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How Negro Majorities are Secured.

Thoe world never witnessed such a com-
plete farce as the ‘electi®®s in the South-
ern States have ‘been: since the negroes
were enfriochised. Not only has their
tier unfitness lo vole- intelligently been
demonstrated in every instance, not only
have they been controlled and manipula-
ted at will by 2" few interested and un-
scrupulous political adventurers, but all
rules governing elections in this country
have been discarded, and the grossest and
most bare faced fraudsithave been unblush-
ingly committed. - Whenever it , was
found that the radicals had not asufficien-
cy of votes polled in any State or district
to suit their purposes the polls were re.
opened again aud again by the satraps in
command, but as soon as the required
pumber is reached hy the revoting ne-
groes, the ballof box is, presto hermitically
sealed. This game has just been practiced
in "Alabama. When it was discovered
that not enough negro votes ha been
polled in the four days alloted to that bus.
iness, and thdt the constitution establish-
ing negro supremacy was in danger, an
order was issued for the negroes v coa-
tinne on voting.

This device has failed in the case of Al
abama, and not enough votes have been
cast for the negro supremacy Constitution
to ensug its adoption according to the law

assed by Congress.  What will the Rad-
lcals of Congress do in ruch a case? Will
they be controlled by the restrictions im-
posed ‘by themselves ? Not they. Al
ready they openly declare their purpose of
rdcognizing the riew constitntion and en-
forcing i1s provisions, though it has heen
defeated, instead of being adopted - How
long can our government be expected to
endure under such a state of affairs ? --Is
it not a cheat and a lie to style this a Re-
public ? Let un, for the future, eall it
what is a despotism. Overone-half of it a
despotismhas been established—a despot-
ism controtled by the frandulent votes of
a horde of barbarian negroes, by means of
which dedpicable. agency a set of reckless
fanatics expect to defeat the will of a vast
majority of the white men of the United
States at th? coming Presidential election.

—_— .o

— A capital story is told of a recent
church rate’ raised in. Kent. A leading
farmner of the parish having refused to pay
the church wardens resolved to make an
examp'e of him. A summons was there-
fore taken out against the farmer, and in
due course a warrant of distress was ladg-
ed in the hands ot the officers, from whom
he was informed he might expect a visit
in a day or two. Our, tarmer accordingly
tonk the precaution of removing from his
yard all the stock which'it would be in.
convenient to have rold under such_ dizad-
vantageous circamslances as achurch rate
action. A sow happeniog to wander into
the vremises was, however, suffered to re-
main, and the bailitfs and police hauled it
off in triurnoph. The animal was present-
ly sol} for abour a third of its value,and
the church wardin waited upon the far-
mer with the (rifling surplus that remain-
ed after-deducting the rate and the costs.
“J told yon,” said he, pompously, tothe
delinquent, *“ I should be obliged to make
an example of you; this i3 what comes of |
disobeying the Jaw. * Ah” replied the
former, % they’ve sold your sow, 80 you'd
better keep the balance.”

————— I ————

Ratner Sercr.—A lady heing invited
to send in a"’ﬁyaglid be read “at 1he anni-.
veraary celebration of the Pilgrim Fathers
furnishes the _foilowing. . It is. spicy en-
ongh <o flavor half-a dozen anniversary
dinners:

“The Pilgrim Fathers,’ forsooth!
What had they to endure in comparison
to the Pilgrim Mothers ? It is trae they
had hupger, and cold, and eickness, and
danger—foes withont and within—bu
the unfortunate Pilgrim Mothers ! They
had not only these to endure, but they
had the Pilgrim Fathers, also! And yet
their names are never mentioned. Who-
ever heard. of the Pilgrim Mothers? Who-
ever gave a dinner in. honorof them ?
Whoever writes songs, drinks-tbasts and’
miukes speeches in recollection of them ?
This self sofficiency of the men is beyond
enduracne.-. One would actually. spppose’
that New Epgland had been colonized by
men, and posterity providéd for. byspecigl,
providence® = :: T - - :
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“ Tare:ar 19 WRITING, CAPrary,’—
Last. epring, while the George's flect were
on.the bank, gng.of the vesse s broke adrift;.
and came rapidly down: towards another.
Collision appeared. inevitable, and certain.
death-to all:un: board would:follow. . The
Captain of ihe drifting crafi shoated, “Cut.
away, and. Ll paiffor the cable and anchor.!
In the midst of2hie excitement and danger,’
jast as the.capiain; ‘was.abont .10 comply

with 1he- order, one ‘of .the crew hallooed’

out, * Dow't do it Captain, unless he'll give
it wym;i: writing {” The Captain was g0

strick aback that he ‘wiited-a,_moment in;
order.to-comprehend the matter, and just
then the'séhooner wenit by them without.
striking. . The very idea of alluding to.pen-
aad ink, ander, such circumstances, .exh.be

ited a degree of coolness most remarkable, |

and.the Capisin: and; sli-hands enjoyed
hgr&%hng over it-~althongh “'l y

Advertiser.

IMPEACHMENT.

Speech of Hon. Geo. W, Woodward, of
Pennsylvania, delivered in the House
clag 6%Iziepresentauves, February 24th,

!

Mr. Woodward. Mr. Speaker, this is
the third attempt to impeach the Presi.
dent, The first, founded on his alleged
usurpation of powers which the Constitu-
tion had delegated to the legislative de-
partment, was crushed to death by the
punderous volame of testimony of more
than 1welve hundred pages which was
brought in with the impeaching resolu.
tion. The second attempt, founded on the
Johnson Grant correspondence, wasstran-
gled in the birth, and the issue of fact rais-
ed between those distinguished correspon-
denis wasleft to be decided by each man
fur himself upon evideuce that was alto-
gether favorable to the President.

Now comes, for the third time during
our present session, another resolution of
inpeachment, founded on the President’s
removal of E. M. Stanton from the War
department, in violation of the sixth sec-
tign of - the act of the second of
Mareh, 1867, entitled “ an act regulating
the tennre ot certain civil offices.”

Ishall eall the attention of the House
very particularly to that section in cdn-
nection with otiier sections of the same
statute for the purpose of' showing that
this resolution is founded in a mistake,
and thatany impeachment of the Presi-
denton the idea that Secretary Stanton is
within the protection of the tenure of
office bill is what Fonche, the chief of the
ol.l French police, would have cal'ed worse
than a crinle—a‘blunder. DBut before ex-
amining the enactment [ beg leave to re-
miad the house that the President re-
moved Mr. Stanton by virtue of powers
he derived from the Constitution, which
is a higher Jaw than the pet statute on
which the impeachers have placed them-
selves. The President’s constitutional
powers in the premises must be stated.
The Constitution distributes the powers
delegated 1o the Federal Government
among three great aod co ordinate de-
partments—the legislative, the executive,
and the judicial. To the legislative de-
partment are given ‘all the legislative
pawers herein granted™ Article two, sec-
tion one, reads:

“The executive power shall be vested
in a President of the United Siates of
America.”

And, says article three:

“The judicial power of the United
States sha!l be vested in one Supreme
Court and in ruch inferios courts as the
Congress may frdm time to time ordain
and establish.”

The power is vested—all the power de!-
egated to  the Fuleral Government.
What powera these are must be seen in
the Constitution or learned from politieal
rcience applicable. to a  confuderacy of
States in union a Federal Constitution,

But  whatever executive power the
Fidernl governimert possesres is vested
in the President. e is made the sole
trustee of the people in this regard. In
the matter of appointments to office and
the treaty making function a check is im-
posed npon the President by the provis-
ions which regnire the consent and eoe-
carrence of the Senate; but even in these,
instances the power exercised is the Pres-
idents. 'The concurrence of the Senate is
only a regulation for the exercize of the
power, ‘It ix amere advisory discretion
—not an execative power. The Senate
possesser hot an iota of executive power.
1ts functions " are all legislative, except
when it site upon impeachment, when
they are judicial. The separateness and
completeness of this executive power in
the bands of the President area doctrine
that is very essential to the harmony of
onr eystem and to the responsibility of
the Predident to the people.  Heis a trus.
tee for them, and that he may be held 1o
a strict nccoant of his stewardship thein-
dividuali:y and exclusiveness of the pow-
er with ‘which be is elothed are not 10 be
questioned. ‘And if Congress meddle
with it they become trespassers—their
aet ig-ah <impertidefit “nullity, and the
President.is not to-be impeached for dis-
regarding it. -- ‘

-Now,sir, sé¢ “what the "Constitution
says about his appoiiiting power. Arti-
cle two, section two, says :

#Ha shall have power, by and with the

~ | advice ‘and convent of the Senate, to make

treaties, provided two thirds of the Sena-

tors present concur; and he shail nomi-
nate, and, by and with the adviceand con-
gén of the Scnate, shall appoint, embassa-
dors, other public ministers and consnls,
judges of the Supreme Conrt, and ‘all oth
.er officers of the United States, whosaap-
‘poinrments are not- herein otherwise pro-

by Jaw; but the Congress may by law
-vest the'appointment of euch inferior. of-

licads of Depariments.”
‘He is to-nominate, and, by and with

dent alope,:in-the courts of law, or io the

cers established by law whose -appoint-
ment,the Constitation doesnot otberwisa

{ provide for. ‘But the appointment of  in..

ferior. officera”. ‘moy o vesled by Jaw-in

a

e :mstecc:aU
e e very damait g

t lent:alone;:in“the conris
“*“Yor in the hesds of Dépsrtnients. °

‘vided for. and which shall be established.|P

ficers as 1hey- think proper in the Presi- |J

the.advice and .conkent of. 1he Senate, ap-’
-point the:officera designated-“and-all offi- |

o Premdent alonas o e oo o I catled it, 1ot 82 & logisative privciple’

In the first Corgresa that assembled un-
der this Constitution ‘several questions
were settled 28 a cotemporaneous cou-
struction of the abgve provision that has
been acquiesced in éver since, or at least
until thig ill contrivéd tenure of office law
came upon the statntebook. Forinstance
on the 19th May, 1789,in the debate upon
the Executive departmdnts, it was agreed
that the * inferior officéts mentioned in
the Constitution are clerkg and other sub-
ordinate personx.”’ (3ee Deébates of First
Congress, page 86 ) They’ could not be
heads of Departments, fu¢ the power to
appoint inferior officers might. be vested
in heads of deparuments, and the consti-
tution was not guilty of the salecism of
making heads of Deparuments appoiuta-
ble by themselves. o

And inthesame debate upon thé exec-
utive departments it was seitled that the
President’s power of appointment inclu-
ded the power of removal as to all officers
except judges. Oo an amendment de-
claratory of this power Mr. Smith, of
South of Carolina, said * he had doubts
whether the officer could be removed by
the President.” To which Mr. Madison
replied :

“ I do not concur with the gentleman
in his interpretation of the Counstitution.”

¥ % % % «Ithink it absolately ne-
cessary that the President should have
the puwer of removing from office; it will
make him in a peculiar manner responsi-
ble for their conduct and subject him to im-
peachment himself if he suffers them to
perpetrate with impunity hizh crimes or
misdemeanors against the United States
or neglects to superintend their conduct
so as to check their excesses. On the
constitutionality of the declaration I have
no maoner of doubt.”

Let me observe, en passant, for the ben-
efit of those gentlermen who doubted the
statement of the law of impeachment
which I hid the honor of eubmiting to
the house some weeks since, that the
above extract shows that Mr. Madison en-
tertained the ssme view, and a reference
to the debates, which I have before me,
will show that ‘every genileman who
touched the point agreed with Mr, Madi-
son.

Bat on the point now before us, the
power of the President to remove civil
officers without the coucurrence of the
Senate, I beg leave to reada shoruv extract
trom the speech of Mr. Goodhue, a distin-
guished member of that First Congress :

*Mr. Goodhue was decidedly against
combining the Senate in this business.
He wished to make the President as re-
sponsible as possible for the conduct of
the officers who were 10 execute the du-
ties ot his own branch of the Government.
It the removal and appointment were
placed in the bands of a numerous body
tle respongibiity would belessened. He
admitted there was a propriety in allow-
ing the Senate 10 advise the President in
the choice of ofticers; but  there could be
noreal advantage arising tfrom the con-
currence of the Senate to theremoval, but
great disadvantages. It might  beget
taction and party,, which would prevent
the Senate from paying proper attention
to the public businers. Upon the whale,
be conciuded, the community would be
served by the best men, when the Senate
concurred with the President in the ap-
pointment; but, if any oversight was com-
mitted, it cou'd be corrected by the su.
perintending agent. It was the peculiar
duty of the Prerident to watch over the
executive oflicers; but of what avail wouald
be his inrpeciion unless he had a power to
correcl the abuses he might discover ?”

Mr. Clymer, of Pennsylvania, also said
in the same debate : :

* The power of removal is an excutive
power, aud belonga to the Presidentalone
by the exprers words of 1he Constitntion
—the executive pewer shall be vested in
a President of the United States of Amer-
ica. The Senate are not an executive
body, they are a legislative one. Iiis
t¥ne,in some instances, they hold a quali-
fied check over the executive power, but
that is iv consequence of an express dec-
laration in the Constitution; without such
declaration they would not have been call-
ed npon for advice and consent in the case
of appointments. Why, then, shall we
extend their power to control the remo-
val, whichis naturally in the excecutive,
unless it is likewise expressly declared in
the Constitution.”

The question on adding the words “by
and with the advice and conseat of the
Scuate” and was put and- lost.
the 24th June, 1789, when the war de-
partment was being formed, Mr. Benson
proposed, with respect to the Secretary’s

lar amendment 10 thit which bad been
obtained in the bill establishify the de-
artment of Foreign affairs. ‘
AMr, Sherman -thought it unaecessary to
load the bill with any words on that sub-
ject. Mr. Page was of the same opinion,
but the guestion (was taken on the amend-
ient withiout further debate and carried
in the sffirmative, 24 10 22. (See debates
of first Congress, 1vol. pages 83, 89, 108°)
There, Mr. Spesker, i the very forma-
tion-of the executive departments, and
especially that of war, the First Congress
gettled it that the power of removal was
or-coficasrence.of ‘the Sebafe” And the

On the|

being removable by the President, a simi-|

absolote'in the Presidént without consent|

which a subsequent legislature might
change, but as a coostitutional principle
which the legislature could not change,
but were bound to respect and uphoid.
They were forming the great Depart.
ments of government, the heads of which
were 10 be the principal ministers of
State—a collective body of confidential
advisers of the President, and therefore
called his Cabinet, and over whow it was
all important he should possess the un-
checked power of removal.  Without this
he could notexecute the trust confided to
him by the people. Without this he
counld not be held to just’ accountability.
Without 1his the impeaching power
would become what Jefterson declared it
had become in respect of the judges, less
than a scarecrow. Without this the De-
partments would rush into contusion and
conflict as certainly as the planets if not
held strictiy to thetr orbits. ~ Without this
the disgrace, the danger, the injury which
now impend overour beloved country,from
the divided counsels which the Senate in-
sist on maintainingin the executive de-
partment, would be of frequent recur.
rence.

Mr. Speaker the words I have quoted
from the first Congresa settle this ques-
tion absolutely,snd demonstrates the ut-
ter unconstitutionality of the actof 2d
March, 1867. And they were not the
“ big swelling words™ of fanatics and dem-
agogues, full of sound and fury, siguily:
ing nothing, but the grave utterances of
venerable men, some of whom had assis-
ted 1o form the Federal Constitation, and
all of whom were very competent witness-
es to its contemporaneous construction.
They were the words and thoughts of
meu whose purpose it was to build up 8
fabric of free Government instead of tear-
ing down every landmark and safeguard
of human liberty. '

This subject of removal came up again
in General Jackson’s administration in
1834, and in his protest of April 15 of
that year there 1s the same luminous
statement of the argument and conclusive
reasoning, which characterized all his
State papers, showing that the concurrent
authority of Washingion, of the Senate,
and the house had fixed the sense of the
Constitution and the praciice of the Gov-
ernment from the year 1789 up to that
time. To that period we have now to
add the years that elapsed from 1834 to
the passage of the act of 1867, making
in al! veventy eight years of uniform prac-
tice upon this ioterpretation of the Con-
stitntion,

Having now, sir, demonstrated from the
highest authority the world can afford
that the tenure of office bill is a gross vio-
Iation of the Constitntion and an impeach-
able usurpation of exeentive power by the
legislative department, I now say that, if
the palpable unconstitutionality of ihe en-
actment were not a reason for the Presi-
dent disregarding it, it i3 a fisal and con-
clusive reason against impeaching him.
But a void law binds nobody; and in the
first instance the President determines
what laws heis bound to exccute. The
judicial department is the tinal arbiter of
the constitutionality of statutes, but ne-
cessarily the cxecutive must Yrimarily
pass upon the question, subject always, of
course, to the just resvonsibilities of his
ofice. 1f Congress, by a constitutional
majority, should require him to abdicate
the office, or to do any other thing which

I hold it would be his right and duty to
disregard. it in advance of a judicial de.
cree. Nor would a-mere mistake in such
a matter subject him to impeachment,
much less disregard of a statute so mani-
festly unconstitutional that there is no
room for mistake. IHe would ratherhave
been impeachable for executing such a
law.

I proceed now to show that Mr. Stan-

ton is not withio the purview of that en-
actment. lle was appointed Secretary of
War by Mr. Lincoln, and continued in of-
fice under Mr. Johnson without reap-
pointment by him. e was the ineum-
bent when this law was enacted. T have
geen it stated without contradiction that
he advised the President it was unconsti-
tutional, and I can credit the statement,
for if he were fur less a lawyer than I well
know bim to be I would expect him to be
of that opinion, If it wereonrried around
to every lawyer in the country, absolute
unanimity of opinion on tbis point might
be expected. Indeed, from the courseof
events in Congress, I conclude no law-
yer in either house doubts its unconstita-
tionality, else the nervous dread of the
Supreme Court would not be so appa.
rent. , ,
But constitutional or unconstitutional is
of no consequence if Mr. Stanton be not
within it, and tbat he is not, is, what
have undertaken to show. The report of
.the committee and gentlemen in detate,
put the impeachable offense of the Presi-
dunt upon the sixth section of the act. I
quoteit : S -

« That every removal, appointment, or
‘employment madé, had, or exerciged con-
trary to the provisions of this act, and the
making, signing, sealing, countersigning,
or'issuing of any commission or letter of
authority for or in respect to any such
‘appoiniinent or employment, shall be
deemed, and aro . hereby deglared Lo be.
high misdeieanors, and 'upon trjal-and
“eonviotion thereof .‘evz:;‘gé;;ﬁrqo;ﬁ“ guilsy
‘thereof shall be punished by & fine not ax-

all sane men would agree was ultra vires,

ceeding" £10,000, or by imprisonhent not
exceeding five years, or both said punish-
ments, in the discretion of the court.”

Now, sir observe it is the removal of
Mr. Stanton that is complained of, but the
removal which the  sixth seection con-
demns is every removal * contrary tothe
provisions of this act.” If Mr. Sianton is
not within the act then the removal of
him is not contrary to it. Is be within
it ? 'The first section reads :

% That every person holding any civil
office to wliich he has been appointed by
and with the advice and comsent of the
Senate, and every person who shall here-
after be appointed 1o any office, and shall
become duly qualified to avt thereio, is,
and shall be, ertitled to hold such office
uotil a fuccessor shall have been in like
manner appoioted and duly qualified, ex-
cept as herein otherwise provided : Pro-
vided, that the Secretaries of State, of the
Treasrury of War, of the Navy, and of the
Interior, the Postmaster General, and the
Attorney General shall bold their offices
respectively for and during the term of
the President by whomgthey have been
appointed, and for one Tnouth thereafter,
subject to removal by and with- the ad-
vice and consent of the Senate.”

The first clause of this section continnes
every civil officer .appoidted by and with
the advice aund consent of the Senate in
in office until his successor shall have been
like manner appoiuted and qualified,ex-

cept the Cabibet ministers, They are ex- |

pressly excepted, because they are ex-
pressiy naméd in.the proviso directly fol-
lows the first clanse. As 10 them a dift
ferent rule is provided, and what ig it ?—
They shall hold their respective offices du-
ring the term of the President by whom
they were appointed and for one mooth
thereafter, rubject all the while, however,
to removal by and with the advice and
consent of the Senate. .

Such is the tenure of Cabinet officers.
A month after’the expiration of -the term
of the President by whom they were ap-
pointed their tenure expires, and they be-
come tenants by sufferance. Ubtil that
time they are rémovable by .advice of the
Senate; after that time they bave no ti-
tle, and their possession can be ousted at
the pleasure of the President.

Such is the plain letter of the enact-
ment, and the only guestion that remains
is, whether Mr. Lincoln’s term has ended,
and a month has elapsed. This is not a
difficult question. Nearly three years ago
he was cruelly assassinated, and Mr.
Johnson, as Vice President, succeeeded,
or in the language of the Constitation,
“ the powers and duties of the said office”
devolved on him. What was the power
and duty of the office in respect to ten-
ure? Again the Constitution shall an-
swer: “ He shall hold his office during
the term of four years.” It was Mr. Lin-
coln’s power and duty to hold his office
for the term of four years, and .5t his
death this power and daty, as far ag they
were unperformed, devolved upon the
“Vice President by the very words of the
Cunstitution. :

The term hecame Mr. Johnson’s term
for its unfinished period, as much so as
the possession of the White House, the
right to the salary, or to any of the per-
quisites or functions of the office. It
would. be as unreasonable to call Mr.
Johnson’s possession of these Mr, Lin-
coln’s possestion, or Mr. Johnson’s ad-
ministration Mr. Lincoln’s administration,
as to call Johnson’sterm of office Lincoln’s
term. - Neither in popular language nor
in constitutional phrase can such a misno-
mer be found. It would be as absord
as to confound their names,
identity of their person. -

Thus, then, it stands : the sixth section
punixhes removals contrary to the act;
but Cabinet ministers can only be remov-
ed contrary to the act by the President
who appointed them. Mr. Stanton was

appointed by President Lincoln, and his;
title 1o office expired a month after Lin.]

coln’s death ; from that time he retained
his portfolio at the pleasure and will of
him upon whom all the powers and duties
of the office had devolved ; he was a mere
locum. tenens ; and when Mr. Johnson re-
moved him he acted within the strictest
bounds of the Constitution, and offended
not against the statute; he went not
“ contrary"” to.it, and so incurred not the
penalties of Lhe sixth seotion.

.To this it may be answered that Presi-
dent Johnson removed him in the firs in-
stance, confessedly, under the provisions.
of the statute. Sir, the fact that the Presi-
det conformed himself to the_statute
proves nothin® more than a desire to si-
lenca cavils by complying with a law
whose validity he at all times denied. . It
does not make that o law which was no
law ; but_it is-a curious reason to urge in
favor of impeachment, that the President
tried 16 ‘execute the verylaw, void though
it was, which you set up to condemn
him. i ] . | :

An idea has got possession of gentle-
men’s minds, 1in%pired, no doubt, by the
tenure of office law, that the peculiar en-
ormity of the President’s act consisted in
removing Stanton w hile the Senate was in
resgion. The - Constitution does:not for-
bid him to dasn,bus leaves him frea at all

R

' thans when

1imes;to- rid himself of an , unaccepiable;.

Cabinen mipister .
g bty e

— . §
recess, because the new nomifation can
be immediately considered without prejo-
dice to the public interests from delay of
a confirmation; aud such has been the
practice of the government from its foun<
dation. Indeed, the Senate is always in
session when a new administration comes

.in, and substitutes new Cabinet officers for

the old ones.

The Senate passed resolutions of - vio-
lent consure against General Jacksom
for removing Duane from the Treasury in
1833, but they did not question his right
to remove officers during the session,.—
(See Benton’s Thirty Years’ View, vol. 1,
pages 369 and 408.) And other officers
than Cabinet ministers have been remov-
ed during the sitting of the Senate, as for
instance, Isaac V. Fowler, postmaster of
New York, who was removed 10th of
May, 1860, during the session of Con-
gress, and an agent of the post office des
parunent placed in charge. Neither in
Duane’s or Fowler’s case was the' Senate
consulted, nor are they ever consulted
about removing officers by a new imcom-
ing administration.

The conceit, then, {bat Stanton could
not be removed at this time becanse thq
Senate was in session, has no foundation
in the Constitution or any law or usage of

or the

the government, except the tenure of of-
fice act, and that is 8o plainly void and so
certainly does not apply to Stanton that
it ean furnish no rule for the occasion.—
The idea is baseless. . .
Having now shown on authority that
you are bound to respect, that the tenure
of office law is an unconstitutional aggres-
gion npon the executive powhr, and that
Mr. Stanton’s case is not within jts par-
view, I cliggh my con¢lusions by quoting
the speech of Senator Sherman, of Ohio,
when this bill was oo passage in the Sen-
ate, who urged, snd it is fair to presi:ne
obtained, the paseage of the bill on the
ground that it would not toaeh Mr. John-
son’s control over auy of his Secretaries
whom he had not appointed : :

“That the Senate had no sach purpose
is shown by its vote twice to make this
exception. That this provision does not
apply to the present case is shown by the
fact that its language’is so framed as not
to apply to the present President. The
Senator shows that himself, and argues
truly that it would ot prevent the pre-
sent President from removing the Secre-
tary of War, the Secretary of the Treas-
ury, and the Secretary of State. And if'[
supposed that either of these gentlemen
was so wanting in manhood, in honor, as
to hold his place afier the politest intima-
tion of the President of the United Statcs
ibat his services were no longer needed, I
certainly as a Senator would consent to
b]ils Iemoval at any time, and 'so would we
a .!

Mr. Speaker, Ohio is a great State, and
fertile in great legisiators. Ilere we hava
an Obio Sewator pleading for the legal-
tenure bill on the ground that Stanton ia
not within it, and two Obio represenia.
tives on this floor [Mr. Spalding and Mr.
Bingham] pleading for the impeachment
of the President because Stanton is with-
in it.

But what makes this display more rich
is that these gentlemen take great credit
to themselves for resisting impeachment
hitherto, but now they are constrained to
surrender. They could not go with the
‘venerable chairman of the Reconstruction.
Committee when he had a colorable case
to urge against the. President—oh, no;
they were too conservative for that—bat
they can go with him now, when he has
not a shade of a shadow of a case,. They
can ealogize alaw as worthy of rever-
eoce and obedience above all laws that
have been enacted since Sinai thundered,
which Stanton himself pronounced uncon-
stitutional, and Ahich was passed because
it did not include the very case weich has
converted these conservative representa.
tives of Obio. 'Well, sir, we see and hear
strange things now-a-days, and special

nders overcome us in this House fre-
quently. :

But let me ask, will not the majority
pause long enough in their hot pursait of -
the President to  discover that they are
being misled b{; cross lights and false
lights ?  That they are blundering .in law
and fact ? I suppose not. Probably not
one single man among the intelligent gen- . -
tlemen who make up that majerity can .
be persuaded to the trnth of - this cage. -

“They will not reverence the sages of 1780

who laid the foundatians of our Govern- -
ment, whilé they fall down and ‘worship .
this Dagou of impeachment. They wiﬂ
not, respect the text of. the Coustitution,
nor even the pecessary A,(?ons,t.ruo\fcii of
this tenure of office law in their frengied .
pursuit of the executive patronage. If it
be s it is very, very _gad.,ﬂqz:;i' etokens.
the asééndency ot"pa"fl’;" p'ﬁg%}léns over. .
reason and law. I could.’Wish this house
wore beiter employed.; What with the . .
distractioiis and nlie'iiaiﬂo't)’s; of our day,”
our debt'nod taxes which are eating out &
not only the substantial wealth, but_ the
moral sense of the’ camtry; the prostra; _
tion of labor and trade which are:erying --
for help from all quariers, we miglit find:

something:to-do which would be - more

useful to the country than impeaching’

‘President Jobnson. He igthe. man .ef

Eo@i‘r own choasing, .and 1 verily helisve.. .
he is trying 4o reatore, the

] Uniany:to pas. .
ificate th itry;to admini i
Slion with » fushidl Togard to (s oblles:



