-
ment thet he was ready to proceed with
 his argument ageinst the coastitutional-
"isy of the Exelusion Act, began by refers-
ing t0 the treaty between the United
States and Chins, known as the Augel
Tready, by which Chioa agreed to the re-
sjriction of the emigratinn of Chiness
laborers to the lulted Btatea. From this
treaty was born the Reastriction Act of
1882 It was agreed that no ore Chiness
laborers should come to this country, but
it was aleo agreed that thoss Chinese
larborers who were residents of this coun-
iry when the law wes enacted sbould bde
allowed to go and come as they chose,
and thetthay should be given a cortificate
upon their departure, which would guar-
antee their reiurn to thia country. ’lbou
were written contracts made the
Colled Hiates granting the holau the
right to return to thle tounu‘ at_his
lelsure, and the attorney held that Com-
gross hed no right 10 abrogate sueh an ar-
raugement

Bection 2 of the Fxclusion act, declar-
ing these cortificates void and of no ef-
tect, was then read by Mr. Riordan, He
deciared the act to be in violation of
Rection ¥ of Article I of the Conatitution
of tbe United States, which recognizes
veated righis of citizens. These cortifi-
cates, hs . were vested rights of
Cbilnese to return to tbls conulry.
““These oertificates arte not contracts,”
interrujted Judge Hoffman. '"They
oly certificaten of identification. Thoy
,are fustrumenis by which the holder may

rove that he is the party who depariad
ste mentloned

Tom this country on the
"in the document,

Mr, Riordan—It 16 more than that. It (s
a written
. that the b
l [

*ulnuly by the !'nited Htates
older may re-anter this couantry.
Aitoroey Rlcketts fctiowed Mr. Riorda
long argumeut aited

referr:ae
He acmitted lhori ht of Cou-

hlom possessiug
stould bave b xiven at least ninely
days’ not.ce ch sbrogation. so that
y might b-u returnest if they had
mn fit tv do
United s.uec Diatriot Altornay Carey, {2
opesiong hls srg ut ip Jdefonse of the
law, said that as uu l the attor-
nDeys Ioc the Chloese Lad (al 0 make &
csse. The fa-t that an lcul\un takes
effcot immediately upon 1ts passsge was
referred to, leargued et lengih upan the
power of Long to regulate fwmigra-
tion and upheld the course sdopted (n the
case of the 5ooit bill.
r. Carey had notconcluded at1 o’clock,
court louk & recsss, Au hour

within fis confines. 1% {enote right on
the part of 8 foreigner—jit is & privilexe,
A pation may protect ltself agaiost coim-
inals or uadesirahle fmmlizracts.

Attorney Mowry, who followed, referred
ehiefly to the BurllnF‘m. u“ly. He held
toas the laws of 182 and 1534 were also,
o0 far a8 1hey related to ‘(hinese labor,
veunal In onr{ clause., Thisactof 1831
zave the r!v lege of & retusn to this
country if the laborer provided himselt
wllh s certificate, and be was excluded if
ke did not, thus making 8 punlsbment if
tbe provisions vf the sot were not oarried
out. The rizht was giveo clearly for the
return of certificate holders: ihe Heott law
takes thal right away.

The watier will be ooncluded to-mor-
row.
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